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Government op India, Foreign De]*astment. 


. 


To Ills Grace the Dcke of Akgixl, K.T,, Her Maj^ty’s Secretary of State 

for India. 


My Lord Duke, Simja, the 2nd Octol)er 18/3. 

We have the honour to forwarti, for the information of Her* Majesty's 
Government, a collection of papers relative to the general iiial-administratiou of the 
teiTitories of the (iaekwar of Banxla. 

2. For our orders on the subject, we beg to refer Your Grace to the Foreign 
Secretary’s letter, No, 2209P, dated the 19th Septeuilier 1873. 

• We have the honour to be, 

My Lord Duke, 

Your Grace’s most obedient, humble Servants, 
(Signed) Northbrook. 

„ Napier of Magdaea. 

„ R. Temple. 

„ B. H. Ellis, 

„ H, W , Norman. 

„ A. Hohhouse. 

,, E. C. Bailey. 


No. 2 hT., dated Bombay Castle, 26th July 

From Skcuetauy to the Government of Bomba\ to Secretary to the (jovernment 

of India, Foreign Department. 


I am directed to forward herewith eo])y of communications as per margin fjoin 

(/olonci R, Pluiyrc, C.B., Resident at Baroda, 
I. LitterNo 103 - 652 ,datcdihe 25 tiiJuncis 73 . from whicli tlic Goveriiinent of India will ob- 


*^*^^*' serious nature of the mal-administrution 

liPttci No 107-573, dill'll the 2 ftiii idem, of thc Gackwur Durbai in the matters Ihercip 

Mith aocompaiumeiils bronfrht to liii-ht 

4 Ix'ttn No. 113-501).dated thi 4th Jiih 1K73 


iMth aocumpanimuiits 

4 I^ttei No. 113-50!), dated thi 4th Jnl) 1K73 

5 Letter No. U8-fi0H, ilated the 8th idem, 2. Copv of ihc reply* SCllt tO thc Rcsidcut 

• No. 83 T, dated the 26 th July m 73 this Government also accompanies.^ 

3, His Excellency in Council is disposed to 
recommend further action in this matter being postponed, until thc more important 
ouestiona'of the reform of the Coutineein and the adjtninistration of Kattvwar have 


(juestions of the reform of the Coutingeiu and 
liecn brought to an issue. 


adjtninistration of Kattywar have 


n/ 103-552, dated Baroda Residency, 25th June 1H73. 


From Resident at Baroda to Secretary to the Government of Bombay. 


In continuation of my tolegram of this date, 1 have the honour to acquaint you, for 
the infonnation of His Excellency in Council, that His Iliglmess thc Gaekwar’s 
Minister brought to my notice yesterday that the five Thakoors, who have been 
rt'presenting their grievances to the Resident since October last year* as leported by 
me in thc Administration Report for 1872-73, have now broken out into open 
rebellion, and have taken to thc strong ground on the banks of the Suburmuttec 
with about a thousand coolie followers. I was consulted what should Ir‘ done in 


the mattor. In reply 1 asked what was the cause of grievance, as there certainly 
must be something unusual to drive men to so desperate a step. The Minister 
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replied that it all arose out of a q^uestion of paying certain Nazarana amounting 
to abcjut rupees 1,100 on the accession ef the present Gaekwar to the throne, and 
he ^argued that as.l6 other Thukoors of that district had paid the Nazarana in 
quesT&fl. the Gaekwar was detennined that these five should pay their share also. 

2. I told him that it was never c uatonmry to take strong measures under such 
circumstances until tevery i ffort had been made to adjust matters of inquiry into tlic 
reason of tl^cir refusal to pay the tax, wliether resulting front inability to pay, over¬ 
taxation, or other cause us represented in the petition which I had already forwarded 
to His Tlighncss some months back. 1 therefore advised that in the first instance 
a conciliatory letter shoukl he addressed to the Thakoors inviting them to Buroda 
under promise of saffe-cdncUict, inorticr that His Highness might himself inquire into 
the circumstances of the case, and pass a final decision on it. 


3. The, Minister then asked what was to be done in the event of the Thakoors 
refusing come in to Haivxla. I replied that under proper arrangements they 
would Tk^ sure to couie, and that it would' be quite time enough to decide on further 
step's when their decision became known. 


4. The fact is that the Gaekwar iiot long ago sent a company t)f his infantry and 
25 sowars to enforce his demands, and it is this which has led to the Thakoors taking 
to the ravines on the banks of the Suburmuttec, whence it would take a ccmsiderahle 
force to dislodge them, as may be learnt by perusing the correspondence relating to 
the coolie rebellion in the Beejapoor District in 1K37. 

6.^ I feel sure that this as well as other causes of discontent in the Gaekwar’s 
territory, whicli I legret tri say arc on the increase owing to unjust causes, are quit(‘ 
capable of adjustment by a full}^ authorised arbitrator, an office which I should not 
of couVse accept were it ollcred to me by t lie Gaekwar without first taking tlu' 
orders of Government. 


6. I have this day received the uccomptuiying anonymous petition setting forth 
the'grievances of certain military classes in the State. 1 shall forward it to Ills 
’Highness the Gaekwar, because it expresses sentiments which 1 have long since heard 
arci matters of current rumours, and upon which 1 have frequently spoken to the 
l^inis'ter, advising caution; but really, so far from listening to my advice, the 
Durbar seems to me to be fast becoming reckless in this matter of extorting money 
by every possible means in their power, and this unhappily is one of them. 


P.S.—1 learnf a day or two ago that, notwithstanding my repeated requests 
and' His Highness* promises to arrange matters with the Pitlad coolies, the 
inlialiitants often or twelve villages arc still out in the Kaira districts. 


Translation of Petition, without date, from some inhabitants of the GaekwaPs territory. 

‘ 1. Silledurs who served under Damajt^o Kao and Pillajec Hao, late Gackwars, conquered this 
countrv for them, andceceivc'd Wutunsgand appointments from tliem as rew'ard for their services. 
And Killc<iHrfe who accompanied Mr. liuckle during the mutiny, and faithfully served tlie (laekwar 
as well as the Ifritish Govenithent by prutocting KSissoori, Jubhoogaum, ancf the camp, and by 
moving about the inhabited and uninhabited parts of the country, obtained dresses of honour from 
Khunderao Maharaj oft tlie recommendation of Mr. Shakspoar, who also relieved the Durbar from 
^the })ayment of the throe lakhs of nipoos levied from them fur the support of the Rissala, on the 
understanding'that that amount was to be set aside for the maintenanee oj’ those men. 'I'he 
Wutuns granted by the late GAekwars, Damajee Ka(» and Pillajee Hao^we\ held undisputedly 
liy the above men up to the present time ; but now Nana Sahoh, the present Dewan of Mulharrao 
Mahjuajn, called for a list of the Wutundavs from the Phudins, and reduced their long enjoyed 
Wutuns, obtaining the sanction of the Durbar to grant them an allowance of only rupees 30Q,each 
per annum. Hence the sowars and the horses are suffering from starvation. Their pay for two years 
18 in arrears, and the men have drawn advances iVcmi the Shroffs equal to the amount due to them 
for that period, at the former rate of their allowances, but now that the Shroffs have come to hear 
of the reduction in the allowance of the sowars, they have stopped all payments; tho men arc 
therefore starving. 

5f, The appointment and dismissal of the Sebundi and all other matters connected with them 
were, up to the present time, under b1ie direct control of the Jemadars’ appointment over each 

Jh’da,^’ but now the Purbar have appointed their own men over each Heda of the Sebundi, and 
deprived the Jemadars of all their former authority. 

3. The Dewan Nana Saheb receives Nazarana from each of the officers appointed as Umuldars 

_i» 1, . J _ _ M ti - ' _i _ M I .1 J.__ .» .... J 1__ r. _ _VT . .. • »• • I T.. 


any sepoy pays Nazarana be is made an Umuldai; The Subadavs of the'Risaala, if they wiahed 
to retain their appointments, bad to pay rupee® 1,(»00 as Nazarana; some of the Subaciars 
to borrow money from Shroffs to meet this demand, and from grief of being thus-thrown into debt 

Su^ are the oppressive taxes levilhl from the ryots ; what the result of all these aetions 

will be is not known. If the lists of the former and present Silledars were called iof, you will Ik* 
able to find out the injustice and oppression. 


Youh Highness. Baroda, the 2.5th June 1873. 

In my yad, dated 2()th A^ril last, 1 brought to. Your Highness’ notice I lie 
case of five Thakoors of the Beejupoor District, who bitji h^en representing their 
grievances for some time previously, and who conipluiiilcd that Your Highness had 
not given them any redress. 

2. Whilst ordering from the Mahee Kanta 75 sowars to keep the pdace in that 
part of your dominions, I informed you that sowars alone would nT)t quiet the 
country, but that inquiry into, and redress of, real grievanecs worild do so; and on 
the part of the British Govemnient 1 gave Your Highness iny advice to quiet that 
part of the country by timely concession. 

3, -About three months ago I was again askccl by Your Highness* Minister to 
sign an order for a company of infantry to proceed lo that part of the country to 
maintain order, and I also was rc(|acst(‘d to wi*ite to the Political Agent of the Mahcc 
Kanta to be so good as lo warn the coolicN and others of his districts not to support 
the five Thakoors in question, if they continued to resist the lawful authority of His 
Highness the Gackwar. 

1. All this I acceded to at once, in the hope that Vour Higliness was tak-iug steps 
to adjust all real grievances on the part of these men. 

.5. I was rather surprised the day before yesterday to hear from Your Highness* 
Minister that these same Thakoors had at length openly defied your authority, ha'll 
taken to the ravin'es and nullahs on the banks of the Subunnutlee, north of Sadra, 
and had declared their determination to fight rather than yield to Y'our Highness’ 
demands of extra taxes. j 


(>. Tlie Minister asked me for my advice as to the best course to be pursued 
under these circumstances. 

7. I told him that there must be some strong cause of grievance to oidige these 
men to take such a step, and that it would be better for Your Highness to invite 
them to come to Baroda under a safe-conduct, in order that you might personally 
inquire into their cases and redress any real grievances they might show to be<4n the 
way of their paying the tax demuiided of them. 

8. I was assured by Your Highness* Minister that I(i 'fhakoors of the Beejapoor- 
District had already paid the accession tax in question, and that Your Highneds; iM 
not see why these five Tbakocys should be exempted, and that, moreover, the total 
amount in dispute was only some 1,100 rupees. 

9- 'Flic Miiiistci* informed me yesterday that after conferring with Your Ilighjx'ss, 
you had consented to follow my advice, and had-^ent for the, five Thakoors under 
safe-conduct, with a view to coming to some settlement with them. 

10. ^ince yesterday’s con\ersalion with the Minister, 1 have been rcirding the 

correspondence that took place in the year lH37“3i^, when yqu are aware tliat thf; 
whole of th(i coolies of tJic same part of the Beejapoor bistript under reference rtiSc 
in rebellion, and that a good many lives ^Ve^c lost. « 

11. I do m//kncAv whether the present rebellion against Your Highness’ authority 
has any connection with that case, or whetlicr the circumstances are similar or not; 
buj this is certain, that any measure of Your Highness’ Government which tends to 
threaten the disturbance of the general peace of the country is a matter of the 
greatest possible irnportanc’c to the British Government as the imperial power in 
the country. 

12. I was informed a da^' or two since that the Pitlad coolies^ regarding whom 
I wrote in my letter of the 2()th April last, are still out in British territory, and 
decline to return to their villages. 

13. 1 also forward for Your Highness’ perusal copy of an anonymous petition, 
which I received yesterday by post. It sets forth the alleged grievances of certain 
military Sirdars and Silledars of Youi* Highness* service in the contingent of 3,000 


horse and ehewherc. I Iteg to say that I have frequently of ]atc brought to the 
Minister’s notice the coinuion minours that I have heard regarding the two years* 
arrow's of pay of these men, and the loss of hereditary places and allowances, which 
some'•iC^heni arc said to have sustained ; and as^the matter is one of very great 
importa^ I bring it to Your Highness’ notice. 

14. 1 brought to the notice of Government the contents of iny letters to Your 
Highness’address, dated tlie 15th and iiGth of April last, above referred to, and, 
with reference to the alleged oppressive taxation and other complaints referred to 
therein, His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor (feneral in Council has desired 

«xtnw:t from (joTor!m.cnt n««,iutioi./No, 34U7, to make known to Your Iliglincss “ (hat the 

danidotii June 1878. « • ^ “ Govemmcnt would view with much concern 

“ the establishment or pei\)etuatioii in His Highness’ territory of a system (of 
“ taxation) which would not only cause much suffering to his own subjects and 
“ destnjy the prosperity of the State, hut must inevitably operate to the injury of 
“ our own £tdjoining districts,’' 

Paragrapk 5.—“It should be pointed out to the Gaekwar that in 1867 the 
“ Govemment of India conceded to his brother, the late Gaekwar, the privilege of 
“ selecting his Dewau in freedom Irom any :interfcreiu*e on their jiart. ^’hey did so 
“ on the understantling, if not condition, that His Highness would be personally 
“ responsible for the conduct of affairs, and would give due weight to advice offere<l 
“ by the British Besident. Iriffacnccd by the same expectation, the present Govcfn- 
“ mept has recently conceded the same freedom of se]ectit)n. Ihs Excellency in 
“ Council, tiierefore, must rely on His Highness giving due weight to the suggestions 
“ which may be submitted to him by Colonel Phayre.” 

have, &c., 

* (Signed) R. Piiayrl:, Resident. 


No. 107-57^5, dated Baroda, 2Hth June 1873. 

Prom Resident at Bakoda to Secretary to the Government of Bomiiay. 

In continuation of the corrcsjiondcncc as per margin, 1 have the honour to report, 

T..k.gr,„„, dak., 174 , 1 , KY^lleucy iji C\,.mcil, 

L<*t(.TN<». iUitcri !i6th .lum: 187.1. tlic loilowiTig coiivcrsatioii whiCii J hud With HlS 

I>n<lurst'mciit N». me 5(H, dated 2(.lli.lull!'187:1. (ligljjiess Oil tllC SCVCI'al SUbjccts alludcd tO 

therein, because it seems to me to he of importance to keep the Governmeut 1‘ully 
acquaented with the results of ihe present (irnekwar’s administration, as they continue 
to manifest themselves from time to time, 

‘ 2. His Highness paid me his usual visit yesterday morning, and I at once alludcd 

to h'ls having sent for the five 'I'hakoors from the Ilccjapoor District, and cx]jressed 
the hope that he wouUl be able to adjust matters ^yith tlu-ra. His Highness said 
that he had adopted my advice in sending for them, and that he would hear all tliey 
ha(l to say, but that he would never remit the Nazaruna due by tJicm on the 
occasion of his accessjon lo the throne. Ht; said, in reply to questions from me, that 
this allowance had never liceii levicfl before, but that his brother, Khunderao, had 
levied a uiiniiur tax in anothw form. He then^lsked me if 1 saw anything ^Tong in 
his having levied an accession tax. I replied that I saw nothing wrong in an 
Accession tax per -sr 5 the real question was, whether men in the position and cir¬ 
cumstances of the I'llukoors in question were able to pay it, in addition to other 
heavy taxes superadded to the usual land assessment. He declared that no such 
cause existed, that it was pure ri:sistanee to lawful authority, and Kiat the people 
of the Beejapoor District ^verc given to be rather independent in these matters; that 
the Thakoors in question ai-c Koiis, not Rajpoots, and that the^' rely on the strci^th 
of the country in their nc'ighhourhood. 1 replied that in 1887 these I'hakoors, or 
some of their brethren, had given an immense amount of trouble, and that a good 
deal of bloodshed h%d taken place owing to interference with what they claimed as 
their hereditary rights; I luipcd, therefore, that he would allow the present aggrieved 
persons to speak out fully in his Durbar, and unburden their minds of everything 
they had to say, because h s; cmed to me to be unlikely that for the small sum of 
rupees I,KK), payable by five leading men, they would go into outlawry, and thus, 
to say the least, become great losers. His Highness .'laid that he had Ibllowcd my 
advice in sending for thein, and that he would hear whut they had to say, 6ut tfmt 
he would 9wver give up his right 
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3i I then changed the conversation to tjiie question represented in the petition of 
the Sirdars, and 1 recapitulated a conversation which 1 had had, regarding their 
affairs, with the Minister on the previous day, because 1 could see that there a 
good deal of concealment, and want of clearness in explaining their case, that did 
not look well. * ’ ■ 

4. In substance, howetcr, liis Highness informed me that of his first measures 
on coining to the throne was to look into the accounts of the State, when he found 
that it was in debt to the extent of two crores. As I thought I might have mis¬ 
taken His Highness, I asked him if he meant that there was really A debt of two 
crores when he came to the tlifonc, and lie said yes. 1 then asked, ‘^How much dp 
you owe now ?” His Highness replied, “I have paid it all bfft” i said that, on reading 
over the old records, I have learnt that the Resident wai to have free access to the 
accounts, and that T should like to understand this business. His Highness replied, 

“ An account has been given annually to Colonels Baq; and Sliortt duri^ my time, 
which you wall find in your office.” I said that 1 would call for it. ^ 

5. His Highness continued—that, in consequence of this tiebt, ho about two 
years ago began to look at the accounts of alienations, (’ivil list allowances to 
retainers, &c., and he found a large number of Sirdars and Pagadars, &c. (not 
belonging to the Contingent of 3,()()() horse, he assured me, but some of whom I have 
reason to lielieve do), who were in the receipt of considerable allowances for doing 
literally nothing, and that lie then and there pensioned off a considerable number, 
on either half-pay, or more or less, according to length and kind of service.* His 
Highness declares that he at the time announci'd this proccedin^^ to the whole of the 
persons concerned, including several of the most influential Sirdars in the State, 
Mussulmans and Mahrattas., The Minister had told me the same .storj^on the 
previous day ; with the important exception that the great Sirdars had not been 
pensioned tw^o years ago, but that a number of Silledars had been. I asked His 
Highness whether he was quite sure that these people had clearly understood this, twer 
years ago, because they all, it would seem, utterly denied it, and claimed twd years* 
airears of full-pay, in litai of w’hicb he had offered them one year’s half-paj» with ti 
promise of paying the other year’s lialf-pa,y shortly. His Highness replied that they 
were all formal]}' made acquainttal witFi his decision by the Cominandcr-in-Ckicf 
and the Furnavis (1 think he said). He then asked me, as his Minister had previously 
done, whitt my advice regarding the matter was. I replied tlmt His Higlmoss’ 
object in reducing unnecessary State expenditure was of course a very proper and 
legitimate one, hut that it was necessary iu making large and important reductions 
amongst hereditary servants of a State to protect present occupants and their families 
from a ilownfall into absolute ruin; that there wore numbers of instances on record, 
showing liow the Gaekwar Government had managed such matter in communication 
with the British Government during the early part of this century. I said that 1 • 
had heard a good deal of late regarding the rliscontent of about a thousand SiriSe«s 
and others wh(», together with their Sirdars, declined to lake the half-pay which Mis 
Highness had ofleretl, and demanded the whole as their just due. I advised 
His Highne»s to give them all a full hearing in open Durbar, and not to rcpudi;ilc 
any Sanads that they might have in their posg^ssion; and to bear in mind the 
principle that, in gieat changes in States, individuals of all vanKs and iiimilics were 
always protected from personal miff, and that great taution and liheralky were 
needed in so delicate a matter. 

6. The fact is that these men, who claim to he the descendapta of those who won 
the Gackwar’s possessions for him, have seen how the hankers of ^ihe State, tlic 
principal trader* Jagheerdnrs, Zemindars, and many Pagadars and Silledars of the 
Contingent of 5,000 horse have been treated of late by His Highness, and having 
already forestalled their two years’ full-pay by borrowing it from tiic Baroda 
bankers, they are not disposed tacitly to submit to the same treatment, inasmuch 
as they deny having received any communication whatever from the Gaekwar 
Government of the nature alleged by His Highness and the Minister to have been 
made to them. 

7. In endeavouring to account for the prestmt unsatisfactory ‘state of affairs 
generally, it has caused me* deep regret to discover how completely all that formerly 
constituted the reins by which the imperial power checked and guided the. Gaekwar 
State have been let go, the result, being the inordinate itleas which the Gaekwar 
now entertains of his independent sovereignty, and the lawless practices into which 
he has consequently fallen towards his own subjects. 


8. By,the term “reins,” which 1 have Jnst used,, I iiiean. the s^uJatipns which 
the Honourable Mountstuart Elphinstone made with the, present Gaekwar’s father, 
Syajae Rao, when he iiandcd over to him the internal managiement of the affairs of 
his Sthtc in 1820, viz.;— 

(I.) That all foreign affairs should remain us hitherto undertlie exclusive 
nian;igcincnt of the British Government. 

(2.) That His Highness Syajee Rao should.not be restrained in the management 
of the internal aftairs of his State, provided he fulfilled his engagements to the 
bankers, ibr the due performance of which the British Government was guarantee. 

, (3.) That tile Resident ^iould*be made acquainted with the plan of finance which 
His Highness might determine on at the commencement of each year, and should, 
whenever he chose, have free access to tlic accounts, and should bo consulted by His 
Highness before incurring any lu^w (‘xpenscs of' magiiitudc. 

(4.) Tliat the guarantees of the British Government to Ministers and other 
individuals should lie scrupulously observed. 

9. So far as I am able to judge from the ie<?ords, the fir^t luid third, which are 
tlie most important of tliesc stipulations, are at the present moment a dead letter, 
and have been so for the last fifteen years and upwards, with the exceptions which 
will be explained. Hence the want of reliable official information on the Resident’s 
part, Ins entire ignoranee of the most important State transactions, and, as a natural 
consequence, his loss of influence over the Gaekwar, who has, for a long time past, 
been parrying on the work through the RcMdcut s office establishment, insteed of 
the Resident. 


10. By the term foreign relations, 1 understand relations with all States in foreign 
(luxeraf, even thougli tributary to the (Tackw'ur, as well as the more distant Stntes 
in India ; a'ul it is to the former that I particularly refer when I say that our 
exclusive inanngement of them is a dead letter. I hope within a f^w days to be in 
tt positjon to address a separat<i report to CJovcrnniciit upon this subject, showing 
t^hat, owing to onr not maintaining a sufficiently authoritative attitude with regard 
to the ‘final settlement of boundary and land disputes, (liras and Wanta cases, 
questitfns ol'jurisdiction, &c., &c., Iictwecn the Gaekwar (Jovernment and its neigh¬ 
bours, there is an extensive failure of justice, affecting many thousands of poor 
peoph'; because Gaekwar <Tovcniment, in t^n-der to prevent the settlement of such 
questions, or evade the execution oi' decisions regarding them when adverse to their 
side, raise all sorts of frivtdoiis excuses which can only be put down by the Resident, 
under the authority of Government, being empowered to insist upon the award, and 
decisjions on siudi cases being carried out after eci taili conditions have been fulfilled. 
The qiicstion is a large, and has bt;cn generally supposed to be an intricate one, but 
I can assure the Government that all ditlieulties will be removed and the whole 
country be soon tranquillised by our authoritatively announcing to the (xackwar 
Government that they arc independent in the management of their internal affairs, 
so long as the laws of humanity and civilization are not violated by them, but that 
in all matters of an international character, in which the interests of Foreign States 
art concerned, as well as their own, they must submit to the dedsions of the 
Resident on the pari of Govern inept as final, and not, as at present, protract land 
and botindifiy liisputes and .ill kinds of pet^' questions for years and years, solely 
with tlie object of redlining* possession of lands or huks which hav? probably come 

.into their hands l)y lyts of aggression. Unfortunately, as I think, Government has 
flot been mad(* aequivnted with one half of the frivolous objections and obstacles 
whereby thcjGaekwar Durbar has been in the habit of opposing progress; and I 
believe i shall he liorne ('ut'!)y neighbouring Political Agents in thfi^opinion that the 
ease admits of no delay, no middle <‘oursc, l)ut simply that in questions of an inter¬ 
national character they must obey the orders of Government at once through the 
Resident, or incur the, indignity of having those orders enforced against their will. 
Two of the Gaekwar’s priiu-ipal advisers at the present moment are men who, 
having been discharged from tfat; Government service, delight in throwing every 
possible difficulty in-the way that they can. 

11. With reference to the stipttlations which affect the account of the Gaekwar 
*State as specified in parrguinh 0 above, viz., 

That a phm of finance is to be submitted to the Hesident; 

That ho is to have free access to the State accounts ; ‘ 

T’hof nri pvnp.n«i> nf niiv rnacrnit.nHp in tn Kp inpiirrprl wirk/Mif u:... . 
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r have the honour to that I have not been able to find any plan of'finance 

on the recbida which would g^ve the jeast idea as to the actual financial condition of 
the State. ' , * 

12, Paragraphs 20 to'22 of Colonel Barr's Administration Report for J 871 give 
no such clue. Colonel Shortt, in his report for the year 1872, says nothing whatever 
on the subject, and yet I learn casually from His Highness himsek, when endeavouring' 
to account for the discontent of his Sirdars ana others, that on his accession to the 
throne, early in 1871, he found a debt of two crores of rupees, which he has cleared 
off between that time and the present. . ^ , 

I respectfully submit that it is essentially necessary for ^the. Govenunent to* 
know how such a debt can have been cleared off in^two years with an average* 
income of Rs. 1,40,00,()()() for the last three years, and a corresponding expenditure 
of Rs. l,l5,()0,0(Kk 


13. It is important to remark that there has been no thorough afWit of the 
revenue acconuts for 10 years, and that His Highness Mulharrao has abolished 
the State banks. Most of the old hereditary bankers are ruined, and m their 
place there is a Government bank at Baroda, presided over by a private servant of 
the Gackwar, named Wiissunt Ram Bliow, a man who not long ago was selling 
ciotb in the bazaar. It also requires explanutiim wliy bnint^hes of this bank have 
been established in foreign territory, at Bombay anti Surat, to which largo quantities 
of specie have been cent. I res])ectfull} submit that, in order to be fully acquainted 
^vith the financial sehemo of the Horoda State under its altered aspect, it is neccs^avy 
Ibr the Uesident to be officially informed on these matters, befbie taking any steps 
regarding tlicm. However, 1 lay the matter before Govenunent lor consideration 
andoiders. • • 


11. The treatment which the old cstahlislicd State firms of Ilurrcc Hugtee and 
Samiil Bochur have received at the hands of Mulharrao reminds one of occur- • 
ronces iu kairope ()0(» or 700 years ago. The present head of the latter firuf being 
alhifish subject, with branch banks at .Vhniodabad and Bombay. I went iato the' 
case in the ho])e of cfleeting an adiustnient, hut both the Minister and the Maharaja 
were obdurate in the extreme, and deliberately repudiated bond fdv Slate *del*ts 
incurred with tlic firm by both Syajee Rao, the present Gaekwar’s lather, and his 
lirotlier, the last ruler. In fact, during one or two inlorviews wfaicii 1 had with 
them upon this ease, I was Ibreed, by their own acts, to the conclusion tliat the 
sort of government that they were canning out wms nolhing more or leas than 
a deliberate system of ])Iunder. I, liQwever, enteitain the hope that in eases 
of notorious injustice, such as that to which 1 refer, nnd a few others in which 
Government has already f<*lt bound to inttrfere with direct advice, the Gackwar 
Government v^’lll be compelled to pay its lawful debts to British subjects, and, 
indeed, others also. * « 

ir>. With n^gard to the Resident being consulted before any expenditure of 
magnitude is undertaken liy the Gackwar, J have the honour to bring to the notice 
of IIis ExceWcncy in (!Iouncil tlmt I not long ago casually discovered that Ilia 
Highness has commenced to build a new palace iy jiaroda, on a seduced plan of the 
i'uilcries. No mention of tliN having been iiiafle in the Annual Administration 
Reports ii>T I *^7? or 1872, I conclude tuat the Resident was not consulted inVegard 
to it. Considering that the private expenditure of Idle Gackwar is said to liave , 
become exccs^'ve, the State to be in debt, the revenue ac*eount^ not to liavc been* 
audited for 10 years, and, finally, that there is not a road in llic country even 
marked out or cleared, and that life and property are insecure for want of ii 
-ri . i> 1 rxiYfu police, it is not likely that the 

avory iiiovpiaco^ftudboaiutiuHyiurDt^hwi} totdi viovemment woulu have eoiisentcd to this 
titm-extravagance, there being a very good puliw'C 

already in the citj’ of Barodn,* and a new 
one named Mukkurpoora, whii'U cost about 20 lacs of rupees, within five miles 
of it. 


16. What the estimated cost of the new palace may lie It U impossible to ^a 3 ^ 
It is a fact, however, that a great number of valuable houses in the heart of tlic 
city have been thrown down to make room for it, a merely nominal value in some 
cases, and in others nothing at all, having been paid for them. Tlic private garden 
of a deserving old native officer of high family was seized by the (lackwur lor 
the purpose of transferring its soil to make a garden for the new palace. Though 


the garden was purchased with the native ofiicei's own money, yet ! have fmkd 
to obtain justice for-him as yet. A ward of Government is also part owner in this 
garden. 

17. Even the partial insight that is obtained into afiairs by common rumour goes 
to explain ‘that lie wholesale confiscation of the rights and property of all classes in 
the State, which has been and is still going on, has for its object the private grati¬ 
fication of the Gaekwar, not any great projects for the improvement of the State. 
IJcncc my earnest hope that Government may be pleased to resume the reins, and 
re-asBcrt our lo^st ascendancy at the Court of Buroda, with a view to improving its 
relations with its neighbouts generally, and leading it to ftilfil its responsibilities as a 
fir8t*cla88 State. ' 


A- No. 113-699) dated Baroda Residency, 4th July 1873. 

From Rksident at Baroda to Skcuktary to the Government of Bombay. 

In continuation of my confidential letter, No. 107-673, dated 28th ultimo, 
and with reference lo paragraph 2, I have the' honour to report that this moiuing 
a Vakeel appeared ut the Residency on behalf of the five Thakoors in question, 
and as the Minister would attend in an hour or two, I ordered him to await his 
arrival. 

2. 'When the Minister arrived, I called the Vakeel in and said that Mis Highness 
the Maharaja had already sent for the five '1 hakoors in question to appear in the 
Durbar, and that they must obey his summons ; that a safe-conduct would be 
given to them. The Vakeel asked me then to read‘a list of their complaints; I 
had it read and took down each complaint, but told the V'^akeei that 1 could not 
interfere because they were ryots of (lie Gaekwar Government, and that they must 
obey the Maharaja’s order. 

The list is as folio-v s, which it will be seen differs considerably from what the 
Ministef told me was the sole muse of ^riexmnve^ viz., the at*cession Nazaiana. 

Ut. f.Tlic Thakoors complain that tl)eir original Jummabundee of Ghas Dliana 
payable to the Gaekwar Government has been increased for the last five or six 
years. 

2nd. That Sirpao and MeswaJieo allowance has no), been received from tiie 
Durbar since 1868. 

3rd. That their Girass huks on certain villages have been reduced considerably 
by the levy of Inam commission fees. 

That considerable arrears of Girass dues .arc owing to them, and that they 
cannot gel the account, though Naaaratia, &c. arc demanded from liicin. 

.'Vh. They have huks on certain lands of Durbar villages, but wlmt with Salumce 
rfnd new Inam commission dues, the ryots cannot pay tlie Thakoors tlieir huks, 
wliich are thus nullified. 

6th. The Durbar has taken possession of other Girass lands iit toto and receives 
the rent of them. This has gone on for five or six years. • 

7tli. Their Girassthuks in theKurrcc Mahal arc m ariears for ten years and more. 

8th. 'I’hey have certain huks on grain oi'^villages, a portion of which has’l>een 
appropriated by the Durbar* which is unjust. * • 

^ 9th. The Durbar levies Inatn commission fees on any lands they may mortgage. 

• 10th. For the last,five y*ears the "I'hanadars have deprived them of all jurisdiction 
in their villages. 

nth. The Durbar has appropriated the marriage tax which usec^ to he a huk of 
the Thakoors. 

I2th. The custom of giving a personal safe-conduct to the Thakoors when they 
had matters to represent in the Banxia Durbar has been abandoned for the la^, 
four years. 

‘ 13th. The Nazarana on acces$ion to the throne is a new tax, and the Thakoors 
decline to pay it under the circumstances explained here. 

\4th. It used to be customary to summon our ryots through us; this has been 
abandoned for the last ten years.: 

16th. We have not only to pjay all foot sepoys and sowars who come to us as 
mobasals, but in addition we have to provide food for man and horse. 

16th. We, Thakoors, claim the intestate property of om* ryots, but the Durbar 
has now deprived us of it. 


V / 


17tli. TTiaiinafefi fof tiie ^ilectiori of ttiinsit dues have becft established in all 
direcdonsj livhich are cGUtmry to custom. 

The Vakeel returned to TOejapoorto bring in the Thakoors to the Durbar. / 
Both His Highness and his Minister having pOrsistontly denied that these men 
have any grievance whatever, it is unreasonable Ui suppose that they will really 
settle the questions at issue between them, and, as many of the subjects of complaint 
are such as sertously to endanger not only the peace of the district in question, 
but our own also in the Ahmedabacl Zillah and adjoining States under our manage¬ 
ment, I would respectfully suiimit for consideration that an authori^tive mode ol* 
settlement is essential, and that should the Durbar fail t6 satisfy the just demands 
of these Thakoors, a Special Commissioner be forthwith appointed to settle the points 
in dispute; all expenses tor his pay and cstalilishment being defrayed from the 
Gaekwar’e Kurree District. 


No. 118-608, dated Baroda Residency, 8th July 1873. 

From Resident at Bauoda to Sechetary to the Government of Bomray. 


IjCttcr t(» Gov(-rtin»t'0t, N«». loa-0S2, dutuil 
25th Juiie lyTih 

EndorKcmc'Dt to Cfovcrnment, No. 10C->5r>l, 
iljitt'd afith .Tnnc lS7.‘h 

Trotter to Govcrnmcul, No. 107-57«'h dftti-d 
2Hth Jnuo 1B73. 

r«‘tri*r to Govi*rnmfnt, N<». 

4^1 duly JS7.“. 


In continuation of the correspondence detailed in the margin, I have the honour 

herewith to stibmit a translation of the Durbar’s 
reply, dated 30tii ultimo, to iny yad dated*25th 
idem, copy of which has been already submitted 
to (ioveruinent. 

2. AVhilsi^ this yad was under tratislatkm 
tiic A^akc'cl dnived from the Bcejapfjor Thakoors 
and stated their Complaints to be as reported in niy No. i 13 599» dated 4th instant, 
from which it is clear that their loyalty has not given way on the Gad! Njzaratm* 
question only, as I surmised from the first, hut upon the same kind of systematij: 
aggression on their hei-editary rights which the Gackwar CaDvernment is perSistcntly 
carrying on in their own dominions as well ns in the tributai-y states, in spite of 

our efforts to check it. < • 

»* 

.3. Precisely the same causes are applicable to the cases of the Pitlad coolies, 
and, I believe, of the Sirdars also. 


4. I would submit that the most important sentence in Mis Highness* hotter 
under report is that in which he says—“ But if they should give ra(' any trouble, 
the British Government will have to render assistaiice.” 


!S, Thus His Highness, who is always strciiuousiy asserting his right as an 
indcpendimt Prince to rule his people after his own fashion, anil even contrary' to 
our advice, appears to deem it obligatory on us to rescue him from the fruits of 
misgovernincnt, when they threaten his existtmee as a sovereign. 


6. Under.similar circumstances in 1837, the Bonibaj' Government wrote to the 

Political Cominissioncr in Guzerat i\h follows 
with regard* to the present Gaekwttr*s fatlier, 
JSyajec Rao: • • 


Vulitit'ul DepartiiK'ht, No. 7C5>, dated let May 
1873, from tho Secretary to Govemmout, to 
J’olitlcul ConimiHsiotiig. 


Extract paragraph 4.—“ It must be plain to yoit* that tbq, Britisli (xovt'rnmpnt, 
can never consent to aid the Gaekwar in quelling disturbances!, originating in wrong 
and oppression without being vested with full powers to act as arbiW'ators and to 
redress the grie/aneps sustained.” 

And again, paragraph 7 of the same letter—Although the British Government 
cannot permit these chiefs to take the law into their own hands, yet we are bound 
to remove the cause, by affording justice-to the aggrieved. It is clear that we 
cannot in a case of this kind allow the Gaekwar and his officers to act as they 
please; the general peace of the country and the public interests will not allow of 
our doing so, and if we stand neuter the strenuous efforts Government have been 
making for the pacification of the Mahec Kanta will all be rendcred*abortive.” 

7. I deferentially submit that this represents our position precisely. If wc stand 
neater any longer we cannot hope for that improvement in Guzc)*at, Katty war, and 
other States whicli, as the predominant power, we are bound to bring about by our 
infiuence over ^ Gaekwar, as quite as much as over the Chiefs of Kattywar and 

others. 


V 




/ 


8. r see that towards the close of Jhis letter the Gaekwar, when speaking of 
Pitladj &c., says: ‘‘If you had made Government aware of the contents of that 
lettdj, they would not have had reason to make those remarks/* 

9. In reply to this, T Ijeg to state that the letter in question was duly suhmitled 
to Government with iny No. 76-418, dated 3rd May 1873. 


Translation of Durbar yad No. 1347, dated 3()th June 1873, reply to Residency yad 

< No- 1394, dated 2.5th June 1873. 

Pahagrapus i to 11 of your yad arc about the Beejapoor Thakoors. In iny repl}^ 
dated ;U)th April to your Ehglish letter of 26 idem, 1 gave you all the information 
about ihe Thakoors. Several Thakoors of the same standing as the Beejapoor 
Thakoors Jjave paid the^Giyli Nazaranu, but these obstinately refuse to do so. If 
they are once exempted from the taxation which is levied from others, they will get 
into the habit of disputing every lawful riglit of Government; but, to ascertain the 
existence of any real cause of complaint to pa^r the Gadi Nazarana, I have sent 
for the Thakoors. When they present themselves 1 shall hear all they have to say 
and pass a final decision. 

On Thursday, the 26th June, I had a conversation with you on this subject; you 
will remember that 1 then informed you that the late Maharaja had levied from'the 
ryot%a Nazarana of a different kind, and that in the same way T had resolved to 
levy this Nazarana. Hence you will perceive that T am not introducing any new 
system of taxation. 

In ypur paragraph 12 you refer to the IMtlad coolies who have deserted their 
villages. Of these coolies s(‘veral kave been righted, and the complaints of others 
are being inquired into. 1 am surprised at your statement that /his Government 
•will be hold responsible for any loss that these coolies may cause the British Govern¬ 
ment during tlieir stay in British territory, when every effort is being made to deal 
justly w?th them ; the coolies are still dissatisfied and prefer remaining there. If the 
coolies who emigrated to foreign territories insist that they will not be satisfied unless 
thqir demands are met, am 1 to give up my lawful claims ? This is a question of 
importance. Wore I Yo exempt these men from the payment of ct'rtain lawful 
demands, others will insist on similar exemptions, and that will make matters 
worse. 

In paragraph 1.3 you allude to the copy of an anonymous petition which accom¬ 
panied your yad. 1 have perused the petition. In it it is stated that three lakhs of 
rupees which this (Government liad to pay for the support of Kissala hacl been set 
apart for the maintenance of the pt^titioners, and such other mis-statements are also 
made; but as it is not known who the writers are, reliance cannot he placed on 
tjie^e statements. 

• 1 spoke to you on Thursday, the 26th June, also of the reduction made among 
the Silledars, and said that, as there were more than the required number of Silledars 
I had reduced some and allowed only a suHicient number to remain. , Those tliat 
were dismissed were useless servants, and for several }xars past have been drawing 
high allowances for ‘services rendered by their forefathers to the State ; but as 1 
thought, that there was no neccssily for continuing such high allowances any longer, 
1 have reduced them and allovved the Silledars an amount sufficient for their main- 
•tenauce : the reductions made were there and then communicated to them throufli 
tueir agent (bukshe).- The British Government grant pensions to those that have 
served them for a certaiji number of years, and for extraordinary services grant a 
good-service pension either for life or for two and three live®, bik never do they 
grant a hereditary pension. I'his is how every State is managed; when you see 
that any unnecessary expenditure is incurred, when the State is in debt you curtail 
the expenses iind clear the debt. The British (jovcnimcnt have all along followed 
this principle. It is very necessary that 1 should look into .the receipts and expen¬ 
ditures of the State .and to its prosperity, and 'manage the State afiairs in such a 
manner as to leave it uninvolvcd. I do not apjjrovc of the system of allowing high 
allowances to useless servants when the State is in debt. The late Maharaja left the 
Stote'deeply involved, but [ sold i be State jewelry, and paid off all outstandings against 


reductions. I do not wish to dismiss them. But if thev RhArilH 


tme oitiuif ana ao -noi; wisn lo see ii again in acot. ix tnese men arc unwillim 
to accept the reduced allowances that 1 allow them, they can send in their reaig 
nations, and their accounts will be settled at the old rates up to the date of thw 




the British Government will h^ve to render'assistance. One of my Sirdars, Rodhan 
Meea, died without leaving a male heir, and* I did not fill up the vacancy thus 
caused. Was there any injustice in that ? Of this, too, i hud informed you/and 
therefore further remarks are unnecessary. 

I have perused the extract of Government Resolution No. 3497, datcJGth June 
(quotedin the 14th paragraph of your yad), and uiwicrstaad.that this resolution 
was passed on your informing Government of the contents of the two Residency 
yads dated 15 m and 26th April respectively. These two yads were replied to by 
me in English on the 30th April. On a reference to that reply it m\\ be seen that 
I have done nothing that would justify the remarks made In the first part of the 
resolution, viz., “ that Government would view with much ebneern the cstabllsh- 
“ ment or perpetuation of a system of taxation which \Pould not only cause much 
“ sufferings to his own subjects, and destroy the pro^pctity of the State, but must 
“ inevitably operate to the injury of our own atijoining districts;” and jf yon had 
made Government aware of the contents of that letter they would not have had 
reason to make those remarks. I, therefore, re(|uest that you will kindly inform the 
Bombay Government of the contents of my Enjilish reference of the 3()th April. 
As regards the latter portion of the Government resolution concerning the Minister, 
you will kindly inform Government that I shall act up to khureeta dated 2nii 
November 1872 (copy will b(' found at the Residency), sent in reply to Bombay 
(Tovemtnent khureeta’ No. 204, 


No. 33 T, dated Bombay Castle, 26th July 18/3. 

From Skcrktauy to the Government of Bombay to Rrsidknt at Babooa. 


r AM directed to acquaint you that Ilis Excellency the Governor in Council has 

liad under his consideration your .several com-, 
munications noted in the margin, relativu to the 
case of tlie Thakoors of Bcciapoor, the co^iphiints 
of certain Sillcdars and others, and tlur general 
tenor of the administration of the Govcnimeiit 
of tlic Gaekwar as you befieve yourself to have 
grounds for regarding it, 

2. The Government will at once place itself in communication with the (jovem- 
ment of India on these important subjects, and will hereafter convc}^ to you full 
instructions. 


1. Letter No. of Ibe 2rith .Jiiue 1873. 

2. 'Memorumlnm No. of idoju 

M’ith flCConiinuiiiiictitK. 

a. Letter No. 107-!>73 of the ISSth idfiu,-ffitli 
neeotnimniiiK!iit8. 

4. lietUT No. 113-&9!) of the 4th July 1H7M. 
Letter No. llS-fiOfi of the 8Lh idem, with 
nce(»inpan}nient. 


3. One point, however, presents itself in these papers with respect to whi6h it 
is essential that any inisappndicnsion on the ]:)art of the Gaekwar should be at once 
and clearly removed. In His Highness* yad of the 3()th June last (No. 1347), 
speaking of the discontent existing among the Silledars, and vindicating the course 
he had pursued towards them, he goes on to say—“ but if they should give me aiTy 
trouble the British Government will have to rentier assistanceand it is to be 
gathered from other parts of the correspondence that he had obtained previously 
from you authority to employ troops for chocking jlisturbances^in certain districts. 
There is therefore good ground for believing that, notwitlistanding the repeated 
explanations that have taken place ^between the two Governments on* former 
occasions, he deludes himself into the belief that the British Governmemt must 
preserve to him his position and his territories, no matter hftw Objectionable his ' 
system of government may be, or how littlp disposition, he may'evince Jo co-operate 
with us for the good government of the country. 

You will, therefore, take an early opportunity of pointing out to him, as by the 
express direction of this Government; that tlic rclations between the British Govern¬ 
ment and that of His Highness arc strictly relations of reciprocity, and that it is 
only by acting in harmony with our views, and by conducting his Government in 
a spirit which will be a credit to the protecting power, that he cun expect to retain 
any claim to our protection and support. 

4. The British Government will at all times, in the interests of tbc general com¬ 
munity, endeavour to repress disturbances from whatever cause they may arise; 
the^ will undoubtedly not lose sight of any oppression or misgovernment out of 
which such disturbances may have arisen. 


No. 29 T, dated Bonubay Castle, 26tli July 1873. 


SEcinKTAiiv to the Government of Bombay to Secretary to the Government 

of India, Foreign Department. 


1 AM directed to j^ransmit for the information of the Government of India the 
accouipanying copy of a letter from the Resident at Baroda, dated the 25th March 
lofit, Nc). 1, reporting the oircuinstauce of the dogging in the streets of Baroda on 
the 18th idem of eight men accused with procuring the death by poisoning of a 
body-servant bf His Highitess the Gaekwar, the flogging being administered with 
such severity that one man, if not two, died while undergoing the punishment, or 
from the cflects of it. • 


♦ No. 1 T. of th<* a.‘ir<! Ajiril 1^473. 

^ • 


2. Copy of the letter* addressed to the Resi¬ 
dent in reply also accompanies. 


No. I, dated Baroda, 25th March 1873- 
From Resident ai Baroda to Governor and President in Council, Bombay. 

1 TiAVK already informed Your Excellency that I arrived here on the 18th 
instajit, when I was introduced by Colonel Shortt to His Highness the Gaekwar, 
and on the following day paid the usual visits of ceremony to His Highn(?ss. 

2. From that time to the present I have seen more of the Gaekwar than is usual, 
1 believe, and I can plainly see, even after my present sliort pericid of coininunication 
with his Court, that he himself is the mainspring of every braiioh of his adminis¬ 
tration, and consequently that all real business will liav(‘ to be transacted with him 
'personally to lie encctual, 

, 3. His Minister, Nana Saheb, as he is called, is an casy-gning, (pu’et man, of 
average*ability, who is merely the mouth-picce of othei’s. lie is gentk'inanly in his 
manners, and has been placed in his present position more as a goo<l inedium ol' 
coftimunication with the Resident and English officers than for any inherent ability 
that, he possesses as the Minister of a Prince holding the Ouekwar's rank and 
position. 1 !>elieve him to be honest and well-intentioned according to his sphere 
of light and knowledge. 

4. An opportunity occurred of my bticoming more closely acquaintetl with the 
Gaekwar a few days ago, the p irtieular.s of which 1 will proceed to state for Your 
Excellency's information. 

5. It will not vsurprise Your Excellency to learn that I ■ receive a good many 

ano\iymous letters, all of which 1 have read to me, and keep by me. Amongst 
other incidents, one fact was mentioned, viz., that on the day of my arrival, 18th 
instant, ciglit men had been so severely flogged in the streets of Baroda that out' 
dipd on the spot, another was said to liave died in jail, and the remaining six were 
reported to lie in a precarious state in jail, where their end was likely to lie 
hastened. « * • 

6. A* good deal of popular excitement preVailed about the matter, sonv* saying 
that the men in question were murderers, others that they had been punished on 

* suspicion only, and Were ihnocent, whilst others said that there being/lo redress for 
such gricvaiipcs, a general feeling of discontent had got abroad which would sooner 
or later culminate in rebellion. • 

7. Ilaving ascertaintid beyonci a doubt that far as the flogging and fatal results 
were conecnied I had facts to go upon, 1 resolved, in consequence of the exag¬ 
gerated reports that were abroad, to ascertain the real state of the case, and I 
consequently addressed the following note to His Highness the Gaekwar;— 

“ Youu Highness, . Baroda Residency, 22nd March 1873. 

“ 1 HAVE lieard that a c^se of flogging attended by fatal results took place 
in the city t>f Baroda on tlic day of my arrival here, the 18tb. As British Resident 
I write to ask Your Higlait.ss v.-hetlier there is any truth in this, because, it being 
matter of notoriety, ray Goverimient will be sure to require from me reliable 
information on 1,hc subject. 




I have, &c., 


8. Within an hour His Highneas drove up to the BesidoiGy, and when we . were 

alone he said, in richer an excited mannar, he had come to exidain pers<mal!y 
the circumstances referred to in my note. » 

9. He said that a few days ago a confidential body-servant of his own, whose 
particular occupation it was to prepare his food and provide him with •drinking- 
water, See., had died suddenly after an hour or two*s illness; that he felt very mu^ 
startled an<l shocked at this in consequence of the man's near relation to himself as 
a confidential servant, and he even began to doubt whether it was not the com¬ 
mencement of some “fittoor fusad.” These were the words used gainst himself, 
and consequently that he set his best men to make inquiries, sifting the matter* 
generally, and ascertaining the cause of death, which, if caused by poison, was to 
lead to the most strenuous efforts being put forth to discover the murderers. The 
result of this inquiry was that eight men, some of whom belonged to his own bouse- 
hold, were apprehended, and shortly after confessed their crime in hajing mixed 
arsenic with the food of the deceased. His Highness was at first advised to hang 
them all; this, he said, he declined to do, as he wished to see what intbrmation 
could be obtained from them in regard to their object, &c., &c. He, however, 
sentenced them to imprisonment for life; and that in order to deter otiiers from 
committing similar crimes, he ordered the whole eight to receive one dozen lashes 
at each of the four main gates of the city, and one before the, door of the murdered 
man’s house. It was in undergoing this punishment that one man, who, His 
Highness said, he supposed was weak, died. 

10. His Highness, who was all this time rather excited, then proceeded to say in 
an earnest tone of entreaty that now that be had given me the true account of the 
case (which I really believe it. to be), he had a great favour to ask, which ha hoped 
I would grant; and it was that, if in future I required explanation on any such 
subjects, J would not write to him, but cither send for him or go to him myself, 
when he would afford what I requircid vivd voce. 1 replied that my sole tibjoct in • 
this matter was his own good, and that as his friend and adviser, I thoughtlt was 
i’ar better to be prompt in meeting such reports as had been fermenting in tile placd 
for three or four days than to allow them to do mischief. Hence my wri^'ng to 
him. He acknowledged that my inquiry was natural, but said, something about the 
independence of his position as a Ruler, adding, however, that he had intended to 
mention this mutter to mo, and should have done so had I been alone when lie lust 
called upon me. He repeated his hoiie that J would not write upon such subjects, 
but speak to him personally instead, because he feared it would lower his authority 
over his people if’ they knew of it,* as they must do through all the clerks, peons, See. 

I said that I saw no tibjection to acceding to his request., and that I would, as a 
general rule, speak to him personally upon such subjects as well as to his Minister. 
IJe tlien said, “ What shall I do with the note, tear it up ?” I said that as the qote 
had been sent ho had better reply to it, which he said he would do. • 

11. I have endeavoured to explain, both to His Highness and his Minister, that 

(picstions which affect the general interests of humanity and civilization must always 
be regarded its im|)ortant by the paramount power, and that on a recurrence of any 
similar events causing popular excitement aiyL. exaggerated reports the same 
explanation w'ould be necessary. ^ . 

12. Taking tlic whole of the circumstances into consideration, I believe that they 
will have a good effect in restraining the tendency towiifds a jiarsb rule, which, if 
all accounts be true, appears to be gaining ground amongst, the Baroda officials 
generally. Indeed, J have been informed that some of Hss Highness* sowars and 
others have been making themselves disagreeable to officers when out riding, but 
that my predecessor rebuked His Highness on this account. 

13. There can be no doubt but that a good deal of discontent is manifesting 
itself in different parts of the districts, in consequence, I Ixjlicve, of confiscation of 
Inains and Jagheers, enhanced assessment, &c., but upon all these matters 1 shall be 
l)ettcr able to report after a year’s residence in the country. 


P.S.—1 forgot to say that the following is a copy of the reply to my note written 
by His Highness:— 

1 bad one Tattia ba Powar in my service, upon whom 1 plsu^ed full confidence 
to look after my food and water. ' 


I 

“ Certain wopie have l)eeD*convicte4 of administering poison ^ Tattia, from the 
eftfects of which he died. They were liable to be liung, out I did not do this, but 
sentpicecl them to imprisonment for life, and to be flogged. One of them, being 
of weak constitution, died under the flogging. I have written this for }’our 
information/* 

The 24th March 1873. 


Np. 1 T, dated Mahablcsiiwnr, 23rd April 1873. 

From Skcrktarv to the Government of Bomrav to Kesident at Bahooa. 

• 

I AM directed to acknowledge the receipt of your confidential letter No. 1 of 
25th ultiniA, in which you repoi-t the circumstance of the flogging in the streets 
of Baroda, on the 18th March, of eight men accused with procuring the death, by 
poisoning, of a bcxly-s(!rvttnt of Ilis Highness tlic Gaekwar, the flogging being 
administered with such severity that one man, if not two, died while undergoing 
the punishment, or from the cffecits of it. 

2. r am now directed to inform you tluit the Government cannot rest satisfied 
w'ith the explanation of this matter which has liccn rendered by Ills Highness the 
(lacVwar. You had been iidonncd by an anonymous letter that while one of the 
persons flogged had died on the spot, another was said to have died in jail, and the 
remaining six to be in a precarious state. 'I'he Gax.‘kwar*s explanation, as reported 
by you^ gives no information except as regards the prisoner who died. 

3. It further does not appear under what judicial procedure the prisoners received 
their sentences, by what steps the Durbar ascertained that the GaekwaFs servant 

*had really died from the effects of arstmic, in wliat way the confessions of the 

accused were obtainerl, and what was the exact nature of the admissions made bv 

• ^ 

^;ach o# the accused. Gn all these points tlie Government desires to receive 
infbrnyition. 

As regards the form in which references should be made to llis Highness, the 
Government is not prepared to accede to the proposal that in grave eases of this 
nature the applications of the Hesident should he made verbidly only. The 
Government has no desire to check the personal intercourse of Jhc Gaekwar and 
the Itesidcnt, from which there is good reason to expect advantag&us results ; but 
it is necessary, in respect to investigations and other matters of serious importance, 
tliat the main Tacts should be stated in writing, in order that the Government may 
he clearly informed of the true bearings of the case. 

fx. The Govcmmeiit cannot by any means regard such an investigati<m as the 
present as one of a confidential character. A Native Durbar, with which this 
Government has very close relations, is publicly charged witli acts wliich, as repre¬ 
sented, are in the highest degree reprehensible, and His Excellency in Council 
therefore feels it incumbent upon him to make the Gaekwar clearly Ware of the 
necessity for his submitting such ejcplanations as will establish the propriety of the 
’ icii he has taken.^ You will he good enough to lose no tiuie iii bringing 
ice of the Gaekwar the purport of tnese instructions-. * • 


course whici 
to the notice 


No.*() 4T, dated August 1873. 

From Secretary to Government of Bombay to Secretary to Cjoveunment 

of Inuia, Foreign Department. 

It is with great regi*et that HiS Excellcjicy in Council finds himself obliged again 
to address the Government of India on the subject of the mal-administration of the 
Baroda Durbai; The appcudctl letter from the Resident, No. } of the 18th 
instant, has brought to notice various cases which, if substantiated, will establish 
that gross oppression is committied, that the Ministers and other officers systemati¬ 
cally receive heavy bribes in connexion with the sale of offices, and that large 
numbers of women are decoyed 6r forcibly taken from their families, and converted 



2 . These apparently well-founded allegations have reached the Government while 

other serious matters were still fresh in their memory. We have reason'to believe 
that villages on our borders have been recently abandoned in consequence of 
oppression. We know that the Contingetit has been seriously disorganized 1)y the 
corrupt practices of the Durbar, and our representations have not in any case led 
to a satisfactory result. ^ . 

3 . It has been impossible for His Excellency in Council to avoid considering 

whether it is not now the bounden duty of the Hritish Government to take some 
steps more effectual than mere diplomatic remonstrance to remculy the evils that 
have been brought to notice. Not only does responsibility of necessity accompany 
the protection accorded by a paramount to a subordinate Sttite, but the respective 
duties of giving and receiving advice in matters df administration have been 
expressly provided for in the treaties and arrangements between tl»e British and 
Baroda Governments. , ^ 
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4 . llic Gaekwar lieyond all dispute holds his throne under distinct pledges of 
protection from the British Government on the one hand, and under equally distinct 
pledges to govern justly, and to be guided, even controlled, by the Bridsli Govern- 

^ ment m the other hand. So fur back as JH02 * 

• AitdiiKon’R Treaties, Vol. VI, page 29r>. . ^ i. j i j aU aU i-* i r v n 

a Ircaty declared that the Lost India Company 
“ will grant the said Chief its countenance and protection in all his public concerns 
according to justice, and as may appear to be for the good of the country, 
respecting which he is also to listen to advice.” And, in ratifying that Treaty, 

„„ the reigning Gaekwar wrote on the 29th July 

1802,j—“ hhould I myself or my successors 
commit anything hnpropev or unjust the English Government shall interfere, and 
sec in cither case that it is settled according to equity and reason.” By a subse- 
(juent treaty made at Baroda on the 21 st April 180.'^, it was declared that the 

0.0 preceding “are hereby confirmed, and are to 

“ bind the contracting parties, their heirs and 
“ successors, for ever.” This last Treaty was confirmed by another made ftt Barova 

on the (itli November IHI 7 . Subscguently, 

,1 rculK-K, imuf .3.30. , . ._ /• nx ' 

during the (lovcrninent of Mr. MountsiMart 
Klphinstone, certain points rcsjiccting the administration of alfuirs were. “ settled ” 
between him anil the Gaekwar, and, on the 3rd April 1820, the former wrote— 

, . “ Your Highness to clioose your own Minister, 

le.in^pagL - n. consult tlic British Government before 

you appoint him.” On the 8 th February 1841, Sir James ('anmc wrote to the 

Gaekwar—“ 1 have spoken to Your Highness 
mi u!B, pagi.nomination of a Minister. You arc 

aware that you are bound to appoint a person to this office, with tlie approl^tion* 
of the British Govcrniuent. You inform me that yon desire no Minister, aftd 
that yon will yourself transact all matters of business with the llcsident. vYs a 
mark of my friendship for Your Highness, I have consented to waive the deinaud 
for this jitipulation.” In JHfit, when the question of an appointment again 
presented itself, the Goveriiincnl, on receiving aivncknowJedgjnent that the choice 
was subject to its approval, waived its right*to interfere. Again, hi 18(v, the 
Go\'ernpr of Bombay informed tiie Gaekwar that he Would be free to ap'^oint his 
Minister without previous sanction, in the coiifidimce that he ivas too jvise to 
jeopardise his adininistratioii by an unfit selectic!’, and that he'would in lutiirc meet 
the Uesident in a conciliatory and liberal.spirit, i^astly, in the t’ourge of last year 
the jlritish (?ovcrnment again abstained from interii*rence with tlie Gaekwar’s 
selection of his prestent Minister, on the clear understanding that he would himself 
be responsible for the consequences of his selection. 

5. I have been directed to refer to these past transactions, in order that there 
may be no doubt as to the right and duties of the British Government in rcs|X’ct to 
the just govoninicnt of the Baroda Slate, or as to the obedience in relation thereto 
to which the Gaekwar stands pledged, or as to the jwsition in which he has voUiii- 
tarily placed himself by assuming the entire responsibility for thi* appointment of 
the present Minister. Nor can it be forgotten that it is specially incumbent on the 
present Gaekwar to be guided by the advice of the (lovernment by which he was 
taken from a prison, where he had been confined on charges never disproved, in 
order to fill his present position of power and influence. 


(( 
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6 . It is to be gathered from the records of Government that in 1837 similar and 
continued acts of oppression committed by the Gaekwar's Government of that day 

. VH^traph 4 of a letter fron. tho Uonoorablo tirOUgbt Under the "Otice of thc Court of 

tb« Court of Dirtetors, dated 10 th April 1838 , Directors, who,* on thc lOtn April 1838, ex- 
Nrt.a4of iHflP.* pressed their opinion that thc conduct of the, 

Gaekwar ought to have lieen met in a decided manner and at an earlier period, and 
that this Government and thc Government of India had carried their forbearance 
to ah unwise extreme, and that the grievances of our subjects and others entitled to 


our protection pught not to have lieen suffered to remain so long unredressed. The 
c&ses which Colonel rhayr 6 has now brought to notice arc in no respect of a less 


grave character, nor hre they the first, and His Excellency in Council does not 
consider that it is of any material consequence whether the sufferers are our own 
subjects or those of the Gaekwar, or those of other States. The Government has 
promised to protect him, and make him govern justly. 

7 . 1 beg at this point to refer you to the second appended letter from 
Colonel Phayre, No. 146-762, of thc 19 th instant, in which the Gaekwar is reported 
to have demonstrated in oriental fashion his rt'grct for past errors, and his desire 
to be entirely guided by the Ilesident*s advice in the future. While pained by the 
account of such humiliation on the part of this Prince, His Excellency in Council 
is yet unable to regard it as in any way a siitisfactory guarantee for future amend¬ 
ment. We cannot put out of sight the traditional policy of the Barodu Durbar in 
its delilings with Government. ''I'hc history of thc past is a mere record of evasion, 
duplicity, oppression, and corruption, followed by humiliating submissions intended 
to ward off the evil of the moment, and to give time for th(? resumption of the old 
practices. At thc same time thc abject behaviour of the (lackwar fully justifies the 
belief that the complaints of his niisgovcmment have a very substantial foundation, 
jind that he hopes thus to save himself and his Minister from the exposure to which 
further jiotice of their conduct must inevitably lead. The persons aggrieved have 
(li.stinctly appealed to us for redress. If we neglect to insist on a formal and 
searching in(|uiry, we shall, in the opinion of this (Jo\-crnment, be guilty of a 
. dereliction of duty. Wc shall convince future sufferers of* thc futility of ap}>lying 
to ds, and we shall afford thc gniatest encouragement t(* the Durbar to perseven^ in 
the system of misgovemment from which we believe tlic^ country to be sciffcring. 

Since the above was written, another letter, No. 1-777, dated the 24th instant, 
of which a copy is enclosed, has been received from the Resident, giving a de¬ 
scription of such gross oppression of large bodies of jicople as must remove all doubt, 
if any could before have existed, of the imperative necessity f<)r our immediate and 
authoritative interference, ft will be observed that this case was brought to light 


only a fc^w days after thc Gaekwar had prostrated himself before the Residc'iit, and 
after he had formally assembled his ministers in the ]n*escnce of the Resident, to 


Wljom he announced that bo had brought them for the purpose of directing them 
that they were to attend to any advice or suggestions coming from him, and of 
informing them that rofonn was required, and that if anyone did not do his best 
he*‘should be discharged. Nevertheless, two of these same ministers, when discussing 
this last ease with Colonel Phayre, ^^vinexai the strongest disposition to evade, as far 
as possil^lc, Ranting substaiitia! redress to thc complainants. 

8 . IJis Excellency in Council would have been very glad if he could coiftistcntly 
T^itb hfs duty have rested cjnntcnt with the assurances of the Gaekwar, and trusted 
that the advice and* representations of thc Resident would for thc‘ future have 
suflicedto ensure good government on the part oJ’His Highness. Bu^His Excellency 
feels precluded from entertafniug any such expectations, and feiira that the Gaekwar 
will be unable, even if desirous of so doing, to introduce and maintain a proper 
system, or to check and punish thc evil practices of his ministers and confidential 
retainers, some of whom arc-known to have been his evil advisers during the reign 
of his late brother. Aiul 1 am, therefore, directed to apply for the authority of 
the Government of India to instruct the Resident to demand from the (Gaekwar thc 


inuncdiat(* susptmsion of the ^(^\^^an and the Revenue Sir Soobah with hia deputy, 
Narayen Bhai; the last, a man of bad character, dismissed from the service of this 
Government in the Rewa The suspension for thc present of these officers 

is thc more essential, as I am tiirther instmeted to solicit from the Government of 
India, authority to appoint a British Commission for the purpose of inquiring into 


females from their families for the purpose o/ converting th^ into Loundis. This 
Government attaches the greatest importance to the appointment of this Commission; 
and as the Gackwar will & expected to render it every assistance in the prosecution 
of its inquiry, it is obviously desirable that his efforts to that end diould not be 
thwarted during its progress by the ministers whom I have mentioned. 

9. In conclusion, 1 am to state that His Excellenc}^ in Coqpcil is fully sensible 
of the very serious nature of the proposals now submitted; and presses them on 
the consideration of the Government of India, in the conviction that it is our 
bounden duty to ascertain how far the complaints made, which arc quite consistent 
with the general opinion throughout Guzerat of the Barodji Durbaf, have a suhr 
stantial foundation; and if they should be proved, to devise means for the jirevention 
of their continuance under the shelter of our protection. • 

His Excellency trusts to be favoured with a very early communication of tlic views 
of the Government of India. 


No. 144-756, dated 18th August 18/3. 

From Resident at Baboda to Sbchetaby to Government of Bombay. 

Within the last week several matters of importance have occurred, all of which 
an; still pending, and may hereafter become subjects of reference to Government. 

2. In the first place 1 brought three cases, of what appeared to me to be gross 
injustice to British and Mahee Kanta subjects, to the notice of the Gaekwar in the 
following manner:— 

3. Firstt the case of a chumar named Mutwa Tcesla, who, it appears, was most 
unjustly seized on a charge of defiling a temple near Attersumba by merely entering 
it. For this alleged offence the youth was seized by the Vativatdar, and Rs. 200' 

extorted from him ; he was released on bail, and 

the man passed if only within .'>0 ynrds (listiiiicc, ullowcd to return to the Mahee K.auta. • Aboirt 
and was seijsed for piiipos.K nf extortion, iH'cause a fortiiiffiit aftcr, lic was apprelicndcd Riid told 

it w;is hiipposeil that his lather had saved jnoney. » °i i*i 

‘ ^ *^110 must be sent to prison m Haroda, unles's 

he paid Rs. 300 more. He had only Rs. 20 with him at that time, which he had 
paid, and gave a promissoiy note for Rs. 280; l)ut, notwithstanding thi.s, he was 
taken to Baroda, when in order to get rid of liini in toto, and conceal the malpractices 
of the district officials, he was represented to the Maharajah by his Brahmins as 
having coniinitted a grievous offence, for which the Maharajah, as be afterwards told 

»j co„»i<u.v that ti„. n-iiBions nrtim. ,.f iiis “IS, ill defeiice of his Feligioii,* sentcnce(> the 
iii^hucifs is tsspiriaiiy worUiy of «ofe. lie is youth to scvcu ycars' imprisonment. As soon 

as I heard of the case I demanded that the 
&c. proceedings should be forwarded, and that'th^' 

y<.>uth should be produced before me. The Maharajah came and spoke to me abtAit 
it, and represented the offence as a very heinous one. i replied that, supposing an}’ 
offence had been committed, which I did not admit, 500 rupees tine and seven ye^^r^’ 
imprisontneut was an utterly disproportionate punijjiment for the kind of offence. 
TTis Highness replied that he knew nothing of flic money part of the Ixisincss, but 
that he had given the youtlf seven years’ imprisonment. I suggested in 

reply that even six months would be heavy, supposing a real ofieiicc had been 
committed ; t^nd that he and his people liad no right whatever to try and punish 
British and Mahee Kanta subjects without.reference to the Resident, and satissfying 
him as to the justice of the procedure. That evening .the boy (20 years of age) 
was released, anU 1 took down his statement, and am endeavouring to recover the 
money and obtain punishment of the Vativatdar. A reference to the Political Agent, 
Mahee Kanta, has been made. 

4. The seco?i(l case is that (.)f a boy who has been thrown into prison for having 
written to a relative at Ahmedabad, saying tliat the Maharajah had taken a certain girl, 
a relative of some person or other connected with the family, into his carnage, &c. 
The mother petitioned to me, saying that she and her son are both British subjects. 
I have sent to the Collector at Ahmedabad to obtain proof of this, and if the boy 
turns out to be sq, 1 shall demand the proceedings in the case and his surrender 
pending inquiry. 




5. The tMrd case is one in which a Parsee, who claims to be a British subject of 
the Surat Zillah, has been seized and imprisoned and severely bt^aten by the Gaekwor 
officials at Naosari for no reason that appears in evidence, except that he refused 
to pay the Vativatdar of Naosari a hrilx; in a civil suit about his wife. 1 have 
sent this case to Mr, Hope to ascertain whether the man is a British subject or not; 
but I ordered his release pending inquirj^ which has been granted. 

6. The next case is that referred to in the accompanying petition, marked A., 
which may turn out to he serious, owing to the importance to both the British and 
(laekwar Oovarnraents of the questions which it involves. When His Highness 
paid me his usual visit^ on Monday morning last, 11th instant, I mentioned to him 
that I had received an authentic complaint against his Minister for bribery, whieh I 
believe to be true, not only from the evidence adduced, but because 1 had heard so 
many similar complaints from reliable sources, ail of them pointing to the fact that the 
Minister wa»in the habit of receiving large bribes; 1 added that, unless the system 
was ])ut a stop to, the country would be ruined. I spoke most seriously but kindly 
to His Highness, and pointed out that unless he put a stop, not only to the 
Minister’s proceedings in this direction, but also to those of the whole of liis Durbar 
officials, and redressed the wrongs that had resulted therefrom, mattci’s would 
assuredly become worse and worse. I added my advice that he should issue a 
proclamation on the subject of briliery. His Highness then inquired tlie name of 
the Vativatdar who had complaineil, iVc. I asked him if he would really 
inquirt' into the case, and not proceed to punish the complainant for coming forward 
instead of giving him a fair hearing. He promised me faithfully not to injure the 
complainant, and I then disclosed his name and the main facts, as set forth in the 
petition,«into which he promised to inquire. Me wisliwl me, ho said, to ascertain 
from the complainant why he was turned out of his Vativaldarship, and whether he 
could prove having gi\’cn the brilK*. 

7. On Thursday, the I-lth instant, when His Highness visited me again, I pro- 
due(;tl tlie petition itself, and said that the p(?titioner alleged that he had not been 
turned out for any fault, but arbitrarily; and that he could produce reasonable 
pr<H>f of his having jiaid the bribe, the amount of w'hich he borrowed irom a 
respectable banker of Ahmedabad. 


8. His Highness then said that he had made inquiries amongst his officials, and 

did not believe the accusation. That he had 
himself,* about a month ago, taken away the 
Soobahship oi’ most of the Mehals from the 
Minister, his daughter, and the Sennputty, who 
had held them, and that he had made other 
arrangements. His Highness then changed his 
manner altogether, and assuming the gesture of 
a suppliant, by joining his bands, begged of me not to push this matter, that the 
Minister w'us liis relative, and that his dishonour would lie his own; that he had 
put in three relatives of his own into the first places in the State, viz,, fhe Minister, 
the Senaputt^, and his daughter, and had aroused a good deal of odium thereby, but 
that they were the only iiersons in whom he had confidence. He begged that 

i would only speak of the matter to him privately, and not take any public notice 
of it whatever. 1 replied that* he must act in this matter as I requested him to do, 


•This is fli('ctuiBi* of eonie new men liavinpbw'ii 
turned <m^ and the old men put hnclc si^niin. The 
(iaekwur kiimvM nothing of the lirtbeH, iiml lionet* 
tlio ouf^ry of tlic men, who hnve paid for their 
and yet Iwu Umu'il out. 'J'his prsictioc 
tlli^ lieon rarried out ovi^rywhorc, uinl the Bums 
, said tti liavo Iteon amassod hj the Minister unrl 
NarnT»n lUiai, Deputy lleveuuo (’otninissioner^ 
uns immense. 


(Ahorwise the country, would soon be depopulated; and that, if lie gave his consent, 
I would entlcavour to compel certain of his officials, who had sent their money into 
British territory, to disgorgef it, and that in this way 1 ha^l beep told that some 1.5 
or 20 lakhs at least might be obtained. His Highness gave his cordial assent to this, 
wliich, he said, was clearly for the good of himself and his State; but after a moment 
he said earnestly—“ Don’t seize ray money that 1 liave in Bombay and at Surat.” I 
said that 1 had no intention of’tlie sort; on the contrary, that my attention was solely 
directed to the Minisjter’s store sent to Rajapoor, or to his village near it in the 
Rulnagiri District, and to Narayen Bhai*s ill-gotten gains in British territory at 
Neriad. His Highness fully entered into this part of the scheme, but again 
entreated me to save the ¥ir’'stcr. I replied that, under any circumstances, I must 
record the matter officially iu a yad to the Durbar, more especially as on the 
previous day I had received another petition from a British subject through 
Mr. Hone, the facts beiiiff much the same as in netition A. ttinf 


had paid for the privilege of fknning two Mehals in Naosari for five years, had 

* See cause ipvon in note to this paragraph paid tllC ^^ITliSter Rs. 5,400 or 80, 811(1 yct had 
above. been turned out arbitrarily* after a month yand. 

eight days, consequently he claimed the return of his money. 

9. His Highness fails to see that he has himself been unwittingly the cause of 
this explosion, by interfering with the Minister’s original distribation of the Mehals, 
of which he held the lion’s share, and abused his trust so extensively, much in the 
same way in fact as he is known to have acted in regard to the Contingent. 

10. This second instance seemed rather to convince His Highness* at first, but^ 
just as in the Seward case, when he is determined to find an excuse, he will, and* 
therefore said—“Oh, the Bs. 5,400 must be security!” , I merely replied that I 
expected him to investigate both cases, and to do justice. He then left, and I sent 
in a formal yad, referring both cases for his inquiry. 

11. About two hours afterwards the ©ewan himself’came to pay his^aily visit, 
and he at once opened the bribery subject, by saying that the Maharaja on reaching 
home about two hours previously liad sent for him, and, being very angry, had 
charged him with taking bribes, and not crediting the money to tlie State; 
moreover, that the Resident was going to make the pcr.sons in possession of 
the money give it up. The Minister then proctnuled to deny to me that he had 
ever taken any bribes, and declared tliat he did not even know who the Surat 
petitioner was, thoiigli he might l)e a sharer in the farm of tlie Mehals in question, 
lie said that the Maliaraja, on his first accession, had made him a present of a lakh 
of rupees, and since that he had given him al)OUt Rs. .50 or 70,000 more for a house, 
temple, &c. at his native place. 1 told him plainly of the repeated reports T had 
heard of his own acceptance oftbribes, as well as the rest of the Durbar, arift that 
under all the circumstances of the outcry of the people, and of the principal persons 
in the State, I considered that a general inquiry should take place, and that 1 . 
had recommended the Gackwar to issue a proclamation inviting any person with 
complaints of bril)ery and extortion against Durbar officials to come forward. ^At the, 
prospect of this the Minister fairly broke down, and for the first time since 1 came to 
Haroda he appeared to he humbled. He joined his hands together, and said that, if 1 
did not sci'een him now, he would go <lown. That he had great number of enemies, 
all of whom would come forward. I’hat there was no necessity for my sending on the 
Surat petition, or that of Sayta Bhai oJfunaUif^ but tliat all could be settled with the 
(lackvrar 1 aaid that J did not wi.'ik to he Hcvere with him; that my sok^ 
desire in all my acts was to see justice done to the covintry generally, and to the 
people who were sufl'ering from the abuses pointed out; that I must bring everything 
to notice, and that there must be an official recoid of everything of importance; that 
it was for want of this that so much mischief had been already done. He then left. 

12. Next morning I recei\'ed information that the Minister had made arrange-* 

mcnits to inveigle Sayta Bliai, the complaiiuujt iu petition A., to Broach, in order tt) 
pay him his Rs. 10,(HM) and a present there, and get rid of him, but I foiled t’his 
maiimuvrc by sending Mr. Boevey to the station to watch the party, who ran off V> 
the city directly they saw' Iiiui. 'I’hus Baroda rupees render it very difficult to 
obtain evidence. I have, however, secured SayUirBluli in camp.* • 

13. I ajso rcocivcd the fallowing aiftm^uuoiis intelligAicc of the steps tlntt were 
being taken in the Dufturs in consequence of my eoiwmimication to the (xackwar. 

I am always kept well informed of Durbar proceedings, tfnd thb facts stated may¬ 
be relied on as*mainly true, though the signature is assumed ;—, 

• , Dated Baroda, the 15th A ugusi: 

From Bulwcnth ao Vr.siiwrNT, Fouzdar, to Rkmdk^t at Uahoua. 


1 MOST humbly hog to lay before Your Honour the following few ])artieiil.ars :— 

Ist. (lovindrow Mama and several other Karkorais are busily employed in chaiigiiig altogether 
the u(;eounts, documents, and proofs for the iiaiiienso bribe taken by Klianvolkiir in Sinearwada 
and in the Wada of Dewun. 

2nd. It is ordered by Khanvclkur that Chudnuvis and Shlladar Baksi may ])r#paro new papers 
and writings, altogether changing the former ones, on the grounds that all the Sirdars, &(;. are 
dismissed from Sunvut 1928. 

Sni. Govindrow Senaputty is appointed to bring timely news from Bombay. 

4th. Upon the third storey of the house of Bhagochund Savey several clerks are engaged in 
changing nis accounts* records in the same way others are ordered. 1 long for your prosperity. 


14. I have been obliged to write to His Highness about the* system that has lately 

come into vogue of seizing married and unmarried 
girls, and making Louiidis or household slaves 
of them. In 185(5* the Gaekwar Government 
abolished slavery, yet of late it'has been revived 
in the form which is explained in the accompany¬ 
ing translation of a yad and deposition of a Brahmin Karkoon of mine, which 
I forwarded to His Highness yesterday. 


Oovenunont of India letter No. 2011, dated 
lldi i^ril mri6. Foreign Department, to Mi^or 

2. Governincjit of Dombay letter No. 3154, 
dated 5th May 1S56, to Major Davidaou, Uesi- 
dent, Barudn. 


I 

• i\S.—Last evening (Sunday) His Highness came to the Residency, and, as soon 
as we were aloms he threw .himself at my feet, and, taking off his caj), burst into a 
violent fft of sobbing. He said that ho iiad had no sleep for the last nine days, and 
that he had just seen an article in a native newspaper, which he produced {Public 
Opinitm), the effect that, in consequence of his resistance to the repeated 
reasonable demands of yad on him, he would be dethroned. That paper will be the 
subject of future report; to-day I despatch this to save the post. 


A. 

'rranslation of a IVtitioii, datod r>tli August, from Savta-»HjM Dulaiuim, vt>sl(ling in 
, Vclimggaom, Purgunnah J^itlad. 

S'l’ATi’.s that, th(' Dewan has tvcato<l him very unjustly in stiveral eases, owin^-: to which he ha,s 
suffered great injury, and is liioily to suO’er more wrong, lie Iherefore thiidis it aHvisii})!e I.* 
pi^titioii,the Jlcsuhnit, who, next to (jod, is the only one who can redr(*sa his wrongs; re(pu*sts 
therefore and hopes that the following cireiimsUinoes will be taken into cumsirlcration : — 

He was appointed Vahivatdar (d‘Kliyraka) Mahal for a tm*m of live years, (m paying the sum 
. of Rs. 10,OOP as :*nkdi, and obUiiiuid a guavaiittte from the J)<;wan. In the guaritiuee the period 
* of his tenure of ('Hiee was enU-n'd as one year only ; against thi.s he protested, but; was told that 
that was the practice, and that he would, iieverthidess, he allowed to hoM olllee for live years 
ftti renwed guaraniees ; tliis satislied him,'and ho paid d(Avn Jis. 10,000 to the Dewaii, and 
Rs. 1,500 to Narayen Bhai, SuUoobliai, the agent 4>f the Sir Sooluih (tliis man is one of the 
advisefs of the Dewait). On th(‘ of hist Marg(*shwar M'uii (l)(?ccmher^ he asMiined ehargi; of 
the Mahal; tiiis Mahal is the least of all the (laekwar's Mahals, and the peo]de in it .ai'e very 
ignnnuit; but he nianagtsl th<i Malial so well, that iUthough several ryots of t)»u otlier Mahals 
decamped, not a single man of this Mahal left his villagii, except a tew uicu of the vill.ige of 
Dablioda, wliq had left before his arrival, hut by his persuasion even tliose num rcturncil. 
Notwithstanding all tliis, in Aahad Shud (July) he was relieved of his duties, and anotlier 
person aiipointed in his stead. Petitioner was then ordered to pioeeed to Baroda, wIumi' he was 
eontyiuaily fed on jiroinisca; after awliilc tietitiouer demanded that the amounl which he had 
jiaid Jis sukdi may l)c rotuniod to him, whereupon he was ordered to deliver over eliarge of liis 
Mahal to the new Vahivatdar; he re|.'iied tliat he had given over charge to the 1st Karkoon, No 
attention was paid to what he said, and lie was ordered to go pt'rsonally to make over chargi* to 
Jiis successor; Imt lie (petitioner) is informed that steps have h(»eii taken to prevent his return, 
w that he may not have an opportunity of complaining about tliis money. lle(|Uests that the 
Resident will inquire into this matter, and order the moiu'y to be refunded to him. 

Further states that the Tussanl work of the Pitlad Mahal was alsi* entrusted to Iiini, and he 
still liolds it. 'file Patel of the. village of Wassogaom, Amliaidass Jewahhai, lias^bi'cn appolnii il 
Vahiv.atdar of Pitlad, on paying Rs. ‘25,000 to the Dewan, who has givim liim (the Jhitel) per¬ 
mission to re^’cive bribes. Petitioner hehig the 'rupnsin ollieer of the Mahal, could not Imf r<HJoivc! 
complairts brought to him, retbch.s the wrongs of ryots. a.ml bring to light tho I'vil practices 
of the Vahivatdar, J'he Vahivatdar eomjilained to the Dewan oi‘ petitioner’s inf.eHtreiiee, and 
the Dewan on two occasions ordeVed him not to take notice of lh<‘ Vahivatdar'H doings, hut he 
•replied that as (loverument had ap]ioi>ded him as Tupiusin olKcer, he considered it Ins duty to 
take notice of such illegal ])rocecdii!gs. Owing to this difforeneM' between then), a criminal was 
induced by promises of pardon t(f pnd’er a false coninhiiid against jietitioner,; lie did so, uud llie 
Deuaii took up tbe investigation himself, and during the trial did many jbingu wfiich were illegal 
and against the orders of Govewnmciil in order to injurr* him. Of this scheme he will say more 
here iftcr. 

1 have, &C., 

(Signed) Saytajihai DuLAbiiAi. 


• Dated Harodai Residency, 1.5th August 1873. 

From Assistant iEe.i^. 0 F.^r at Bauoda to His Highness the Gaekwar. 

liAVim* lately received several complaints from persons residing in Baroda to the 
effect that their wives and other relatives have Keen Meixerl Kv 



officials, and carried off to serve as Loundis in Your Highness’ household,.! think 
it right to address you on the subject with a view to arriving at the facts of the case, 
bec^se it will be in your recollection that, on the 12th March 1856, Slavery ^as 
abolished by proclamation in Your Highness’ dominions. 

a 

2. There is, however, this .difference lietween the kind of slavery which was 

E ractised in 1856, and previoush^ and that which now obtains, viz., that human 
eings were then bought and sold as slaves throughout Your Highness’ territory, 
whereas v^w married women, as well as young girls, arc said to be seized by Your 
Highness’ officials and carried off from their husbands and parents to render the 
forced service of Loundis in Your Highness* household. 

3. The number said to have been deprived of tlieir lil)efty m this manner amounts 
to between 400 or 500 women and girls, most of whom are only 22 years of age and 
under. I know this to be one of the grievana^s under which your subjects now 
labour. If it is true, it is contrary to'that freedom Avhich Your HigBness’ pre¬ 
decessor proclaimed and ratified. 

4. 1 will not enter here into the details of the question about the two girls 
brought to Baroda territory from Kattywar about three years ago, regarding whom 
a separate corrcspondeucre is now being carried on, but T will <piote instances which 
have come under my notice. 

5. A Soonni by caste, named Kaysorbal Jetha Shrimali, has complained to.me 
that his wife, by name Surmj, about 22 years of age, who was taken from him by 
one Kunchord, has been a Loundi under the following circumstances : 

6. Ivunchord and (Jopi, who are the sons of the notorious Bhugwan" Dass 
llagonath Dass (who was imprisoned for five years in IHb.q for aiding and ui>ctting 
conspiracy, and died in prison,) aie neighbours of the complainant, Avhosc wife 
Surruj w’as scduct;d and carried off by Runchord in April last, together with„orna- 
ments, clothes, iV-c. Some time elapsed before the complainant could obtain any, 
due to the hiding-place of Iiis wife, but he at last discovered that she was living in 
a garden lately given by Your Highness to Runchord and Gopi on the road to 
Mukunpoor. The complainant obtained the assistance of a police peon, and went 
to arrest tin; girl, hut Rnnehord’s servants declared that they would not allow her 
to he arrestee! without orders from their master. Runchord was sent for, and, when 
he carnc, threatened complainant, who was obligt'd to withdraw. C^omplainant then 
went to complain to the Fouzdar, and Senaputty, and finally to Your Highness, 
who on that occasion was accompanied by the Minister and Hiesiba Docla, ^ind 
others, (.’omplainant re])rcsented his circumstances, and Your Highness asked Surruj 
wliere she liad gon<' to after leaving her husband. She replied that she had gone 
to Bombay because her husband beat her, and did not give her food and clothiag, 
and that for this reason she had gone to live with Runchord, and that she wished 
stay with liini. Complainant wa‘^ then sent back to Senapotty’s hitcherry, and v/as 
eventually told that his wdfc could not be jcstorcd to him, or any of his proptaty; 
that she iiiid lit?cn sent to the Nowa Wada as a Loundi; that she was in charge <ff 
Wussiintraru Bhow'. The complainant states tliat hc;accordingly want \o Wii.ssuntRam 
ISlioAv and demanded his wife, hut w^as tj:)ld in reply that^she was made *a l^oundi, 
and that he (‘ouTd not have hcT. He then demanded her ornaments, but >vas told 
that u Sirkaree Loundi must have her ornaments. 'I’hftugh tlu* Yeoman, is a J.oimdi,^ 
yet she is permitted to visit Runchord, who lives close' to tnc (‘.oviplainant, atui thus* 

this scandal goes on before all the ncighlkmrs. • 

• • 

7. The next case is* that of a woman named Mahalsabce, who states that she is an 
inhabitant of Kainpoora Blunnpoor, of His Highness tlic Ilolkar’s territory, and lives 
near Nuzarpaga. That she and her daughter gain their livelihood here by grinding 
corn lor the ;V/g/.v of Ramnatb, and other daily labour. T'hnt three or four days ago 
her daughter was carried away by Sirkaree sepoys; that .she wandered about the 
city in quest of her daughter for‘three days, whi.-n she came home with a sepoy to 
sec her. The girl said that she had been taken by a Karkoon of the Senaputty to 
Wussunt RamBhow (His Highness’ private servant), w'ho placed her in Nowa Wada 
as a slave girl. She told her mother that she woidd commit suicide rather than 
remain as a slave girl, but her mother told her to rcuuun (juiet* Ihe sepoy then 
separated them forcibly, saying that the time was uj). She is always being flogged 



for her resistance to become a slave girl. Complainant stafes that her daughter is 
about 17 years of age, and that she is the wife of a Jaghirdar in their own territory 
of Hk Highness the Holkar, Cowpkimnt entreats that her daughter may be 
resiored to her, 

8. A third case is as follows :—Last Sunday, a young active-looking man came 
running to the ilcaidency from the city, and told rnc that some Sirkaree sepoys had . 
seized his wife to make her a Loundi. That he and his wife had never been 
parted, and that if he could not get her back they might kill him, or blow him away 
from a gun. , He gave the name of Kondajcc. 1 told him to come the next day, and 

■ that I woulti represent his case; and he has again appeared to-day to repeat his 
request. 

9. I beg, with reference to this and other instances which might lx; brought 
forward, to state that in 185() it was not the mere buying and selling of human 
beings thari was abolished, hut slavery in any form ; but if the kind of slavery repre¬ 
sented above exists in Baroda, I shall feel obliged by Your Highness acquainting 
me for the inf()rniation of Government. 

10. I had scarcely finished the above when my Karkoon, Bulwuntrao Ramajee, by 
caste a Brahmin, came in and represented to me that his sister had been seized by 
Govindrao Bulwimt, the Senaputty’s Karkoon, and Damodurpunt Naynay, private 
Dewan of Your Highness. This girl is only about 13 or 14 years of age, and is 
mafried to a Brahmin named Rainbhow Ikiohckur. She lias been lost, for eight, 
days, aiul it is only to-day that the above-named persons offered to restore Jier to 
her husband if he gives bail, tlnis pretending that the girl had run away instead of 
having been kidnapped. 


Bulwuntrao Ramajeo, Brahmin, age about 10* JJrd Karkoon in th« Baroda Residency Office, on 
polomn affirmation sait.h:—Aty sister is married to one Kamhhas Balkrishna. IJe is a clerk in 
the employment of Kamrao Jciram, in tlie city of Baroda. days ago 1 ree<dved in formation 

' from my brother-in-law Uambhas that his wife had diaapi)eared from his house, 1 nmile inquiries 
in every direction about my sister, hut could pjet no infra inution. On the 14th instant ( rceeiv(?d 
iuforlhatiou from a person, whosii name 1 do not now remember, that my sister was in the house 
oT one Damodnr Trimhuk Naynay, who holds the ollice of Khaiifft'c Dewan to Jlis Hiffhness the 

that iiiy sister vas not in Damodnr’s house, but liad been taken away to some place in the city. 
On the 15th instant, Govindrao Bulwunt, the Karbarree, of the S{*naputty, sent a man to coll 
Kamhhas, iny brother-in-law. llainblms and Nariotnm Warria went to the house of Govindrao. 
(.loyindrao then told Uambhas to come n])stairs, as liti had sonxjtlnu" to say to him, and he told 
Narrotum to remain downstairs. When <Tovin(irao an<l Hnmbhas went upstairs, the former said 
that ho haO got my sisitM* in his charge, and that Bambhas has t<> take her away. Govindrao 
said that my sister had gone? astray, told Bambhas to forgive her. and not to beat, her, Uambhas 
, inquired wlierc his wife was; Govindrao said that was no inatt(«r, but that if he would promise not 
i.o ill-treiit her, that he woiihl send her hack to him. Hanihhas refused to sign any promise or 
agreement, and left (ilovindrao’s house and recuriie<l to me. 1 advised Bambha.s to sign tlie 
papers vetpiired ; hereupon Kamhhas returned, to (jovindrao, and promised to sign the papers, 
j\s my sister was not restored to lier husband, as promis<fd by (lovindrao, T eann? to the Resident! 
and complained. The Resident thereupon wr«»l<’ a nnt(‘ to Nana Sahib, Dewan, who sent for In(^, 
and 1 told Uim what T have now stated! Nana Sahib told rnc to go lionn*, and said that he woiihl 
make inquiric-s. About four hours afterwards I wwiic back to Nana Sahib, wjjo then told me that 
lie liad questioned Damodnr about the nuitter, but that he denied knowing anything ^bout it. I 
fold the Nana Sahib bt confront hie with iheiii. He said that there was no necessity for that; 
* he told me not to bo disturbed, .and said that he would get my sister !)ack. Abput It? o’clock the. 
same evening I received infonnafh ti from Itamhhas, my brollier-in-law, that his wife ijatl been 
brought back to him in charg<*,nf a Koii/daree Karkoon, named Kesbeorau and a puttiwallah. Soon 
alter I bud n ceiv<‘d this message my sister appt an^d at my house. I iirpiirdtl from her wliat hiul 
happened, Aly sister said that tlic city Kou/dar had just biken her deposition, mid that she had 
been told by Daifiodur not to mention his name in connexion with this aflair. Aly sister said 
that as slie was going to her husbmidV aunt’s house sh(< was suddenly sU*pped by two sepoys, 
who took her up into Damodur’s house, and that there she was placed hi a room by btsrself, and 
guard was kept over her. From thence she was sent away to some distance to the house of 
one Bapoolal, who is a Karkooil of Daniodnr, and there she was visited by Damodnr. I have no 
expeefatipn of receiving any remedy for this grievous wrong in Durbar Courts, as Daiiiodur is in 
liis Highness’ favour. 1 am a Britifh subject, and 1 appeal to the Resident for justice in this 
matter. 


(laekwar. Damodur Trimhuk is a married m.an, ami has a family. 1 made inquiries from the 
persons wlio were living in the neiglibouihood of Damodur I'l-imbuk’s house, ami satisfied myself 


No. 146-762, dated August 1873. ^ 

Froni Rbsjdbnt at Baroda to Sechetahy to the Government of Bom;/[Jav. 

Reeebrinu to the postscript of my letter, No. 144-756, ijated yesterday, I have 
now the honour to report in detail the importailt occurrences which have taken place 
between Sunday afternoon, the 17th instant, and the present time. 

2. I have already explained that during the week frpm the lltk to the I6tk 
nsany matters of importance were brought under His Highn^s’ serious considera¬ 
tion ; amongst which T find I omitted to mention that the Sirdars again represented 

Vide pimmnph s of n.y ounedentiiU letter their casc most leupectfully to His Ilighncss, 
No. io7-57a, dated 28 th June 1873. who referred to me for advice, and sent the 

Fuinaveeh and others to satisfy me that they had duly warned theaBirdars and 
Silledars regarding the reduction of their allowances, honours, &c. * 

3. The first question I naturally put to the Fumavccs was when and in what 
manner be had communicated the Maharaja's orders two years ago to the Sirdars 
and Silledars upon so important, and to them vital, a subject as that under reference. 

4. He replied that he himself had not made any eomuiunication to them, but 
that he had told his Karkoon to do so. 

5. I tb('n called the Karkoon, and put the same qut^stion to him, and received a 
similar reply, viz., that he had not warned the officers himself, but that he had 
desired the Jassoo (a kind of messenger) to do so. 

6. Thus in point of fact it. appeared that no communication whatever bad been 
made to the persons concerned, and I advised that their arrears should lie paid at 
once, and any new arrangements that the Government now desired to make with 
them should be entered upon by hearing wiiat each man had to say regarding* 

his ov^n individual circumstances, and that steps should be taken accordingly. 

* • 

7. I find that the body of men under immediate reference is the most influential 
in the service, and is in fact the Gaekwar’s body-guard, which has existed since the 
Slate itself was founded. 

8. With regard to the Sirdars 1 explained to His Highness that they appeared 
to me to be his hereditary nobility, whose ancestors, as well as some of tliose now 
living, had been promoted and rewarded with honours and emoluments for distin¬ 
guished services ; that such men, could not 1^ pensioned like ordinary soldiers as he 
wished to do, because their buks having been conferred in perpetuity will •only 
cease and lapse to (jovernrnent on their dying without male heirs. 1 also explained 
that, as regards ordinary soldiers, the case was different, and that such men could . 
1)6 pensioned according to length of service, »kc. 1 tiust, therefore, that asT lig 
Highness has agreed to pay up all arrears, the dangerous discontent of this element 
in the States which commands a following of, I believe, 20 or 30,000 men throughout 
Guzerat, wilj be avoided. 

9. There was also the case of Mr. Crawford reported*iu 

which agitared His 

No 143-751, a«nd I6.U AoguKt 187. thbugh he affeotpd, in 

light of it. 

^10. On Sunday afternoon about 1 o’clock it was announced to me that IIis 
Highness was on his way to the Itesideiiey, artd I at once prepared t(viecei\c him. 
As soon as we fvere^ alone in the drawing-room, he drew out of his pcicket a copy 
of the hiblic 0}fmio7t native newspaper, and asked me if I had seen it. I replied 
that I had not, but asked him what was the matter. He said tfeat there was an 
article in it which said that the (iovemment had come to the determination to 
dethrone him on account of obstructions and tyranny; that on aewunt of this 
and Other matters he had not slept for three days, ami was quite worn out. On 
saying which, he at once fell at my feet, put off his cap, and bowing his head to 
the ground burst into tears, afld liegan to declare that he had no wash whatever to 
oppose the Government in anything; that he was really its dependent (tabedar), 
and that he was a lost man if he lost their favour. 1 raised him, and told him to 
calm himself, that although it was quite true that Government was displeased, as 
1 had often told him, at his general obstructiveness and failure to accept their 


my Jettcr as per margin, 
Highness a good deal, 
his note to me, 16 make 


advice, as often tendered through the Resident, yet that no such intention as that 
of dethroning him existed, and that if he would alter his line of conduct, and listen 
to all reasonable demands, his rdations with the British Government would remain 
on a friendly footing; but that the patience of Government had been sorely tried 
in many w^s of late. He replied that henceforth his sole desire was to meet the 
wishes of Government in every possible way, and entreated that the treaties and 
CDgragcment with bis ancestors might be adhered to. I replied that* such was our 
intention and desire alfo, but that he must not doggedly put his *o\ra cdhstruction 
upon certain clauses in the Treaties, and unreasonably refuse to ^teiiaih what 
.appears to ns* to be the true and just interptetation of them* His Highne^ replied 
that his sole desire now was to do what was right, and that if I would help him out 
of his difficulties he would'support me in every way. I replied that i^would gladly 
do so; that it was my duty, and in fact was the object with which the Government 
had placed me as l^sident at his Court. He then left, much relieved by my 
assurances,'^' • 

11. t afterwards learnt from Rax) Saheb Bhoplall PranwuUubdass, His Highness’ 
Superintendent of Education, that on the same evening (17thr) His Highness 
summoned the whole of the Members of his Durbar to his presence, and made them 
an excellent and impressive address. He said, in substance, that he was sorry to 
find that they had l>een serving their own interests, instead of his and those of the 
State. That they must turn over a new leaf entirely, or they would be tunied out 
of office. That he had resolved to support the Residents advice and counsels, and 
that he expected them to do so also, otherwise they must be reinoYed. 

12. Yesterday (18th) was the day for His Highness’usual visit to me at the 
Residency at 8 a.m.’ He came accordingly, and within a few minutes he was 
followed up by the principal members of his Durbar, viz.:— 

The Minister Siwajee Rao Khanvelkur. 

The Revenue Commissioner, Hurriba Gaekwar. 

The^Sir Fousdar Bulwuntrao Yeahwunt. 

The Deputy Fouzdar, hia brother Anandrao, 

The Judge of High Court, Bapoobhai Dyasbunkur. 

'The Superintendent of Education, Rao Saheb Bhoplall PranwuUubdass. 

13. His Highness commenced by saying that he had brought Iiis principal officials 
before me for the purpose of directing them, in my presence, that, they were to 
attend at once to any advice or suggestions that I might make to them individually 
or collectively ; that a thorougli reform vfas required, and that if anyone di<J not do 
his best to carry it out hie should be discharged. 1 replied that I could not wish 
for more, and that, if they carried this out honestly, I had no doubt* whatever that 
matters would soon assume a very different aspect from what they now were. 

H. After some conversation about suitable persons to fill the office of Vahivatdar 
for the several Mahals, 1 said that there was one man named Narayen Sulloobhai, 
a Nagur Brahmin, who had formerly been turned out of the Government service in 
the Rewa Kanta, whose discharge I had strongly advised owing to my conviction 
that he had been the cause of a g<M)d deal of the mischief which had occurred. 1 
also st^ed*that I advised the restoration of Bhow Kheskur, an hereditary servant 
of the traekwar State, who* was dismissed mh long ago on the m^rc suafiicion of 
havjng given information to the writer of a certain pamphlet exposing the corrup- 
tion and bribery, See., &c! of the Gaekwar State. His Highness and his Durbar 
then returned to the city. 

15. Further proceedings will be reported hereafter. , * 

• -- 

No. 151-777, dated Baroda Residency, 24th August 18'73. 

From Resident at Baboda to Skcektary to the Government of Bombay/ 

Last evenijg, about sunset, aboui four hundred cultivators from the Bainda 
District, headed by their Patels fkne |o the Residency to complain that tliey have 
for several months past been driven ou* of their villages, 12 in number, by the deer 
which His HighnejBS the Gaekwar, has ordered to be preserved for hunting and 
iflDorting purposes generally. ^ ,© 




ingly ^ to Uie inviti!^ 

come to tho Rewdeiidy about this affair, Whioh they diiT * . 

4. Tbe]Patels the 12 villages in qiiostioa put in a pet^don, of whith the 
fdllowing is the substance:— 

1st, That in 1,862 they took their lands on a lease for ten years at Rs,. 7 per 
koombhai whidi in 1869 was incret^ed to Rs. notwitljiatahi^ng the original 
terms of the lease. ' • 

2nd. That in the year 1871, when the present Maharaja succeeded to the 
throne, their assessment was increased to Rs. II . * 

' 3rd.*The fanner of their Mahal in 1872 made fiirther demands on them, in 
order to cdthpensate himself for the Nazarana that«fae had paid for farm. 

4th. That, in addition to all the exactions as above stated, the deer which 
are preserved within their viDage limits have increased greatly, and are so 
strictly preserved by keepers that they dare not drive them out of their fields for 
iear of the keepers, who We threatened them with punishment W they do so. 
.5th. That periodical hunting parties tend still further to destroy their crops. 
6th. That they petitioned His Highness the Gaekwar about this last year, 
saying that, unless some remedy was provided, they would have to desert 
their villages, because they could not pay the assessment^ owing to the'de^r, 

7th. Thak Highness ordered them to go to the Revenue .Mir Soobah 
Hurriba Gaekwar, who at once, without inquiring into the matter, imprisoned 
them (the Patels) by the advice of his deputy Narayen Bhai, by whopi they 
assert he is always influenced. 

8th. That the aforesaid Nar^en Bhai proposed to release them from prison 
and redress their grievances if they would pay two thousand rupees to him* 
and three thousand rupees to the Sir Soobah Hurriba Qaekwar. • 

9th. That they accepted these terms, and executed a bond to the efi^t that 
the money would be paid after their release and the redress of their grievances 
about the deer. * ^ 

10th. That they were released alter a month’s imprisernmeut, and that 
nothing was done about relieving them of the deer, and that when they asked 
again about it, they were told by Narayen Bhai and Hurriba Sir Soobah that 
the rupees must be given first. They demi-irred at this, but said that the whole 
amount would be paid immediately the terms of the bond were fulfilled. 
Nothing has been done, consequently the whole matter is in abeyance. • 

11th. That they are prevented by both Hurriba and Narayen Bhai from again 
representing their grievances to His Highness the Maharaja, and that Narayen 
Bhai has even threatened that if they do so, they shall be imprisoned for lif%, , 
12th. Not being able to bear this oppression, they deserted their villages 
some months ago, and that they are now waste; but that they themselves 
and thqjr families have lu consequence fallen into such impoverished condition 
that they have been compelled to represent the matters to me, because Narayen 
Bhai is the cause of all the oppression that lias befaUen theln. « 
;^<astly,ihey pray for three boons— . • 

(tti) That the deer may lie driven out of* their WuUuns to make way for 
themselves, their wives and their children, so that they may ag aia 
. cultivate their lands. . 

(b,) That the annual money grant which the laat Gaekwar used to make to 
them by way of compensation may be renewed, it having ceased since 
1869. 

(c,) That their oppressor, Narayen Bhai, may be made to compensate them 
from his own property, aa he has been the main cause of their ruin. 

5. The Mir Soobah Hurriba Gaekwar and the Minister arrived at the Residency 
according to a^matment at 8 a^m.^ .when I confronted them wUh the representa- 

tivjM qf th^ yill^. • 

6. Afe an animated altercation of about two hours, the following arrangements 

were promised by the Minister and 'Sir Mdobah, and acquiesced in by the represen- 
tatave% whom 1^ howeveiyhad: gtoftt diffloahy in convincing that they would not be 
seized4md th]xiwnimte*^priaon < 


7. First, the Minister and Sir Soobah both said that in respect tp the destructioa 
6f the deer nothing would he done, as they were required for the Gaekwa^s shikar 
parties. I argued that since tlie last Gaekwar’s time they had doubled, and were 
probably 4,0()0 or 5,000 instead of 2,000 then extant, owing to the fact that the 
present Gaekwar farely ^es out hunting, whereas. KhunJerao Maharaj did so 
once a week or bftener. The utmost that I could get them to agree to as an off-set 
to this was that th5y would increase the means for protecting the fields from the 
deer; and further that the assessment would be reduced to an extent sufficient to 
compensate the people. The Minister proposed to reduce half, but the Sir Soobah 
objected to stf much, and ^aid that he would have all done fairly according to the 
value of the land. , 

8. The representatives idien said that they had missed cultivating the land in 
June, so that the first crop was lost, and that it^ was now too latc^ to raise a 
second one. The Sir Soobah promised me, that with regard to this, that if from 
want of raid or any other natural cause they failed in obtaining a second crop, he 
would, of course, allow them remission as usual. 

9. Under these assurances the men have left, but such has been the tyranny 
exercised over them, that it was with the greatest difficulty I could persuade them 
that some treachery was not intended. 

10. This Narayen Bhai is the Nagur Brahmin referred to in paragraph 14 of my 
confidential letter No. 146-762 of 1873, dated igth instant, as having been already 
dismissed from the service of the British Government in the Rewa Kanta, and I feel 
sure that as long as he is in office all our efforts to reform in this State will be 
paralysed. 

11. The fact is, I imagine, tliat certain high officials are afraid that if he is dis¬ 
charged lie will at once turn on them. 1 respectfully submit for sanction that 
I may be authorised to demand formally that the man may be suspended from 
office at all events, and held to bail pending an inquiry into his conduct. He is 
said to bave amassed a considerable sum of money in British territory at Neriad; 
ii is, however, essential, for the welfare of the Gaekwar State, and the important 
British^intci'ests connected with it, that he should not be allowed to go free, until 
he has cleared himself before the Gaekwar Government of the offences with which 
lie is charged. 

12. As to tlie policy of our allowing large tracts of country to be depopulated 
for the sake of herds of deer, which are of no use to anyone, I deferentially 
submit the question for the consideration of Government. Also wffiether,^ as the 
protecting power, we can allow heads of villages to be imprisoned, as these men 
state they were, and afterwards whole villages to be driven out from their homes 
as wanderers, under the circumstances explained in tlie several clauses of paragraph 

‘ 4 above. 

J.3. Hurriba Gaekwar, the Sir Soobah, told me this morning that there are in all 
42 villages affected by these deer preserves, and that these 12 only have complained. 
This was denied by the representatives, who said that the others suffered also; but 
that they were afraid to complain owing to the imprisonment and injustice which 
the 12 Patels and thtir villages had*experienced. 

14. I feejieve also, from what Hurriba Gaekwar let fall, that this •is a ^ccimen 
case of grievances in the Reveame Department of the Gaekwar State, and he said 
that no doubt I shoiHd receive representations from Kurree and other Purgunnahs. 

I submit, therefore, that under the circumstances already reported, it might lead to 
No. 144 - 756 . dated iHthiQsuint.. general reform were Government to direct in- 

„ i4G-7ca, „ i9tii quiry to be prosecuted with*vigdur into cases of 

„ 149-772, 2l8t 


9 

No. 5509, dated Bombay Castle, 5th September 1873. 

From Secret Aft Y to the Goybpnment of Bombay to Secretary to the Government 

of India, Foifeign Department. 


In continuation of previous correspondence relating to the affairs of Baroda, I 

<im dimotod to forward the enclosed ennv of a letter trom Holnnel R n Xk 


No. 149-772, dated the 2lflt August ISJS, subruittiog some remarks umu the 
No. itt-n8.diitedi8thAiiguiti«78. sudden change in the policy His Highness 
„ „ itttb „ t. the Oackwar as reported in his conddeptial 

letters noteddn the margin. ^ 

2, I am to state that the letter now enclosed was overlooked when Colonel 
Phayre’s previous letters were forwarded. * 


No. 149-772, dated Baroda Residency, 21st August 187^5. . 

From Resident at Baroda to Secretary to the GovebnmIjnt of Bombay. 

In continuation of my confidential letters as per margin, I have the honour to 
No, 144 - 766 , dateaiaihAuguBt 1 * 178 . Submit, for the consideration of Government, a 

„ 146-763, „ iBth „ „ few remarks upon •His Highness the Gaekwar s 

sudden change of policy as therein reported. 

2. Such a change would under ordinary circumstances be regarded as the fulfil¬ 
ment on His Highness’ part of the already expressed wishes of Government in regard 
to the Gaekwar accepting and attending to the advice and suggestions of the 
Resident regarding events of importance; but coming at a time when the Baroda 
State is convulsed by the effects of a harsh and severe rule, accompanied by the 
grossest bribery and corruption, it requires to be considered in connexion with the 
existing state of affairs. 

3. In point of fact His Highness Mulharrao and his present cabinet have in a 
very short space of time managed to throw a large proportion of the 2^ m^lhuns 
over whom they rule into a thorough state of discontent, and there is no doubt that 
they alone arc responsible for what has occurred; moreover, that before matters 
can be satisfactorily settled a great number of just claims have to be satisfied; • 
considerable sums of money, of which individuals have been unjustly deprived, 
have to be restored; wrongs entailing great losses to respectable banking firms? 
have to be redressed, and repudiated state debts have to. be paid, the liquidation of 
all of which will require a much larger sum of money than^His Highness MulhtiVra^'s 
almost empty treasury can supply. 

4. I have no doubt myself as to the sincerity of His Highness’ desire ibr reform, 
but whether it will be of the thorough kind which the emergency of the case 
demands, as above explained, remains to be seen. He has, however, already done 
justice ill the Brahmacharee and other minor cases. 

5. I have, however, observed thifct His Highness is comforting himself with the 
idea that by inviting the Resident’s aid, and ordering the Durbar to follow his 
advice and suggestions, he will relieve liimsclf in a great measure from responsibility, 
and condone the offences of his Minister and others of his cabinet; but I have* 
already tried to undeceive him on these points by informing him that 1 do not see 
how real reform can be carried out unless one or two new officials at least are in¬ 
troduced into, the Durbar, and one or two removed from it; and that no one but 
himself can do this. The Durbar, with one or two exceptions, ^re themselves the 
guilty persons, and it is clearly impossible to expect them to convict fhemselves, 
or to go Jionestly into complaints whith, acknowledgM to be true, woufd ruin 
them. This is the actual state ol* affairs at present 4 do not think the Ciaekwar 
cares particulj^ly to save any but himself and his Miuistfer; this 1 know to be his- 
chief anxiety, although the complaints of bribery, &c., that arc pouring in iirc mainlj’ 
against the Minister, who, there can be no doubt, is the main cause of the present 
deplorable state of things, yet who cannot be .touched unless Government were to 
authorise my speaking to the Gaekwar in their name about all these matters in a 
manner that miglit induce him to carry out the thorough reform referred to in 
paragraph 3 above. 

6. His Highness still shows signs of fear at the demands made by a part of the 
Native Press for his dethronement, and only to-day begged of me to assure Govern¬ 
ment that he is resolved to do his best to arrange properly in future. * 


No. 2209 P. 

From Sbcbetai^y to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 


To the Secretary to the Government of Bombay. 


Sir, ' Simla, the 19th September 1873. 

I AM instruetbd by His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General in 

Council to reply to your letters marginally 
noted regarding Baroda afiatrs. 

2. These letters report the alleged oppres¬ 
sion of British subjects and others in the 
administration of justice. They further report 
that geneial discontent prevails throughout the Gaekwar’s dominions, which, in 
tht‘ Beejapoor District, has culminated in the rcl>ellion of certain Thakoors, and 
endangers the general peace of the country. They allude to the serious ami 
generd mal-administration of the territories of His Highness the Gaekwar of 
Baroda; the bribery of the Minister and other officials in eoimexion with the sale 
of offices; and the abduction of respectable women (rom their families for purposes 
of domestic slavery and other unlawful ends. The general statements made are 
supported by specinc cases. 

l^rther, the letters under reply represent the inefficient state of the Contingent of 
3,000 horse which the Gaekwar is required by treaty to maintain, the neglect of 
llis Highness to comply with his treaty obligations to conform to the advice and 
* suggestions of the British CJoveranient in respect lo its formation and equipment, 
its regular raontbJ}' pay, and the condition of its arms and accoutrements; and his 
refusal *to co-operate in any way towards the arrangements which are thought 
ncces^iry for the improvement of the administration of Kattywai', and to which the 
principal cinefs of that province have consented. 

3. So serious, indeed, is the derangement of the Baroda administration reported 
to be that, in the opinion of Ills Excellency the Governor of Bombay m Council, 
tlio British Government will l)e guilty of a dereliction of dut}’ if they do not take 
steps to inquire into and, if nec'essary, apply a remedy to the evils which are alleged 
to oatist. His Excellency the Governor in Council accordingly applies for the 
authority ol’thc Government of India to appoint a Conitnission for the purpose. 


No. T, 36th .Ful} 187S 
y, 39 T, ,, y| ft 
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^ His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General in Council is of opinion 
that the grave allegations of luisgovcrnment which have been officially made by 
tfie British rcpi’esentativc ut tlie Court of His Highness,—seriously aticcting, if 
correct, not only the welfare of the British subjects reddent in the territories of tlic 
Gaekwar and of His Highness’ subjects generally, but also the peype and good 
government of the Pritish and native districts bordering the Gaekwar’s territories, 
and the treaty reUtions subsisting between the British Government and the Baroda 
State,-demand tlie most •careful and JborcAigh investigation. A.«cordingly, His 
Excellency in Council concius in the proposal of the Bombay Government that a 
Commission should be appointed for the purpo'ic of making the necessary investiga¬ 
tions. The jrecent expression of opinion by the Resident, contained in his letter of 
the 21st of August, that ke bus no doubt as to the sincerity of His Highness’ 
desire for nifonu, leads His Excellency in Council to hope that the Gaekwar will 
give every assistance m his power to the inquiries of the Commission. The 
Governor General in (-ouncil is of opinion that the Commission would most 
Mpropriately emanate from the Goverumeut of ludia. The constitution of the 
Commission will be the subject^of a sepfuatc cominuniqation. 


5. The Commission should Invesbigafte the alleged uujust and oppressive treat¬ 
ment of personi who claim to be HriftiAli subjects, as reported in paragraphs 3 to 5 
inclusive of (Colonel Phayre’e letter, No. J y, dated ISlh May 1873. The cases 
deso ‘ibed by Colonel Phayre should be thoroughly investigated, if they have not 
already been disposed of, as well ds any other cases of a similar kind that may be 



any? cases of epjweasien ef B|p^Mhii8^Jlyec!b8 be eft^Jiahe^: to the setis- 
faction pf the Commission, it is reqnested that in theit Ee^ri.,tbe; jdU djsUnct^ 
state—Ist, what satisfaction Bh<^a be irequiiHed in each case; an^ji Sndf, 

what general measures it may be advisable for the future to adopt, Vrith a view to 
the protectrmi of British subjects within Baroda territories, and the preyention of 
furthCTocciOTencesol the kind: t . 


6. The Resident ^ni require the five Bwjapoor Thakoors, now said to Iw in 
rebellion, to return to their houses and remain there peaceably,—an assurance being 
given them that their alleged grievances will be inquired into by the Commission. 
If they refuse, the Subsidiary Force should, if necessary, beein|doyed, in accordance 
with the stipulations of existmg treati^, for the purpose of semiring thcdr submission 
to the authmity of the Gaekwar, On the submission of the TbakoorSj the Com¬ 
mission will proceed thoroughly to investigate the grievances of which they complain, 
as set forth in the Resident’s letter, No. dated 4th July, and to ^ggeat such 
terms as they may consider just for the settlement of the dispute and the adjust¬ 
ment of the relations which should for the future exist between the Gaekwar and 
these Thakoors. 


7. The complaints of general misgovernment are more difficult to deal with. 

His Excellency in Council has no wish unnecessarily to interfere with the detkils 
of the Gaekwar's administration. For the good government *0f his country the 
• Gaekwar is responsible, atid in isolated cases of complaint His Excellency in Council 
would look to His Highness to take the necessary measures to redress individual 
grievances, or remove evils that may be brought to lus notice. 

But when evils of the kintl indicated pervade all departments of the Adminis¬ 
tration, as is officially reported to be the case in Baroda, it becomes the duty of the 
British Government to institute an inquiry, and if necessary to use the power it 
possesses under treaty of offering advice to the Gaekwar and requiring His Highness 
to conduct the nffiiirs of Baroda in accordance with such advice. The ^British * 
Government cannot undertake to protect the Gaekwar from the consequences of 
general misgovernment; the alleged general misgovernment of the Baroda State is* 
therefore, a legitimate subject for inquiry and report by the Commission. , 

• 

8. In entering on this branch of their duties, the Commission will be careful to 
give no encouragement to frivolous or vexatious Complaints, and their inquiry’^ should 
be conducted not so much with a view to the redress of individual grievances, as 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether such general inal-adminTstration exists as to 
call for the further interference of the British Gox^emment. 

Should the Commission be satistjed that such misgovernment exists, they will 
report fully the grounds of their conviction, and suggest such measures as they may 
consider should be adopted to bring about and maintaiu for the future a more 
satisfactory state of affairs without entailing a minute and vexatious interferon^ 
the part of* the British Government. * 


9. The Commission will further be careful to give, no countenance to the idea 
which may possibly arise that their inquiries are intended to set aside the authority 
of the Resident. They will refer to the Resident any CTimplain&nts who may appeal 
to them direct, and they will have no ^connexion with the affairs of the Haro^a State 
except sftch as plainly come within the limits of their inquiries. 

10. The Goveriimeut of Bombay have suggested that the <Jackwar‘should be 
advised to suspend or remove the Dewan, tha Revenue Sir Soobah and his deputy, 
but the Govemew General in Council is of opinion that, it would be belter to await 
the result of the’inquiry before demanding their suspension or removal. 


11. The Commission should also investigate the condition of the Continent to 
which your letter, No,. 31 T, dated 26 th July, more particularly refers. Tnat the 
Commission may be fully infoimed of the pawt history of this force, and the 
discussions that have from time to time taken place regarding it, the correspondence 
relating to it from the time of its formation in 1817 should be placed at their disposal. 

. . The encacements* which at present regulate the 

•AitchwnuH 'reatu-s, pp- .Si-. constitution and employment of the force arc 

Article 8 of the Treaty of 1817, the yad from the Resident to the Gaekwar, 
dajed 14th June 1858, and the Gaekwar’s reply,- dated 17th June 1858. 



12* Under those engagements, the British Government have not, in the opinion 
of His Excellent in Council, the right to require that the Contingent should be 
commanded by British oflRcers. So long, therefore, as such engagements continue 
ill force. His Excellency in Council is hot prepared to take into conjjderation the 
suggestions made by Colonel Phayre in paragraph 10 of his letter, No,of 25th 
June 1873. Indeed His Excellency in Council is inclined to believe that the Con¬ 
tingent, if properly p&id and equipped, will, under the command of Native officers 
of the rignt class and with the guidance of the Political Agents, not be found 
wanting in the discharge of the duties required of it. 

• 13. The Governor General in Council will be satisfied with such a degree of 
efficiency in the Contingent as will fit it for the discharge of the duties on whiq|| it 
may be employed in the Tributary Districts, The employment of the Contingent 
on those duties, and the manner in which it is distributed, make it difficult, if not 
impossible, keep the force ;ip to a high standard in a military point of view. His 
Excellency in Council does not think it either necessary or expedient to insist upon 
such a standard. It will be enough if the corps be maintained in such a state of 
efficiency that it can properly discharge Uie duties expected of it in time of peace. 
This is less than might be insisted on under the terms of the treaty, and it appears, 
from the correspondence submitted, that the Contingent is inefficient, even when 
judged by this moderate standard. 

14. With reference to the proposals contained in paragraph 13 of your letter ■ 
No. 31 T, of 26th July, the Commission should frame such measures and rules in 
regard to the formation and equipment of the Contingent, its regular monthly pay, 
and the condition of its arms and accoutrements, as in their opinion would render 
it efficient for the purposes descrii)ed in the preceding paragraph. The measures 
framed by the Commission for the reorganization of the force, if approved by the 
Government of India, will belaid before the Gaekwar as advice and suggestions to 
which l^e is bound by his treaty engagements to conform, and their obsei-vance will 
be insisted on. 

r 

• 

15. It is probable that a cavalry force of 3,000 men maybe more than the 
recyiir^incnts of the administration of the Tributary Districts demand. Should this 
prove to be so, it may be possible by the reduction of the force and the conversion 
of a portion of it into Foot Police, to provide all that may l)e needed at a less cost to 
the Gaekwar than is involved in the maintenance of a Mounted Contingent of the full 
strength provided by the treaty. 

His Excellency in Council will be glad to receive the views and proposals of the 
Commission on this subject; but the matter is one for subsequent agreement with 
the Gaekwar. The proposals and requirements to be in the first instance made are 
those which can properly be demanded under the treaty for a Cavalry force of 
men; and any subsequent modifications would be an abatclucut by the 
Government of' India of its treaty rights, and would be made in the interests of the 
Baroda State. Under these circumstances the consideration of the proposals made 
in j)aragraph 14 of your letter No. :U T, dated 26tb July, will, for the present, be 
poatpoiied. * 

16. The •Commission will address their Report to the Government of India, 
forwarding it under flying* seal through the Government of Boiftbay, and 'His 
Excellency the Governor General in Council requests that it may be forwarded 
with the opinion of* the Government of Bombay as soon after receipt as may be 
convenient. , 

17- Should the Government of Bombay have any sugjrestions'to make, either 
before the Commission is apiiointedf or while the inquiries arc going on, the 
Governor General in C'ouncil wDl give them his best consideration. 

I have, &c.. 



V 


Khurceta, dated Simla* idtii September 1873. 

From His ^xcellenc/ the Viceroy and Governor General of India to His 
Highness Mahaua/a Mulhab Rao Gaekwab Sena Khaskheil Shomshebe 
Bahadoor, Baroda. , 

I HAVE recently received from the Govermnent of Bombay representations 
relative lo the conduct of the administration of Your Highne'fes’ territoriesj 
Among other complaints that liave reached that Government arc included cases 
in #hich British subjects, as well as those of Your Hichness, are concerned, and 
I have also been informed of the existence of a feeling of discontent among certain 
classes of Your Highness subjects which has culminated in disturbances dangerous 
to the peiice of the country. * • 

The very grave nature of these representations renders it necessary that a 
searching investigation should be made into the nature of ihc allegations th;it have 
been preferred. 

For the purpose of making the necessary inquiries, I have determined to appoint 
at an early date a Conimission composed of three officers of high standing and 
experience, who will report to Government the result of their investigations. All 
details connected with the precise nature and scope of the inquiries to be fnade 
W the Committee will be communicated to Your Highness by the Bombay 
Government. 

It is not my intention by *the appointment of this Commission to interfere with 
the details of Your Highness’ administration. The duty of the Commission will 
be to discover whether the allegations made are correct, and, if necessarj', to’ 
suggest for my consideration in Council the measures which the British GoveYnment 
should advise Your Highness to adopt for the future. 

The attention of the Commission will also be directed to the important questions 
of the reorganization of Your Highness’ Contingent, and the arrangements iiccessiry 
for the protection of life and property in Kattywar, and 1 have little doubt that 
the result of their labours will he to aid Government in arriving at a solution of 
those questions satisfactory to themstdves as well as to Your Highness. 

1 have been gratified to learn that Your Ilighnesa has expressed to the Resident 
an intention of accepting the advice and meeting the wishes of the Biltish 
Government, and I therefore feel sure that Your Highness will alford to the 
Commission every assistance in your pow^r during the continuance of their 
investigations. ^ • 

I beg to express the high consideration 1 entertain for Your Highness, and to 
subscribe myself Your Higlincss’ sincere friend. 


No. 2210 P, dated Simla. 19th September 18?^. 

From Secretary •to the Government of India, Foreign •Department* to Skcretauy 

• to the Government pf Bombay. 

With reference to my letter No. 2209 P of this date, I am directed to forward 
for transmission to the Gaekwar a khurccts from His Ii/xccliency the Viceroy. A 
copy of the khureeta is enclosed for information. 


V Ol ) 


No. 83 of 1873. 

(loverument of India, Foreign Department. 

To His Grace the Duk.e of Auoyll, K.T., Her Majesty’s Secretary of State 

for India. 

• * 

My Loud Dure, ' Simla, I6th October 1873. 

In continuation of our despatch, No. 81, dated 2nd October 1873, we 
the honour to forward, for tBe information of Her Majesty’s Government, a copPof 
papers, regarding the appointment of a Commission to inquire into the alleged 
inal-adrainistration of the State of Baroda and other cognate matters. 

Wc have, &c., 

(Signed) Northbrook. 

Napier of MaodaU. 

II. Temple. 

B. H. Ellis. 

Arthur Houhousk. 

• E. C. Bavley. 


(Extract.) 


No. 67 T. 


From the Secretary to Government, Bombay, to the Secretary to the Govern- 
' MKNT oi' India, Foreign Department, Simla. 


Sir, 


Dated 29th September 1873. 

In acknowledging Ihc receipt of your letters Nos. 2209 P and 2210 P of the 
l!)th instant, I am diivcted by His Excellency tlie Governor in (-ouncil to express 
the satisfaction ^vitll wliicb be lias learned that the representations lately submittefl 
l)y Uiis Government have convinced the Government of India of the necessity I'or 
iustitutiiig a strict iiujuiry not only into the alleged wrongs done to British std)- 
jccts, but also into tlic g(*ueral mai-adininistrution of the Baroda i)urbar; and 


lisp Excellency is glad to perceive thJt the CJovcrnnient of India clearly identifies 
Itself with this proceeding, by assuming the appointment of the Commission. 


The concluding jiaragrapli of your letter invites the suggestions of this GoveTn- 
iUpnt before the issue of the Commission, and T am, therefore, to avail myself of 
this permission for sulvmitting some remarks on certain passages of yAur IcttiT and 
of the khuiiieta :idift*csscd to the Gaekwar, bj'^ which it is.hoped that His Excellency 
the Vicjeroy in Council may be induced to modify iu some degree mode of pro¬ 
ceeding proposed to be adopted. 1 lis Excellency will no doubt recognise* the fact 
j;hat the transiictiorw with.which the Government of' India is now called upon to 
deal are divided into twai distinct classes. • 


One—specific acts of' oppression and corruption on the part of the chief 
authorities in Bai-oda, with which they are charged by the Rcifldenl. 

'The other—diftcrcnces of opinion l>etwecn the British Government and the 
Gaekwar as to his obligations under the existing treaties and engagements, and as 
to the measures which should be taken for the better government of his own and 
adjacent territories. 

As regards the former then* can bn', no doubt of the propriety of instituting a 
semi-judicial fnquir)^ 'oeforo tm impartial tribunal. The Besident will thus be. 
enabled to bring forward the pioois of hib allegations, and the Gaekwar will either 
be aide to prove that hrs administration does not merit the imputations cast upon it, 
or, failing to do so, must be prepared to submit to such safeguards against future 




Thci position of the other class of cases is vnry^ different. There is no part of 
the duties of the Government of Bombay which Is more onerous, which requires 
more judgment, temper, and firmness than the task of controlling the various 
Native States placed under its direction. There is nothing in whidi, while faith¬ 
fully endeavouring to act in conformity with the general wishes and policy of the 
Government of India, it more requires not only to receive, b^t to be believed to 
receive, tiie support of that Government. Such a position is indeed essentW to the 
useful exercise of its polders, and there can be no doubt that as soon as any public 
action is taken in this case it will attract attention throughout India, and -every 
phase of the transaction will be strictly scrutinized. • * , 


f t is on these grounds that His Excellency in Council hopetf that the Government 
ndia may not decline to reconsider so much of the proposed method of proceed¬ 
ing as involves entrusting to the (Commission the duty of inquiring into the condi¬ 
tion of the Contingent and submitting a scheme for itg reorganisation.^ Every tiling 
relating to that force has hitherto bc'en matter of negotiation by this Government, 
and if their efforts at improving it have failed, it has been the result of undue 
yielding to the wishes of preceding Gaekwars, and of placing unmerited faith 
their promises of amendment. 


in 


No. 2427. 

Foreign Department, Political. 

From the Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to the 

Secretary to the Government of Bombay, , 

Sir, Dated Simla, 10th October 1873. * 

His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General in Council having care¬ 
fully considered your letter, No, 67 T, dated 29 th September 1873, desires mo to 
state that, in his opinion, it would be very undesirable to narrow the scope of the 
inquiry which is to be made regarding Baroda affairs by tlic Commission to be 
appointed under the instructions conveyed in my letter, No. 2209 P, dated 19 th 
September. 

2. It appears to His Excellency in Council that the very serious step of 
appointing such a Commission is rendered necessary less by the alleged inal-admi- 
instration of the Baroda State than by the fact that the misgovernment is stated 
injuriously to affect British interests and tUfc treaty rights of the British Govern-' 
ment, and to be dangerous to the security of life and propert}^ in the neighbourjpl; 
territories. Accordingly, you were informed in paragraph 4 of my letter, No. 2209 P, 
dated 19 th September, that His Excellency in Council considered a careful and 
thorough in^^8tigation to be required, because the grave allegations of misgoveln- 
ment which had been officially reported by the*Resid?:nt affected, if correct, “not 
“ only the welfare of the British subjects resident in thp territories of tTie G^^tikwar 
“ and of His itighness’ subjects generally, but also the peace and good government 
“ of the British and Native Districts bordering the *Gapkwar’» territories, and the 
“ treaty relations subsisting between the British Goveniinent and the Baroda State.**' 
It is open to question whether the appointment of a Commissiem of Inquiry would 
be warranted by rcagons of it less general and weighty kind, and it is the opinion of 
His Excellency in Council not only that it would be unwise to abstain from a full 
inquiry into and elucidation of the facts bearing upon the alleged inefficiency of the 
contingent, but that the opinion of the Commission thereon, with then* suggestions 
as to Ae measures which on a fair construction of our treaty rights it would i)e 
proper to demand and enforce, would be a material strength to the Government of 
Bombay and to the Government of India in deitling with questions which have 
formed the subject of discussion with the Gaekwar for the last 58 years, with no 
very satisfactory results, and a solution of which, as observed in paragraph 8 of your 
letter 31 T, dated 26th July, is not to be looked for from further negotiation. The 
duties of the Commission in respect to this part of their inquiries, it need hardly be 
observed, arc not of a judicial nature. 


3. His Excellency in Council would deeply regret if the measures which he has 
authorised should in any degree weaken the hands of His Excellency^ the Governor 
in Council of Bombay in the settlement of questiona that may arise with other 
States under the Bombay Government. He entertains a confident hope that a 
contrary result may be anticipated. The Viceroy, by alluding, in hia letter to the 
Gaekwar, to the “ araangements necessary for the protection of life and property in 
Kattywar,” did not intend to imply that the Commission i|puld be directed to deal 
with Kattywar affairs generally, but only with the alleged refusal of the Gaekwar 
to co-operate in certain arrangements whicli the Government. of Bombay consider 
to be necessary, and to whibb reference is made in the 2 nd paragi'aph of my letter 
of the 19 th of Septeitiber, No. 2209 As these arrangements, however, are inti¬ 
mately connected with the reform of the Contingent, there is no necessity for special 
reference to them, and, in order to prevent any misunderstanding, the woriis above 
quoted havc^ been omitted ip the letter which [ now enclose in substitution for 
that forwarded with my letter. No. 2209 dated 19th September. 


No. 2441 P, 

From the Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to the 

Secretary to the Government of Bomuav. 

Sir, Dated Simla, llth October 1873. 

• With reference to paragraph 4 of my letter No. 2209, dated 19 th September 
1873,1'am instructed to convey the following decision and orders of His Excellency 
the Viceroy and Governor General in Council in regard to the constitution of the 
Commission which is to be appointed to inquire into the affairs of Baroda. 

2. His Excellency in Council is of opinion that the Commission should consist of 
four members appointed by the Government of India, two being selected by His 
Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General, and two being nominated by His 
Excellency the Governor of Bombay. The President of the Commission should be 
on officer who has Iiad experience in Political affairs and is conversant with the 
system of administration followed in the larger States in India ; .and there should lie 
on tlie Commission a native gentleman of rank who has acquired practical experience 
in the government of a Native State. 

. 3? Accordingly His Excellency in (Council has selected as President of the Com¬ 
mission Colond R. J. Meade, formerly Governor General’s Agent in Central 

India, and now Chief t’ommissioner of Mysore, and has, with the consent of his 
Hjghness the Maharaja of Jeypore, appointed, as one of the members of the Com¬ 
mission, Mumtaz-ood-dowla Nawab Faiz Ali Khan Bahadoor, C.S.L,*who has for 
many years* dischai^ed the duties of Prime Minister erf' the Jeypore State with 
much ability. . • ’ ^ 

• 

4, His Excellency in Council will be prepared to appoint the two officers whom 
His Excellency the GoverAor of Bombay may nominate. It is desirable that one of 
them at Icasgt, if not both, should be officers of mature experience in matters of 
general administration, more especially in the Revenue and Judicijal Departments, 
and that neither of them should have been previously connected with the Baroda 
llesidcncj' or the Gackwar’s Court. 

5. Before proceeding to Baroda the Members of the Commission should assemble 
in Bombay, where they should receiyc any information bearing on the different 
subjects of their inquiries which the Bombay Government may have to give, and 
should arrange as to their gfMicral p|an of proceeding. The Resident at Baroda 
will of course bb instructed by the Bombay Government to co-operate to the utmost 
of his power, and to endeavour as fiir as possible to enlist the assistance of the 
Gaekwar and his Goveiiiment. 


Foreign Department, Political. 


From Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Colonel 

R. J. Meade, C.S.L * . 


Sir, Dated Simla, 11th October 1873. 

I am directed to inform you that His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor 
General in Council has been pleased to'appoint yon to be President of a Commission 
to inquire into the alleged misgovemment of the Baroda^tate. 


2. A complete copy of the correspondence, on a consideration of which His 
Excellency in Council has felt it necessary to appoint this Commission# is enclosed 
for the information of yourself and the other members of the Commission. The 
instructions of Government in regard to the constitution of the Commission, the 
nature of its duties, and the scope of its inquiries, &c., will be found fully set 

• No.2209P,datodi9thSeptcmberie78. forth in my letters to the Bombay Government 
„ 9441 V, dated iith octiiber 1873. Hotcd ill the margin. 


3. The names of the two officers who may be nominated by the Governor of 
Bombay will be intimated ;to you in due course. You should place yourself in 
direct communication with the members of the Commission, and arrange to *meet 
them at Bombay at as early a date as possible. 

4. His Excellency in Council trusts that you will expedite the business of the 
Commission as far as may be consistent with full and deliberate inquiry. 


No. 4() of 1874. 


'Government of India, Foreign Department, 


To the Most Honourable the Marquis of^SAUSBURV, Her Majesty’s Secretary 

of State for India. 


My Lord Marquis, Fort William, 28th July 1874. 

In our despatches noted in the margin we reported, for the informatioa of 

No. 81 , dated 2 nd October 1 B 73 . Hcr Majcst^’s Govcmment the circumstances 

„ 88, „ ifith „ „ under which we found it necessary *0 appoint a 

Commission to “inquire into certain matters connected" with the administfation of 
the Baroda State, and the general instructions we issued for the guidance of the 
Commission. • ‘ « 


2. It had beep reported to us officially by the Resident at Baroda*, through the 
Bombay Government, that British subjects and others were systematically oppressed 
in the administration of justice by the Gaekwar’s Government; that there was 
general discontent throughout the Baroda State, endangering the general jieacc of 
the country; that serious and general mal-administration prevailed; that the officials 
were grossly corrupt; that respectable women were forcibly taken from their families 
for purposes of domestic slavery and other unlawful ends. The general statements 
were supported by specific cases, and the derangement of the Baroda Administration 
was said to be so serious and general as in our opinion to demand £he most careful 
end thorough investigation. 



Vrendtihl . 

I. Colonel Meade, C.S.I. 

Men\her$. 

S. Tlte Hon. E. W. Ravciucroft. 

3. Moomta^'ood-dowlah Navab Faia All Khan 

l^lindoor, C.S.7. 

4. Colonel £therid{^ti, C.K.I. 


3. The Commission was composed of the officers named in the margin, 

Mr. Ravenacroft and Colonel Etheridge were 
nominated for their special qualifications by the 
Government of Bombay, and the others were 
selected by the Government of India. The 
President, Colonel Meade, for many years held 
the responsible office of A^ent to the Governor 
General for Central India, in wiiich he had many opportunities of acquiring in¬ 
formation regarding the administration of some of the largest and most important 
^States in India, and among others the Mahratta States of Gwalior and Indore. 
^Nawab Faiz Ali Khan had kjyag \wm Prime Minister of the Jeypoor State. 
We had every confidence,*therefore, that the Commission would prosecute their 
inquiries with due consideration both of the rights and dignity of the Gackwar, 
and the conditions necessary for a fair Native administration. From the Report 
wWch they*havc submitted 'it will be seen that our expectations have been tully 
realized. The Commission have conducted their inquiries with a degree of sound 
judgment, discretion, and impartiality that merits our commendation. 


4. At the Gaekwar^s request a copy of tiic Report was sent to llis Highness, and 
we awaited his remarks thereon before coming to a decision in regard to the mea¬ 
sures proposed by the Commission and the Government of' Bombay. The Gaek- 
war’s reply is contained in his letter of 17th May, and our final orders, with 
the yeasons on which they are based, will be found in the letter No. 15S6 P, 
dated 25th July 1874, to the Government of Bombay, and in the letter of the 
same date addressed by the Viceroy to His Highness the Gaekwar, 

5. Wc trust that our proceedings will meet with ibe approval of Her Majesty's 
Government. 


We have, &c., 
(Signed) Northbrook. 


Napier of Maodala. 


B. H. Ellis. 


H- W, Norman. 
A. Hobmouse. 

E. C, Bayley. 
John Inglts. 


No. 2499 P) dated Simla, 18th October 1873. 

From Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Colonel 
• Rp. J, Meade, O.S.E, Bangalore. « ^ 

1 AM instructed by Ilis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General in Council 
to inform you that the Coininission which His Excellency in Councibhas appointed 
to inquire into the alleged misgovernment of the Baroda State will be constituted 
as follows:— ' . • 

I^esidenL 

1. Colonel R. J. Meade, C.S.I. 

Members^ 

2. Honourable E. W, Rav^nscroR. 

3. Mowutaz-ood-dowia Nawab Faiz Ali Khan Bahailoor, C,S.l, 


Hifl £lcdlc3icy in Council A)eglaot antioifrttii may ttpoitfe 

the cheers who cdnsthtite =tbe Cotmnidsfon as to the forms of pitoc^ure> pla^ 
time, and subject of inquiry, and such like formal matters; W should such 
di^enoe of opinion arise the demsion will rest with the President. 


* 

No. 6037j dated Bombay Castle, 30th September 1873, 


From Secretary to the Government of Bombay to Secretary to the Opyernment 

of India, Foreign Department. 

Refrruing to recent con*espondcnce regarding the Baroda Slate, I am directed to 
transmit herewith, for submission to the Govcnimcnt of India, copy of a letter (and 
of its enclosures) No. 17;i-8.02, dated 18th instant, in which Colonel Phayre points 
out the unsatisfactory nature of the arrangements made by His Highness the 
Gaekwar for securing attention to the complaints of his subjects. 

2. The Resident has been informed, with reference to the subject of paragra'^h 4 
of his letter, that the engagement by the Durbar of no officer of the Bntish 
Government, European or Native, should be permitted without the orders of the 
Government. 


No^ 173-852, dated Baroda, 18th September 1873. 


From Resident of Baroda to Secretary to the Govehnment of Bombay. 


In continuation of my letters as per margin, I have the honour herewith to 

forward a specimen ease of what is now going 
on jin Baro(ii\. Jt has reference to the Pitlad 
District, the unsatisfactory state of which was 
noticed in my Administralion Report for 1872-73, 
Appendices A. and B., and other letters. • 


Ucitor^ of IKtli nnd UMli tind UU|i AuguHt quoted 
it) (toveriimuijt letter No. CO K, doled 4tli Sop- 
187;i; nNo letter No. \ 08-824 of lU,li Sep- 
find No. 17<»-82'.» of tlie 1 Hit Scpte«nl>er 

1S73. 


2. During the last few days a number of important cases from all the districts 
have been forwarded by me to the Durbar, with a recommendation that steps may 
be taken to rfo justice to the complainants and to sc^ matters right. It is in tfiis 
way that I am endeavouring to show them the actual state of the cogntry, which 
certain l)urbav ^ifficials have systematically concealed irom the knowledge of llis 
Highness the Gaekwar. 

3. In every* petition of importance 1 recommend them* to taTce immediate action 
in order that the lost confidence of tht: people may be restored. ^Fhether the 
Durbai’will follaV this advice or not in serious cases* it is impossible to say; but 
whether or no the oflicial course adopted aftords evidence that the actual state of 
affairs has been formally brought to llis Highness’ notice in such a way that if 
he really wishes for reform he will attend to the advice given. 

4. I long since strongly advised His Highness either to select amongst his own 
subjects or to apply to Government for some first class revenue and judicial Native 
officials for employment under him, but I was informed by the Minister and one of 
the Durbar, a day or two ago, that instead of following ray advice *they either had 
made proposals or were about to make them to Mr. Rowjee Vittul, now employed 
under the Rewa Kanta Agency, and to one or two other Natives of distinction in 


the Bcrvice of the British Government, but I fear that so far from their really wirib- 
ing to do this there is a tendency to exclude the independ^t wtion which would 
necessarily result from introducing men of ability and distinguished character into 
the BaroJa DUrbar as members of it. In fact His Highness has just adopted what 
appears tg me to be a wholly inadequate means of meeting the present emergency 
by appointing the following five persons, who hold* subordinate fwsitions in his 
service, to inquire 'into the acts of their superiors and pronounce judgment 
upon them under His Highness* orders, I have over and over again pointed 
out the impossibility of such a tribunal dealing with the matters to be inquired 
into, but to nfc purpose. [Vhe names of the persons selected for this Court are as 
' follows, viz., 

1. Rao Sahib Bapooblial Dyasliunkur, Ex-Dufturdar of the Kattywaf Political 

Agency. 

2. Raghoba Ramchundra, • a Kamdar in His Highness’ revenue department; and 

of course subordinate to the Sir Sooba and his deputy Narayenbhai. 

3. Rao Sahib Bhojilal Pranvalabdass, Educational Inspector, 

4. Succaram Punt Bukshee. 

,5. Anna Panshee, a Judge of the Sudder Court. 

5. Thus a practical supcrcession of the Durbar has taken place; yet the members 
of that body, wliosc conduct is to be inquired into, are allowed to retain power; it 
it evident therefore that, so long as they do so, no real inquiry will be effected, and 
that there will be a failure of justice. 

6. It is becoming clearer every day that, excepting under a thorough change 
of Ministry, and the appointment of one good man at least with a rank and 

• status equal to that of our collectors to each of the districts of the Gaekwar 
Government, viz.;— 

• One for the Kattywar and Okha Mahals, 

One for the Putton District, 

One for the Baroda District, 

One for tlie.Naosari District, 

the complete reform which the general interest of the Gaekwar Govemincnt and its 
people, as well as those of the British (government in Guzerat and Kattywar 
demand, cannot be effected ; such an organisation, under an able Minister, supported 
by able colleagues at the Court of Baroda, will secure attention to all interests. It 
is thorough reform of this kind which.I have advocated from the first, but w'hich has 
l)een rejected for the ineffectual course described in iny preceding paragraph 
above. 

I 

• 7. I herewith submit copy of a yad on this subject, which I have this day 
addressed to His Highness the Gaekwar. 

*P.iS,—Since writing the above, Captain Reeves, Acting Political Agent of the 
Rewa Ranta, broug|it for iny perusal the following note which he received from 
Mr. Rowjes VittuL I suppose that His Highness wished to ascertain, first, whether 
Mr. RoVjee Vittul w'ould accept office undSr him or not, but thi course which I 
recommended to His Highness was as stated in paragraph above; indeed, I do not 
believe that any maft worth having would accept office in Baroda at present, except 
under our auspices. His Highness knows very well that he needs the aid of the 
British Government in the present crisis, and yet his bad advisers dissuade him from 
honestly adopting the only step which will save him from ruin. * 

The note referred to is as follows:— 


“ Dated Rampoora, 15th September 1873. 

" From Rowjee Vittul* Poonekur to Acting Political Agent, Rewa Kanta. 

** A Karkoon from His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar of Baroda is come here 
to-day. He says Mulharrao wishes to appoint me as his Kamdar, and has there¬ 
fore purposely sent h^ to ask me to come down to Baroda for a day or two • he 
fnrfhpr tells me. that if in the interview we noree with 



mtention .to afik you for my services. The Kiu'koon has also told, me that 
Mulbairap has sent him secretly, and it is not his intention to reveal the thing 
until the matter is settled between us. 

“ Although the offer is a tempting one, still 1 am not inclined to accept it until I 
have consulted and obtained advice from iny patron and kind superior, aud I, hope 
therefore you will kindly allow mo to come to you for n day or two, and avkil myself 
of your mature instructions. * 

“ Please keep the matter secret until I sec }ou. Mr. Succurain Dajce will 
conduct the duties of iny office in my absence. 

“ I have told the Karkoon if I obtain leave of absence from my 8i:gpcrior I shall 
come to Baroda, and, if possible, sec M ulharrao. 

“ Hoping to be kindly excused for the trouble.” ^ • • 

In anticipation of what is now 

Page 322, Article AitchiBonVTrentipH 

margin, which provides that His 
European or Ainerican, or any Native of India, subject of the British Government, 
without tile consent of that Government. 


occurring, I, about a month or six weeks ago, 
wrote to ilis Highupss the Gaekwa]^ reminding 
him of the Articde of the Treaty quoted in the 
Hiahuess will not entertain in his service any 


Dated 16th September 1873. 

From Res[dent at Baroda to His Highness the Gaekwar Maharaja of Baroda. 

• . 

On the 10th instant two persons of the Pitlad District, by name Jewabaee Bhaiha 
and Lallajcc Jessahaec, came to the Residency and brought to n<>ticc the following 
facts, accompanied by the annexed petition marked A. 

That tile Valiivatdar of the Pitlad Mahal, Ambaidass Jewabhaen, has obtained the 
farm of the Pitlad Mahal from the Dewan at the recommendation of Narayenbhaei^ 
the Karbharee of the Sir Sooba, on the payment of a sum of o0,000 rupees. ^That 
the said Vahivatdar and his father-in-law, Muttoorbhacc Dajeebhace, his son, Nas- 
seebbat'c, and one Junwairbhaee Dhabace, have been in the habit of committing 
acts of oppression, taking bribes, &c., and that in consequence numliers of the inha¬ 
bitants have deserted the district. That the accompanying petition marked A. was 
presented to the Durbar on or about the* 6lh instant; that it was read over by the ' 
Sir Sooha’s deputy, Narayenhhacc, silently, in the presence of the Durbar; and 
that the said N:ira 3 C‘nl)ha('e spoke a few Avordfe regarriing it to the Dewan, and'that 
then the petition was returned to the petitioner and lie was driven away. 

Jewabbiicc and T./allajce were llicn informed by the Resident tliat if tliey had;pny • 
specific acts of oppression to complain of, the}' should bring them to tlu^ nettice oi 
the Durbar. This they said they had done, as stated in the petition marked A., bit 
tiiat they had been tumeti away. 

On the l6th instant dcwabhaec returned to the Resident, ami reported that 
Lallajec had been bought over by the Vahivatda^’s agent, C^hut|oobooj IsliWurJee, a 
Vakeel of Biuodti. It is necessary, therefore, that in connexion w'ith th<?Be procetHl- 
ings tlicf said Lallajee Jus abhaee should be summoned to Baroda, he’having 
deliin’rately made a complaint on these matters to tbedlesidcnt. 

The complainant Jewabhaeo explains the charges to wliitdi he refbrrecl in petition 
marked A. as follows ;— 

Out of the rupee§ 50,000 which the Vahivatdar, Ambaidass Jewabhacc, paid for 
farming the Pitlad Mahal, rupees 25,000 were to go to Government, and the 
remainder was to be ilistributed as bribes amongst the Dewan, Sir Sooba, Narayen- 
bhaee Bulwuntrao Deo Govindrao Mama, and that this amount was partly borrowed 


from the following firms;— 

Jtupeei 

1. Gokal Atmarani, Baroda, about - * . *- " 1^,000 

а. Koobchund Deychund and Joeta Davcochund of Pitlad, about - 1,000 

3. Kurrumebund Mooteobhaee of WusBo - - - - ‘4,000 

4. Jowari Gaylabhaee of Wusso ----- 9,000 

б. Wagjeebbaee Ruggabhaoe of Wusso - - - - 5,000 

6. Narayenbhaee Meetabhaeo of Anindra Matar - - 9,000 



Proof will be obtained from the account books of these firms for last year when 
the transaction took place, and the Resident recommends that the Durbar should 
examine thos^ books at once. 

Complainant further states that the Valiivatdar Ambaidass has made use of public 
money obtained from the Potedar, whose books, if attached at once, will, it is 
expi:cted, afford evidence of this transaction. 

Complainant further states that tlie Valiivatdar Ambaidass has, contrary to rule, 
fanned out the six Thannas of the district *and the town Cliibootra for the sum 
of rupees 1^,000. The, evidence of the persons concenjcd should therefore be 
taken. , 

(complainant also states that the Vahivatdar Ambaidass has collected nlniut 
rupees l.'j,()()() as bribes from tlie Tullatees, Havildurs, Karkoons, and sepoys of the 
whole district, including Ob villages. 

Also thaf the Vahivatdar took rupees 1,000 from the Sayer revenue farmer. 

Also that the Vahivfitdar received a hril)(! of rupees 400 from Patel Dooroebhaee 
Baiba, of Maglab village, who borrowed the amount from Gullal Vcljce, of Pitlad. 

Also that tlie Vahivatdar received a bribe of rupees 2,.500 from Patels Gurlmd 
and liunchord, of Bandauee village, in a murder case. This will appear* from the 
books of Gunnesjee Raijee of that village. 

Also that Muttoorhui, the father-in-law, Juwwairbai, the security, and Nur- 
seclfhaec, the brother-in-law of Vahivatdar Ambaidass, made from the district the 
sum of rupees 5,000 on account of remarriages. This was over and above the 
usual fee of rupees 10 payabJc on each marriage. 

Complainant states that these and other acts of oppression on the part of the 
Vahivatdar and his relations are the cause of so many coolies and others having 
deserted the district within tin* last few months. 

Yoiir Highness will recollect that I ]>rought the state of affairs in Pitlad lo the 
notice of the Durbar in April last, and afforded the evidence of the police authorities 
of the British district of Kaira regarding it. Had the measures which I then 
rocoinmended been taken and a full inquiry instituted the present state of matters 
under the. Valiivatdar Ambaidass could not have happened. 

I must now again most strongly advise Your Highness to take immediate steps 
to investigate this serious case, and that the persons complained against as well as 
Lalljec, who appeared before me on the 10th instant, should be brought to Baroda 
for jhat purpose. 

I am informed that plenty of evidence will be forthcoming from every village in 
the district if the Durbar call for it. 

, This question seriously affects the Kaira District, and hence its importance to the 
British (government. 


No. 2575*P, dated Simla, 27th October IH7S. 

• k 

» 

From Unher-Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to 

SECUEtAiiT to the Government of Bomba\^ \ 

Iv acknowledging receipt of your letter No. 6037, dated 30th ultimo, 
regarding the unsatisfactory fUTangements made by the Gackwar for securing 
attention to the complaints of his subjects, T am directed to request that a copy of 
that letter may be furnished to the Commission directed to assemble fur the purpose 
of inquiring into the condidou of the Baroda Administration. 



No. 6279, dated Bombay Castle, 16th October 1873. 

f 

From SEcnETAHV to the Govehnment of Boubay to Secrrtart to the G9VERNMENT 

of India, Foreign Department. 

• 

1 AM directed to transmit to you, for submission to His Excellency the Viceroy 
and Governor General of India in Council, copy of a letter from the Resident at 
Baroda, No. 190-906, dated the 4th instant, enclosing translaticyi of a corre¬ 
spondence with His Highness the Gaekwar regarding the seizure and detention of a 

girl in Baroda territory. * 

« 

2. His Excellency in Council desires me to obsen^e that the Gaekwar evidently 
persists in taking possession of these girls, and only releases them on the remon¬ 
strances of the Resident. • • 


No. I 9 O- 906 , dated Baroda, 4th October 1873. 


From Resident at Bauoda to Seoretary to the Government of Bombay. 

• 

In continuation of paragraph 14 of my confidential letter No. 144-766, dated 
18th August last, and the copy of my letter dated 15th idem, to the address of His 

Highness the Gaekwar, on the subject of female 
Residency yad, N<t. 1 sth Septemher glavcs, I havo tlic honour to submit, for the infor- 

Resaieiicy >.id. No. 2211 . dated 22 nd Septem- matioii ol Govcmmcnt, the Correspondence as per 
iKT iftitii newmpammeiit. margin, which I havc recently had with His 

llnrimr reply, No. 203H, dated 26th September r ’ • i i_ *^i j i • i 

Highness regarding a girl who had been seized 
and detained against her will. 


2 . Many girls havc been liberated on an application having liecn made to* me on 
their belialf by their rclative;s as in this case, but I doubt whether the system has 
hocn put a stop to. 

,3. 1 act up to my information and no further. It will be observed that 'no 
notice whatever has been taken of my request that the persons who seized the girl 
should be punished; they arc iu fact His Highness’own servants, as came out in 
the Hiteehu correspondence. In due time the evidence regarding sucii eases will 
be concentrated. 


Translation of a Petition from Kashek Uaick of Baroda. 

.Statos that her daughter Chundra Waga was ilescribed to the Maharaj by some of her endhies 
as gooil loiiking mid lit to be a Loundeo, whereupon some of the Foiizdar’s sepoys and Halkiwu 
(•uniHi (now in prison) eame to lier house, and ascortaiuing that sfie and her daughter had gone 
to Gimpnt Kaiys iiouH(» to do some work, eame over there and forcilily carried away hor daughter 
awl ke]»t her with tlie Ranee. Begs therefore that hor daughter may be sent for and made over 
t<* petitioner ; her daugliter is not willing to remain there, but is kept there against her will, and 
therefore hopes that the Residmit will have her released^ fur which act of kindness^she will ever 
pray for the Rosidont. ’ , . , 


No. 2211, dated IP.th September 1873. 

• 

From RAident at Baroda to His Highness the Gaekwar of Baroda. 

In forwarding the accompanying petition from Kashee Bacc of Baroda, I have 
only to observe that when 1 wrote to the Durbar a short time ago about ictaining 
Loundia against their will, 1 was assured that such was not the case. I request 
that the girl referred to in this petition may be released, as her mother declares 
that she has lieen seized and detained contrary to the rules of the Gaekwar State. 

The peraons who seized this girl must be apprehended and punished. 


Tkakslation of a Petition from Kashee Bake of Baroda, dated 2^nd September 1873. 

States that sho has already presented u petition that her daughter has been made a Loundi 
against her will, but although a shera was sent to release her the,Durbar have not done so ; 
and now she hears that they arc trying to pollute her by giving her food cooked by a low caste 
woman. Requests thej'eforo that steps may be taken to rtdease her daughter soon. 


Tkanslation of Residency Yiid No. 2241, dated 22nd September 1873. 

Requesting that tlui advice given in the previous yad about Kashec Baeo's daughter may be 
carried out. * 

Kashee Race in her present petition stat(*? that they are trying to p(»llufe her (laughter; 
this is therefore written for your information. 


Translation of Durbar Yad No. 2929, dated 2Gth September 1873, in reply to ftosidency 

yails Nos. 2211 and 2241 of 1873. 

States tiiat as Kashese Race's daughter has expressed her unwillingness to work she has been 
sent hack to her mother. 'Fhe staicrnenl. made in the accompaniment to the yad nf later date 
that they are trying to pollute her is false. 


No. 2577 P, dated Simla, 27th October lS7ib 

V 

From Under-Secbetaky to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to 
• Secretary to the Government of Bombay. 

In acknowledging leceipt of your letter No. 6272, dated 15th October 1873, 
rcgiwding the seizure and detention of a girl in Haroda territory, I am directed to 
Inquest that a copy of that communication may be laid before the (^immission 
about to assemble ibr the purpose of inquiring into the condition of the Baroda 
Administration, It vrill be unnecessary, I am to add, to report iurthcr nu^tters 
of this kind to the (tovernment of Indiu, now that the Commission has been 
appointed. 


No. 6269 , dated Bombay Castle, 15th October 1873. 

From Secretary to the Government of Bombay to Secretarv to the Government 

^ of India, J’Vu'eign Department. • 

I 4 M directed to forward, t(>r the information* of His Excellency the Viceroy 
;ind Governor General in Council, copy of a letter, and of its* accompaniments, 
from the Resident^at Barodft, No. 181-872, dated the 24th ultimo, on the subject 
of certain allegations contained in a vcniacular newspaper called .the “ Hitechu ** 
affecting His Highness the Gaekwar. 


No. 181-872, dated Baroda, 24th September 1873. 

From Resident at Baroda to Secretary to the Government of Bombay. 

In subin^ting for the iuformation of Government the accompanying Native 
newspaper cail^ the “ Hit-. chu,’* dated the l6th September 1873, and iny letter 
to the Durbar of yesterdays date, 1 have the honour to afford the following 
information regarding the cases in question, the circumstances of most of which 

» ni«tt/»r-/if nofnrii-»tv. »ind if .'i1]nWf>d f.n nnss iinnnfippfl nfff*r fbn 
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has been given to them, will tend to buov up the Gaekwar in the delusion which 
appears to have taken hold of his mind that his powers as an independent Prince 
>llo\v of his dealing witti the lives, liberty, honour, and property of his subjects as 
he pleases, without fear of being called to account for the same by the Imperial 
power to which^ he is subordinate. • ^ 

2. No. I refers to the same Vishnoo Punt who was septenced to 10 years* 

imprisonment in 1S63 and banishmenfon its expiration, for the cor^spiracy against 
the life of His Highness Mahuraja Khunderao, in which it will be rememberetl the 
present Gaekwar was also implicated. Vishnoo Punt was reletised soon after the 
present Gaekwar’s accession to the throne, and at present occupies u post in His 
Highness* household. • 

3. His brother, Daniodur Punt, is the GaekMur’s Private Secretaiy, and manages 
all matters about women. He has under his orders the notorious Tattia Poonekur 
and others ; he is the man accused of carrying off*, my KarkooB*8 jister, and of 
insulting Rukraa Baee, tiic Gackwar’s sister-in-law, in the palace itself, as already 
reported to Government in No. 841, dated l6th instant. 

4. It is said that Vishnoo Punt’s daughter was seized by her own uncle’s 
myrmidons, and taken to His Highnest’ residence. She was sent back to her 
husband after a fe\v days, but that on the latter refusing positively to have any¬ 
thing more to say to her, she poisoned herself tltrougli shame and grief. 


f). With regard to No. 2 case, Hiirjcevjin Kcvul is a large cloth trader in Baroda, 
and has dealings with His Highness the (Jaekwar. His house is close-to the 
palace; his daughter is said to have been taken by the Gaekwar's servants when 
walking on the street on her way to the temple. 'Phe father, who is a man of 
influence, went after her directly he heard of it, and by bribing the Maharajas 
people got her <>ff‘ before the Maharaja himself returned from his drive; on his 
inquiring for her all his people declared that they could not find her. "In con¬ 
sequence of this case, until within the last month, none of the higher Bunyahs 
allowe<l their wives and daughters to walk out in the city of Baroda. J^ince the 
Resident has taken these matters up they have done so again. 

G. The third and fourth questions refer to one and the same case,- and my 
information regarding it is us follows :— . * 

laixinun I^unt Kotbiwalla was a Karkooii of the Government granary, and lives 
near Bulwuutrao Yeshwuut’s house, where he resided with his- daughter. She 
was a willow of 14 or l.‘» years of age. Her husband was the son of Raojee 
Dandekur, the Karliharce of the Kilcdar Baba Saheb Dahcba. One day a Govern¬ 
ment shigram was sent to her father’s ‘house with a message, as Ihini one pf the 
Maharaja’s mistresses, inviting the girl to come and visit her. On that oceasion 
she was not procured, as her father said that she had gone to her father-in-law’s 
house. After this lier father sent her to her father-in-law’s house, thinking that' 
she would bo safer there than with him ; but she is said to have been carried ap'hy 
forcibly by some of His Highness’ servants to his own residence, where she was 
detained for a day or two and then sent back. 'Phe girl’s family ate described as 
in great grfef owing to the ilisbonour and disgrace whjch has been thus tyrannidaJIy 
forced upon them. This (rase occurred about two years Ago. The father has 
since died. • • , . 

7. The fifth case is as followN 

The goldsmith referred to as the father of the girl is said 'to he Oka Shet, who' 
lives near Ciovind Rao Roria’s house, and the girl’s husband, named Nilkunt Shet, 
lives near Gopal Rao Myral’s house. The circumstances happened about a year 
ago. The Gaekwar’s emissaries gave him information about the girl, and she 
w’as seized whilst going from her father’s house to her husband's. The Maharaja 
kept her for a night and then sent her awa 3 '. My informant says that she has not 
committed suicide. 


8. I have not been able to obtain an^' information here about the sixth case. 
Mahadco Rao is said to have gone to Broach, and the Magistrate of that station 
could perhaps give information about him. 

9. Witii regard to Tani .and Aniba, Kisbans (question No. 7), who were arrested 
near Bhosawul, mj’ information is as follows:— 

Amba came to Baroda from Poona in the time of His Highness Maharaja 
Khunderao, who eitiployed her as a songstress and gave her rupees 125 per mensem. 


She purchased the girl Taui from one Succarain, who was at that time at Baroda. 
She also purchased another girl named Kashi, but from whom does not appear. Tani 
was about throe years old when she was purchased in about I860. Amba spent 
altogether rupncis 7,000 upon her education and instruction in singing, an.d Auiba’s* 
pay was rqised to rupees 200 by the (bit^kwin* on her account About a vear and 
a half ago, on the occasion oi* His J liglmcss proceeding to Dupka, it is saiJ that lie 
desired Amba to send Tnni there alone, which Amba declined to do,’but said that 
she herself would accompanyher. His liighncss is said to have becn.angry at this, 
and on leaving for Dupka that he ordiTecI them not to leave Baroda. A few days 
^ter his dcpaftnre Amba, ^lecompanied by Tani and her father Succaram and three 
persons, named Bulwuntmo Sagurkur, an<l Bhugwunta of the (xoorow caste, and 
one Narayen Bhut, a Brahmin, secretly left Baroda and went by rail to BoinI)ay, 
and thence to Bhosawul, where they were apprehended on a charge of theft by the 
Railway Magistrate on a complaint made by Kurkoon Venayek Rao, of the Sena- 
putty’s department, Baroila. • 


10. The date oJ' their apprehension at Bhosawul was on or about the 30th 
November 1871; they were thence brought to Baroda, their property attached, 
and they were thrown into prison, with the exception of '’J\ni, who was taken 
j)osscssion of by Mis Highness, and slie was placed in charge ol'Hurriba Gaekwar. 
Succanim, the father of the girl, died in gaol, an<l Amba, her protectress, is said 
only to have been released from gatjl in April last at the special request of 
Mr. ,yenayck Wassoodeo, the Oriental- translator to Government, who, on the 
occasion of the Minister's visit fo Bombay with the Resident, interceded for her. 


11. The Durbar has been desired to forward the whole of th(^ persons eoncerned 
in this case to the Kesideiicy, because a good deal of .property belonging solely to 
Amba appears to haVe boon seized l)y the Government, and I am not satisfied as 
, to the facts in i\\Q prirnd fneiv, case. 


12. No. 8 is the case of my Karkoon’s sister, whom Darnodur l^iint, the TVivate 
Secretary to Ilis Highness the Gaekwar, and Govind Rao Bulwunt, the Kiirkoon of 
the Senaputty, carried off last montii. 


•|3. The purport of the proclamation, &c., refcri’cd to in {juestion No. 9s appears 
to he as follows:— 


That if during the Hnnlcv. any woman came out of her houst* iii the city, 
would be thrown upon her, and that no complaints would be received by the 
Government for anything that miglit happen to her. That the Maharaja 
himself would go out, and that the people might, throw on him, and hc‘ 

on the people. 


Accordingly, His Highness and his Durbar took rung in small pumps on elephants, 
/md'there were also four elephants, upon each of which wore two guns (blunder- 
busses perhaps) loaded witli gunpowder and goolal, which were fired oH' upon ihc 
jx’ople. The revenue Sir Sooha, Hurriba Guckwar, has the management of these 
sq-callcd festivities, and the atuount expended on the lloolve in question is said to 
have been two lakhs. The red powder alone cost rupees (>5,000. * 

14. Last'Oetoher a sliam fight with fireworks, ike., was got up between some 
of the lower classes in the suburbs of the'eity, which iillogcthef cost the state 
rupees 7f>j0b0, and another affair at the Nag Punchmee, when all the prostitutes of 
the city were collected together, is said to have cost rupees 30,000. . 


15. The case of Jugoba Jugtab referred to in question No. 10 i^ as follows ;— 

This Sirdar is raarric'd to a daughtc!- of thc^ late Gaekwar Gttnput Rao. She and 
her husband went to Kolliapoor last ^^oar to visit her sister, who is married in the 
Raja's iamily there. .lugtab’s wife obtained two girls at Kolhupoor, which she 
brought to Baroda; one of them became his mistress, the other waited upon his wife. 
As usual the beauty of Jugtab’s mistress was reported to the Maharaja, who sent 
his JasBOods to bring hvvio him. Jugtab shut her up in a room, placed his back 
against the doqr, and drawing his sword defied the Maharajas people to come on. 
They prudently returned ant! reported the matter to tlieir master, who became 
very angry, and out of nwenge has stopped the man's allowances and trouUed him in 
various ways. He called upon me and gave me the accompanying petition, which 

ftXftctlv illuHtrates the Wav in which thest^ affairs arc narripH nnf Kv HJo 
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I spoke both to His Highness and the Minister, who, as usual, made out that 
Jugtal) had a slave girl, and that it was proper to deprive him of her. I requested 
that they would not stop the man’s allowance and would refrain from persecuting 
him. .They made out that he was greatly in debt, and thtft he drank. His petition 
is marked A . and attached. • • 


16. The circumstances referred to in the 11th cjiiestion aret as related to me, so 
disgraceful that had I not become accustomed to hea^of Gaekwar doings I aliould 
not have believed them. 1 believe the following to be a true outline of them. 

Previously to the Hooke of March 1872 the Mahamja Mulharfao appears tp 
have made great pi'eparations for its celebration oy having a lasge cistern constructed 
ill rcar of his palace, and hy placing all the prostitutes of the city to the extent of 
100 to 150 under surveillance so that none could leave the cit}^ 


17 . Daily for several days during the T/oo/ee these poor wretehc^ had to be‘ 
collected in the stabic-yard in rear ol’ the palace between 11 a.m. and 5 p.in., 
and having been provided with light clothing His Highness himself and his Minister 
and Hurriha Gaekwarand others amused themselves by setting several pumps fitted 
with hose, &c., to pour coloured water on them, which was obtained from the 
cistern. His Highness and his two friends actiifilly directed the hoses themselves, 
and, as the effect of the water on the light clothing tended to render the persons of 
these poor wretclies clearly clis(;eriiihle, the manner in which the hoses were directed 
to certain parts of their persons appears to have been the ])riuci|)al point of amuse¬ 
ment to this indejicndent Prince, and I need scarcely say of proportionate disgust 
to his people, only the very dregs of whom attended. 


18. Having been for several days in succession exposed to this barbarous 
treatment, several of the women became very ill, four especially so, and out of 
tJiese two died. 


19 * I had never heard of this case before, but 1 can now undcrst<hid the 
expressions regarding the character of tlic present reign which respectable subjects 
of His Highness have made use of lo me without entering into details. 

yo. The Durbar reply to the accompanying letter will be submitted w?ien 
received. 


Dated Baroda, 23rd September 1873. 


From Hesiden'I’, Bakoda, to His Highness the Gaekwaii. 

9 

The accompanying Native newspaper called the “ Hit<‘chu,” dated 16th instant, 
was sent to me anonymously by post yesterday; and as it contains serious charts 
in the form of eleven (luestions against Your Highness’ Government, I deem it my 
dut}^ as thc^ representative of' the protecting power at your Court, lo draw Your 
Highness’ attention to paragraph 5 of the Government letter No. 1 T, dated 23rd 

,. , April last,* forwarded to you with tny letter of 
* No ro,,i; ha. yot 4 .oou rccovc.i to tiu. icttor. 28th idem, the principle Contained' in that 

paragraph being us applicable to the present case’as it was to the. one winch 
elicited it. . 


2. The extract referred to is as follows 

“ A Native f)urlfar, with which the Govemniont has very close relations, is 
publicly charged with acts wliich, as represented, are in the higlu'st degree 
reprehensible, and His Excellency in Council feels it incumbent upon him to make 
tlie Gaekwar clearly aware of the nccessity*of his submitting such explanations as 
will establish the propriety ol’lho course which he has taken, &c., &c.” 

3. It is within niv own knowledge that th(' Vislinoo Punt rcferretl lo in the first 
case on the list is the samti man who was convicted in 1863 of conspiring against 
the life of His Highness Khuuderao, and sentenced to ten years’ rigorous 
imprisomnent, and on its expiration to he banished froinGaekwar temhuy under 
pam of five years’further imprisonment; that Your liiglyicss has released this 
man from prison, and tliat he holds a place in your household. Explanation is now 


required regarding the death of this man’s dauditer about a year ago, and so on 
with regard to eaeh case brought forward up to No. 11. 

4. No. 7, the case of Amba and Tanee, singing girls, has already been under 
relerenee to the Residency, and as I do not find on iny records any reply from the 
Durbai to.f.'oloncl Barr’s yad .No, 274-i, dated 20th December 1871, requiring the 
jrersoiis concerned in,the case in (juestion to be sent to the Residency in order that 
tlie Resident might satisfy himself as to the correctness of the primd JhuAe case 
against them, I now request that this may be complied with, and the following 
persons s(*nt up to me ;— 

, Amba. 

Tanee. 

Kttshee. 

Succaram, the fatlier of Tanee. 

llulwuntrao Sagurkur. 

Bitgwunta (ioorow. 

Naraven Bhut, lirahrnin. 

5. No. H is llic cast* oi' the Residcnic} Karkoori*s sister, re-fbrwiirded to the 
Durbar for settlement, with my yad No. 2210, dated 22iid instant. 


Dated’Baroda, July 1873. 


From Jagdevrao Jagtap to Resident at Baroda. 


I THE undersigned Jagdevrao Jagtap, residing at Baroda, near tlie Topkhaim, 
most respectfully beg to bring lo Your Honours notice the following few lines, aiul 
hope they will meet with your lavourable consideration. 

My grandfather, Ragherjeerao Appa, was tlie maternal iinelo to His Highness 
the liife Syajecrao Maliaraj, and my aunt (my father’s sister) was given in marriage 
to the late Nana Sahel) (lackwar, and a Nemnook is still paid to us on that account. 
Besitlcs in Snmbut 1919 lmairied the daughter of His Highness the late Clunputrao 
Maharaj, and thus became his soiidn-law. A Nemnook of rupees 8,000 was made 
to me, besides two villages mxtc given in Kwiigee Dan (marriage dowry), and we 
used to receive provisions, &c., and received invitations for Sowaree and Shikar as a 
mark of particular honour. 

That on Wednesday, the Mth of July, Ashad Vadya 7th, one Durbar Naik, l)y 
name Gooniaba, came to my house with some pcon^ fhnn the Senaputl y kutcherry, 
ancftold me that my maid is rLajuired by His Highness. 1 told him that my maid 
Kamla has been taken away in the Durbar since the last seven days, and 1 have no 
otljer maid. The Durbar Jassood went to inform His Highness of my answer, but 

• he was met in the road by ant>ther Jassood, (oingajee Kharda, and Gnnoo Harkura 

the Senaputty kutcheiry, dri\ing in a buggy, who brought him back to my 
place, and told me tiiat His High^e^ss wanted my kept woman Radha. My answer 
was that I would never part with her. The Jassood upon this madf a great row. 
One of the Jassoo^ls and some sepoys of' the Scnafuitty kutcherry emphatically 
told mo lhat tho}^ would not return without taking away my kt'pt woman Radha. 
JassooU Gangajee and tht* Ilarkata went btfbk to report the same ifo His Highness. 
Whereupon Jassood Patel Dtjomaria with .some ten or lifted) Fouzdnree sepoys 

• were sent, who fbiY'cd tlitir prescnct' to the zananee door. I upon this locked her 
in the room and kept the key with me, and told the men that this is not a Bunyah’s 
or Brahmins house, but that of a Mahralla, ami asked them when* they were going. 
The Jassood said, “ Keep yourself ntit of the way and let us take her away ; if not 
you will suffer something with regard to your Nemnook.” He used all sorts ot 
disrespectftil terms, and marie a great row, and began to oj)cn the door forcibly. I, 
then, in the heal of' my excitement, took a sword in my hand, and told them that 
they will never be allowed to take her until we both were dead. Upon this the 
Harkara and Gooniaba Jassood went to report all this to His Highness, and Jassood 
Patel Doomai^a and the Fouzdaree peons remairted in nty compound. Seeing all 
this, and fearful of the consequences, -Jiif/wi/h went to His Highness; Jassood Patel 
Doomaria also went after her. My wife much expostulated with His Highness, but 
to no Durposc. His Highness, to add fuel to the fire of inv heart, nerfhrre k^nf fVi 
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No. 2609 Pj dated Simla, 29tli Octol^r 1873. ' 

From Sbcrbtaev to the Govbenment of India, Foreigp Department, to Secretarjt/ 

to the Government of Bombay. ^ 

I AM directed to acknowledge receipt of your letter No. 6269» dated 15th 
instant, forwarding copy of a communication from the Resident at Bftroda relative 
to certain allegations affecting His Highness the Gackwar which appeared iti a 
Native newspaper. 

2. Now that a Commission has been appointed to inquire into the condition of 
the Gaekwar s administration it will be unnecessary to forward suOh correspondence 
to the Government of India. A copy ot* the letter under acknowledgment Should 
be furnished to the Commission. 

3. With reference to the immediate subject of your letter, His Excellency the 
Viceroy and Governor General in Council regrets that he cann6t approve the 
action taken by the Resident in the case, whatever truth there may be % 
allegations, it was, in the opinion of His Excellency in Council, an injudicious ,pr<)# 
ceeding on the Resident’s part to demand from the Gaekwar officially and hi writiW 
an explanation of statement made in a copy of an obscure Native newspaper, whJea 
was sent to him anonymously. Such a course was not calculated to lead to a cordial 
understanding between the Resident and tiie Gaekwar, At any rate, it 

to have been resorted to until the Resident had sought and failed to 6bt«3h % 
private and direct personal communication with His Highness such cxplanaU^ os 
he considered necessary in respect to such of the allegations as he believed to ; 
substantially true. . ■ , ' . 


Telegram, dateii 25th October 1873. 

From Private Secretahy, Goveenoe of Bombay, Parell, to Foreign Secretariii^ , 

■ Simla. 

The Resident, Baroda, has received the Gaekwar’s reply, in which he entreats that 
Commission may not lie sent, and promises ya do whateve»Govemmcnt require 
through th^Resident. On receipt of Jhe khureeta this Government will tommumcat© 
forther^f nec^sary. 


/Khpreeta, dated Baroda Palace, 25th October 1873. 


From His Highness Muuia Rao Maharaja Gaekwar Skna Khaskhel 
Bahadoqe to His Excellency the Vicehoy and Governor General of IxpiA. 


I am in due receipt of Your Excellency’s khureeta, dated loth October 1873# 
accdmpanymg the letter dated 21 st October, from . His Excellency the Gov^mpr in 
iCoiirid! of Bplpbay. ' . 

; tenor of Your Excellency’s khureeta is to the effect that; from the repre'* 

that ^h^vo^ 1^ to Yput Excellency regarding the conduct of . iuy 

^Pur ^ceVehey raito^ins an apprehension that the |pace pf the 






dis^er whether the allegations m^e to Yow Exp^htney 
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It not my intention to occupy Your Excellency’s valuable time by a narration 
of details of the nature and causes of the complaints that have reached Your 
lExcellcncy in CounciL 

The task of finding out the merits or defects of an udminisiratioti that has been 
conducted ju confonmty with the established rules and usages, from a remote period, 
is at all times a laborious and an inctfeetunl one; and it is highly gratifying to me to 
observe timt Your Excellency, leaving this aside, has very kindly offeren to aid in and 
promote the wclUlnjing of this State, by proposing measures for the improvement of 
its administration, as the adoption of tlichc measures is highly creditable on account 
of the favourable regard ahd friendly sentiments that Your Excellency cherishes 
towards this State. Jt appears to he also the tenor of Your Excellency’s well- 
intentioned klnireeta that the final ol)jcet of the appointment of the Commission (to 
the result of whose investigatioiis Your Exc'cllcuey is pleased to afracli importance) 
is the good tif this State, and, if this object can be attained indepiMidently of the 
medium of the ('oinmitsion, K^aju quite confident that Your Excellency will never 
issue orders for its appointment, when it is ])laiii that it is associated with the 
inseparable consequence of inflicting upon this jStatc a distressing humiliation in the 
eyes of the world. 

I am deep!}* obliged to Colonel Phayre, whom I consider as my best friend and 
well-wisher of this State, for kindl> directing my attention to these measures of 
reform; and deeming tliat the prosperity of niy State lies in jnopoitiou as 1 encourage 
and forward these projects, which is the only sure tost of my finding favour in the 
eyes t/f the Ih itish Government, and of deserving their esteem, I was impressed with 
the impoitancc of directing ni> attention to di^eliaiginsr the dutus tliat an* conducive 
to the welfare of my ‘'uhjects and State, and accordingly 1 communicated tliis inten¬ 
tion of mine in Ills Excellencv the Go\enu)r of llomhav in jt khurceta dated 2511] 

• ^ 

August I87*k J\ly object in doing so was to inform that Government that 1 was 
,very dcsiions of'introducing the best mode of administration in my State; and to 
enable jnc to carry out these views I a^ktjl tlie Resident to offer me thiee Native 
officers well educated and experienced in these matters from the Rritish ser\icc to be 
retained in mine. 

Bjftirgr thus anxiously solicitous to rcfiimi the administration of in\ State to the 
utmost of my poTver, and having icsolved to lealise tliis to >ouv lilxcellency within 
a reasonably short space of time by estalilishing cquitihlc rules and laws, and further 
being backed in my endeavours at rcfoiiU by a zealous juid eucigetic officer and 
Resident like Colonel Phayre, who is only (I am hajjpy to say) too glad to assist 
me with his advice, and to the best ol his power, in eariying out these view's, as well 
as those affecting the grandeur, honour, and stability of my State, and wliose 
appointment at such a time as Resident at my Court I have * thercibto reason to 
congratulate myself upon, what need then isiliere for the appointment of a (hmnnis- 
sioni when 1 am sincerely willini^, and Iia\c resolved to cany out thoroughly this 
of “ State reform by llie advice and eo-operation of Colonel Pha,>re"? 

This Slate, my Lord, stands y/r.s/among all the Native States that ate under 
Your Excellency’s benign prolection, aiui it has been bcduiving towards the Jlritish 
Gbvernment with perfect fidelity on jdl occasions for more than a cenfiiry. It has 
been generously cherished and piuteeted by Your Excellency, as well as by those 
who wefo your predecessor's in oftiee, up to this time, and on oc&sion ha 


:IS its 



were to l)c thus degratifcl iirthc f>c>s of tltc public during theMtSnistralion of an 
upright and discreet Statesman ns Yom Exeelicncy is 

The Britibh Government has hitherto fully and laithfully respected the Treaties 
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feel confident that so long as I continue to improve my State the British Govern- 


mission wdl subject me to a great(*r hurailiiition than an interference with the details 
of Tnv administratiOii as »iirh a mAnkom ^ili unr/U^r Iaocam - 
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on my 6u1i)iectfi, and it will also cause my avithoritv to be set at defiance. Hence it 
is requested that such a state of thin^ will nevej be allowed by Your Excellency to 
come to pass, in consideration of* the staunch relations of mendship that subsist 
between tne British Government and this State. For the object contemplated by 
Your Excellency is the imnrovement of this State, and I am quite willing*to assist at 
its firuition. what need tnen is there of a Commission ? » 

Tlie British Government is undoubtedly the paramount power iu India, and the 
existence and prosperity of the Native States depend upon its fostering favour and 
benign protection. That Government always exerciser its power with due con¬ 
sideration, and is ever solicitous for the preservation of All the rights and privilegaa 
of Native Princes. Owing to this just and considerate regal'd on the part of the 
paramount power, this State has been in the enj<jyinent of all the comforts consistent 
with its position. I hare, tliereibrc, not the slightest ground for apprehension that, bo 
long as there is a discreet, impartial, and generous Vjeeroy and Govqpior General 
like Your Excellency to rule India, our just piuycrs will be unheeded, or an 
unfavourable reply given us. 

In conclusion, 1 beg respectfully to solicit and fervently hope that, taking the 
above circumstances into your deliberate consid<Mation, Your Excellency will remove 
the cause of ruy anxiety by couutcrniandiug the order for the appointment of a 
Commission, and f>y favouring me with a repl^, which will greatly contribute to 
cheer iny spirits and enewruge me in the auw'lioratiou of my State. 


No. ^CP, dated Camp Agra, loth November 

From SEdicrARY to tbc (iovKHNMKNTof iNtHA, Foreign Depaitinent, to SKraETAar 

to the (lovi uNMi Ni of Bombay. * 

I -vM diteelcd to foiwaid, toi delivery to ibo (Jackwar, a letter from the Vieemy, 
ill repljy to 11 is Highness' letter ot'25tli October IHys. 

2, A cop.> oi ibe letter is enclosed for th(‘ information of Ilis ExcclHIrtjfcJthe 
Governor oi Bombay in Council. 


Khnrcrta, dated Ckainp Agra, lotii November lH7:k . 

From His Excclleucv the Yuriio\ and Govjihvoh Genpuai. of Imjia to His 
Highness ]VlAnvRAJ\ Muuuii Rao Oaekwam Sena Kiias Kiuii. SHUMS^HEaE • 
Bahauooh. 

r HAVE had the honour to receive Your Highness' letter of 25th October, in which 
you request that I will countermand the ordeis for the appointment of the 
CommisMoniof which intimnlkm was given to Yout Highness in my letter* of 

10th Octobir. • i • i • .v 

My friend? I am gralitied to learn .that you arc very desirous of mtrodupmg the 

best mddc oi ^ministration in your State, and that you arv anxiously solicitous to 
reform your administration to the utmost of youV power.. The inquiries and 
suggestions of the Commission, which is conqiosed of intelligent am! experience 
officers of high'standing, will, I doubt not, prove of material assistance in tlie attain¬ 
ment of this dciiralje end. Moreover, the object which 1 had in view in issuing 
the orders referred to i** one of such importance, and so intimately affects the 
relations between the British Government and Your Highness, that 1 consider it 
-necessary that the (Jommissiou should proceed to execute the duties with which I 

have entrusted them. 

Your Highness may rest assured that every consideration will be paid to your 
honour and dignity and to the best interests of your State. 

I beg to express the high consideration I entertain for Your Highness, and to 

subscribe myself Your Highness* sincere friend. 


Dated Bombay Castle, 2ftth October 1873. 


From SixiiETAiiY to the Govi&nment of Bomuay to SrriusTARY to the Govbenment 
* of India, Foreign Department. 

In acknowledmng the receipt of your letter No. 2427 of the 10th instant, I am 
diiected by Ilia Excellency the Governor in Council to convey to the Government 
of India his thijnks for the explanation afforded in your letter of the grounds on 
ivjnch it is held to be deBirab^e to adhere to the proposal to entrust to the Commission 
>vhicli has now been* appointed the duty of reporting on the condition of the 
Gaekwar’s Contingent, to which His Excellency in Council has no desire to offer any 
further opposition. 

2. Thcic i^ hovvc\Cl, one portion of the instructions contained in your previous 
letter, No. 2209, <>f which il is His Exetllency’.s liopc that before the CoinuiisMon 
cntcis on itb lal)ouis His Excellency the Viceioy in (Jouneil may be induced to 
consent to sonic modification. I idlude to the 7th ami 8th pauigiaphs of your 
letter. 

X This Govennnent is certainly not entitled to complain that the Goveniment of 
India does not appaiontly take the same decided a lew of* the obligations renting on 
the British Goveniment as that emaieiatid in iny letter of the 29th ultimo, No. (»7 T, 
and fiwin which Ills Excellenc}' is not ]irepired to recede. Ncithei can it complain 
tliat tlie (loveninunt of India i<‘i>ards the complaints of gcnei.d misgovcinmeiil us 
more didicnlt to (Ual with than tho^^e of wioiigs done to Biitisli subjeets. But his 
Excellency the Viceioy m Council will assuicdly recognise the fact that this 
Government has, in the discharge ol its tliity, rceoinmended the institution of a 
very sciious iiujuiry, the icsult ot which must have an important beating on the 
Character of this Government, and on the future position of the Gackwai liinisclf. 
The Gdvcrnmeiit of India has accepted the recommendation, and Jias decided that 
the inf|iiiry must extend not oiiJ> to tlie eases ol British subjects, but to the alleged 
nial-adrpjnibliation, the cxisltiice of whicliwill have to be proved. ^I'lic (ioverninent 
of ^^Tfnai tlieicforc, would undoubtedly legiet if the inquiiy should bo lemlered 
fruitless b}' fiiiluie to obtain the nccess.u} evidence. 


4. It is for this ieast»n that His Exccllenc} in Council feels constrained to call 
attention to the opinion (xpiesscd m }oiii lettei that tlie Ciovermneut “would look 


to His Highness tc» take the nccessarv measures to udiess individual grievances,’^ 
and to the insfructum that the inquiry ol the (hmimission “ should conducted 
“ i\ol so much with a view to the redress ol iiulividn.il grievances as lor the puipose 
“ of asceitummg whether such general m.d-administralion exists as to call for the 


* “ fiW’lhcr intcileieiicc ot the Brlti^ll (Toveinmeut.*’ It may be icg.mlcd as tolerably 
certain that the mal-adininistiation vmH bt established much more by acts of oppics- 
sion, of vvhieh tlie .subject■» of the Gaekwai have bc(‘n tlic victims, than bv wiongs 
done to British subjects But il complainant'! of tlie ioimer class are to behold that 


they mu*!! look for redress to the Durbar, and that they will Ih', as it wer<x left to their 
mercy, we cuniiot e^eet them to incur ibe lisk of substantiating thciJcases before 
the Cominiffhion ; and the inevitabV result ol its failuie for want of jevidence will 
be the perpetuation and aggravation of the existing evils, • • 


5, His Excellency in Council, thcrcfoic, most eainestly recommends that the 
CJomniission should be empowered in the case of every complainant whose evidence 
they may decide on icceiving to assure him that he will be fully ifrotectcd liy the 
British Government, and that in the event of bis complaint,bciig established to 
their satisfaction the question ol’ ins receiving proper rediess would not be passed 
over. 


6. It should not be foigotten Hint the Ministers whom it has been decided td 
retain in office arc most deeply implicated in the mal-administration if it has 
existed, and will have at ib<‘ir command, nvuilablc for thwai ting the inquiry, the whole 
of the influence and resources of* tJic State. 


7. In conclusion I am to tw knowledgc the receipt of the copy of the letter 
addressed to Colonel Meade, ixo. 2o\i, dated the 20th instant, in which he is 
authorised to communicate to the Gaekwar so much of the correspondence that had 
nassed un to vour letter No. 220Q as hn micrlit think tit • an/1 


His ExcellcDcy in CouncU profKMes to rOmiest Colonel Meade to defer acting on 
that authority until made acquainted with the decision of the Government of jmdha 
on this representation. 


No. 4 CP, dated Camp Agra, lf)th Noveml)er 1S73. 

From Seceetary to the Governmemt of India, Foreign Department, to SEeuBTARY 

to the Government of Bombay. . • 

9 

I AM directed by TIis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor'General in (Council 
to reply as follows to your letter without number, dated 2Ht}i October I87*h 

2. His Excellency in Council obscivcs that Ihcic appears to be some inisapprc* 
hension as to the meaning and scope ol'paragiaplis 7 and of my letter ijfo. 2209 P, 
dated 19th September. The^c paragraphs were intended to explain that the 
grounds on which Ilis Excellency in (’ouncil was induced to ajipoint a Commission 
of inquiry lay in the alleged general inisgovcrnmcnt of the Baroda State in all 
departments of the Administration for which remedies could not be applied in the 
ordinary way, and that the existence or non-existence of such general inisgovcru- 
ment, with the general measures which such misgovernment would necessitate if 
established, should form the main subject ot the imiuiries and recommendations of 
the Commission. They did not ufer to the course which Government may toke 
with reference to such lacts as the inquiries of th(^ CJommission may establish. 
'The chaiges ot general nial-adminislration can of course only be proved by specific 
instanccft ; the icdless of individual grievances may possibly tbllow on our inter¬ 
vention, and Ill any case individual complainants will receive the benefit of any 
gcncial remedies that Government may eventually decide on applying. But all 
this must net*essanly dep(md on the facts which may be cstablislied with reference 
to the general chaiges of mi'jgovcrmnent. A few isolated eases of miscarriage of 
justice would not, in the o]>iiiion of Ills Excellency in Council, necessitate unusual 
and oxtiaoidinaiy niterfcrciice with tlic (iacKwar’s admiuistnition. 

His Excellency in (Council docs not tliink it would hv desirable to giv?"^Riy 
general guarantees to the Gaekwai’s subjects. I'bese have beeu found in times 
past to be jiroductivc, in regard to the Baroda State, of very serious inconvenience. 
If, however, in aiiv particular case, which may be actually under inquiry before the 
Commission, the protection of the British (iovernmeni be claimed, and the Commis¬ 
sion areof opinion that the interi'sts of justice lequiie that an assurance c)f protection 
hi' given, His Excellency in Council will not object to the person concerned Reing 
informed that lie will not be allowed to suffei ior an\ truthful statements he may 
make before the Commission. ^ 

4. His Excellency in Council is of opinion that in justice the Gaekwar should b<? 
informed of the charges against him, and of the reasons which have induced I fis 
Excellency in Council to appoint the Commission. Colonel Meade should, there¬ 
fore, be left free to act on the discrctionaiy power cqpvcycd to him in my letter 
No. 2514 P, bated 20th October, , • 


Telegram, dated 21st November 1873. 

From Coi?oNEL U. J. Meade, Baroda, to Foreign’Secretarv, Viceroy’s 

Camp, Agra. 

Your letter «f the 15tli November to Bombay Govi rnment, paragraph 3. Resident 
having represented urgent necessity for bis protecting the poison^ biought forward 
by him to give evidence before Commission, wc authoriseil liis giving notice that 
such persons would be under his protection us Resident in respect of fUh 
evidence so given by them, the responsibility of bringing forward each case resting 
with him, as we only take up those he lays before us. This course appears to us to 
be necessary, but we regret to find that wc have gone beyond the wish of the 
Governor General on that point. We venture to submit that a retraction of th^ 


( 64 ) 

notice, vfhkh conveyed no assurance beyond that stated above, might have mis¬ 
chievous effects, and to recommend that it may be allowed to stani Should tWa 
not be approved, the Resident shall be at once instructed accordingly with the 
purport of paragraph 3 of your letter. Any further question of the sort that may 
arise shall be referred for orders. 


, Telegram, No. 25 CP, dated 22nd November 1873. 

* From Fokbign SECaiKTAiir, Viceroy’s Camp, Agra, to Colonel II, J. Meade, 

Barocln, enre oi Resident. 

(JovLKNMENr regrets g(meral notice, but it should not bo recalled. Viceroy 
trusts you wi^l restrict its cflect as to protection to narrowest limits possible. 


Dated Bnroda, 18th November 1873. 

From Snciii/rART, Bxroda Commission, to SECRUTAin to the Government 

of Indiv, Foieign Department. 

I AM directed by the PresidiTit ot the Special Commission on Baroda affairs 
to submit, lor the information of Ilis Excellency the Yieeroy and Governor 
General in^Couneil, the lollowiug Beport on the proceedings of the ('’ommiasion, and 
the progress made in the duty on which it 1ms been deputed up to the close of the 
week ending the 15th instant. 

2. The incm!)crs of tlie Coinmissioii assembled at Bombay on the 31‘;t ultimo, 
and helu their iirst meeling on the following day, the 1st Noveuibei, x\hen the course 
it appeared to he desirable to adopt in vi(‘w to eaiTyiiur out tin' oideis of the 
Goyeuui»ent of India was discussed and agreed on, and the liesident was informed 
by fnelVesidcnt accordingly, as set fbrtli m a letter of that date, of whii-Ii a copy is 
appended. 

3. On l)eing informed by Colonel Phax ic that he was ready to l>ring forward the 
cases that were to form the subject of inquiry, the Pri'sident addressed to the 
Gaekwar the kburceta of which the English version is appended, and the Commis- 
sioii proceeded to Haroda on the nth nistunt, and on Momlay, the Kith, commenced 
its formal sittings, which were contiinied daily fiom 11 a.m. to .5 p.m. during the 
week. 

• 

, 4.*The first sitting was entirely t.aken up with the perusal by the Resident of the 
mrtre important statements and jwpei. he desired to lay bchus* the Commission, and 
hearing from him a general e\po^ition of the circumstances which had necessitated 
thu representations horn his office on whii'h the assembly of the Commission had 
been ordered by the J[^}ovcnnnent of India. I 

5. It wns*the wish of the Commissi,m that the complaints of injustie/and oppres¬ 
sion at the hands of the Dufnai oi its officials ^Deferred by Biitish suff]ects should Ik* 
first taken up, but the Resident was urgent that those of the Sirdars and military 
classes should have preceddnee, ns lie was apprehensive that any delpy in dealing 
with them might lead to trouble, in ecmsequence of the serious discy»*iUent of some 
of these parties, and the rcmaiiiflcr of th< ])ast week was accordingly given up to an 
inquiry into their grievances, h is hoped that this part of the inquiry will be com¬ 
pleted about the middle of the cuirtnt wc ek. 

6. I am directed to adl for the information of Ilis Excellency in Council that 
nothing of importiuicc Las yel transpired, calling for further special report. 

P.S.—It is perhaps proper t(^ mention in this report that His Highness the 
Gaekwar, accompanied by the lUsident, visited the President of the Commission in 
a private manner on the ioth in aant, and lhat at his reauest all the members of 
tli Gommission paid him a private ceremonial visit with the Resident at the Palace 
the following day. 



Dated Bonibay, 1st November 1R73. 

From PftEsiOENTi Special Commission of Inquiby on Baroda affairs, to Rbsudent 

at Baroda. 


I have the honour to inform you that the Commission recently nominated by 

the Government of India to iuquiic into and re- 
Coionein.A.u^d\]*t‘l[i Certain matters connected with the Barodn 

State, and composed as per margin, has assembled 
The lion E w. HnvTtnoii at Bombay, and is prepaml to procoi'd with the 

Ooiomi Eihtij<igc,( SI , . dutv for ‘wliich it lias bccti formed as soon as you • 

Nawub Paiz All Khnn Bahodoor, ( S 1 *• „ j. i i i.* 5 1 1 « *• 

are in a position to cnalae if tO do so, by bringing 
forward the cases which arc to be laid before it for inquiry. 

2, It appears to inc that the first step that should be taken before entering on the 
business oi the Commission is to define as closely us jiosaible the courscawc propose 

From ,io,r.mncm o. lodm, Fo.r.go l),.,.mt- CaSCS WO shall l)C orc- 

mont,toiin iioiiiba^ (loxcimiiont. No 220 '», |Hr paicd to investigate, as generally described in 
d.iif i9tii hepumbti ifa7T dcsputcli notcd ill the margin, of which you 

have doubtless been luinished with a copy, and having consulted my colleagues on 
these points 1 beg to inform you that we shall fiisttakeup and inquire into such 
complaints of Ifritish subjects not already disposed of as you may coiisidei il to be 
of a sufficiently grave chaiacter to demand investigation at our hands; and when 
this portion of our VOik is comjiletcd, shall be prepared to consider ami deal-with 
the cases of subjects of the Barod.i State, or otlicr persons not being British subjects, 
which you may de<‘m it necessary to binui lorwartl as proof^i of general mal- 
adiniuistintion on the part of the Gaekwear's (lovernment, tliientoning the peace of 
the ihiroda State itself and the adjoining Hritisli and Native districts, and aflccting, 
or likely to affect, the existing treaty relations lictweeii thcGaekwarand the British 
(jrovcnnneiit. 


;3. In respect of the first of the class of cases referred to in the preceding para¬ 
graph, the Commission is of opinion tliat its inquiries should be strictly limited to 
grievances in which the ])rim'ipal concerned ftfwd fttle a British subject, 
such entitled to claim the protection of the British authorities against the oppres^e 
action or proceedings which form the subject of complaint; and (2) that cases of a 
minor or petty eh.uaeter, the settlement of which should ordinarily anti as a matter 
of course be disposed of by your office, should not without some sjiccial reason 
thercfoie be brouglit forward for iiivestigatit>n. 

4. In respect of the seetaid class of cases, the object in view is not the intended 

redress of individual grievances, but the establisliment or otherwise of a sufficient 
numbei of instances of grave oppies&ion oi inisgovernineiit to cuabic tbe Commis¬ 
sion to form an ojiinion a*- to the existence, as alleged, of such general raal-adinInisfYa-, 
lion on the pait of the Gaekwareo Government as to imperil the peace of ti*e 
country, and to aflect the existing relations between lIis Higlincss and the British 
Government, and none but cases of a sufficientij seiious character to bear clearly 
on the objeetpf this branch of th(‘ inquiry shuuld, wc consider, he laid lx‘forc us for 
investigation.! • * , 

5. I have tflhicdbre to icqucsl that yt>u will have separatt* Schedulers ])rep!lrcd of 
the two classes of complaints'ibovc adverted to, no cases being included thei'cin, 
except such as would have to be inquired into uiidiT the icruft of tlic preceding 
remarks, and thql you will have the goodiiCss to furnish the same to me at the 
earliest possible late. 

6. As it is of^impbrtance tliat as little delay as possible should occui in the 
cominenccnicnt of its work by the Commission, I trust that you will have a sufficient 
number of the first class of cases, viz., tliose affecting British subjects, ready to 
enable us to proceed with them as soon as the anangcnicnt for the accommodation 
of the Commission at Baroda, now in j rogress under tbe orders of the Bombay 
Government, are completed. 


7. It is only necessary for me to ndd, in rcfeience to the complaints of British 
subjects that may be brought forw'ard for inquiiy by the Commission, that the right 
of the complainant in each case to the protection lie claims as a British subject 
should, wc arc of opinion, be duly intpiired into and decided by yourself before such 
case is inserted in the Schedule. Without this precaution, complications and waste 
of time may occur which it is desirable to provide against. 


8. Though the Commission is decidedly of opinion that it should limit its inquiry 
to cases of the dcscnption already adverted to, it •will of course be open to you to 
lay befoie it separate supplemental Schedules of both classes of complaints, which, 
though iK)t of a character to demand speeinl inquiry, may yet be regarded by you 
as of snflfcient impoitance, in support of tlic genera! allegations against the Gaekwar 
(Slovcriinient, to lender it proper that they shall fonii })an of the^ general case 
brought liefore the ComuiiBRiou. No complaint of a frivolous, vexatious, or petty 
character should, hovicver, find a place in these supplemental Schedules. 

^ 9 . There \nay probably bo some cases of a specially grave character, which, 

* though not falling under either of the two classes already adveited to, may yet be 
of so serious a natme as in your opinion to necessitate then being laid before the 
Commission as part of the general sidijcct for inquiry. If there arc any such cases 
it will b{‘ conxeniciit that they be rccoidcd in a separate Schedule for the considera¬ 
tion of the»Commission, which will bo guided by the merits of each such case as to 
the course it should take in dealing with it. 

You will doubtless give each case of this class duo consideration before inserting 
it in the Schedule so as to limit the entries m it strictly to such instances alone as 
ought clcaily to find a place tlicieiii, 

10. I trust it may be gcneially made known to, and l>c undcr^tood by, the persons . 
complaining, or desh ing 1 o prcfci toinpl.xints, against the IWoda Government that 
this Commission can receive nr> complaints direct, and that it is only empowered to 
inqSirc into or otherwi^e deal with such case'* as ai(* laid before it for that purpose 
by yourself as British Kesident. 

11 I will do inysell the honoui of forwai ding in a separate communu ation a letter 
to the Gackwars addicss, intimating to liiin the assembly of the Cominission 
and the course generally we pioposc to adopt in caiiying out the olyett of its 
deputation. , 

—The case of the Contingent will form the subject of n sepaiatc letter. 


From Pbesident, SpFciAr. Commission on I^aroda affuiis, to Ilis Highness Azim 
Mulhaii Rao Gai:kw\k Ssna Kiiaskei Siiumsiilki. Hximdoor, Maharaja 
of Baroda. 

Yoch lIioiiNLss ha« lieeii iufoi mod by the Viceroy and (iov^rrnor General of India, 
in His Excellency’s letter to >oui addicss dated 19 th September 187.% that if was 
hi^intention to appoint a Special Commission to investigate ceitain allegations in 
connection with tlie admiuistiation of Your Highness’ territories, which arc alluded 
to in gcmcral terms in that lettti. 

*I have now the honour ,t<» inkmn you that the Commission nominated by His 
• V lu Exeellcuey the Viceroy and Governor General for 

CoioneiKJ Mcud7Ts^i this puiposc, and composed of the Officers and 

Native geutloniaii named in the margin, has as- 
Iiu lion I w semblcd at Bombay in accordanc| with the in- 

( oioneiitVrui#.c.( , stiuctions laid down foi its guidaul'e, and that it 

• pi eposes k) proceed to Baroda qprthe 8 th instant, 

in view to carrying out the duty on which it has been deputed. * 

The Resident, Colone4 Fhayio, tJ.B., thiough whom this letter will be forwarded 
to Your Highness, will be lequestcd to furnish you with full particulars of the 
course the (Commission propose to take in the investigation it Lm to conduct, and 
the arrangements that may.rie needful an<l desirable on YourJli^ness’ part. 

He will also supply Your Highness with transcTipts of all complaints that he may 
deem it his duty to lay before the Commission tor inquiry, and generally with 
such information regarding its proceedings as should bo communicated to Your 
Highness. ^ • 

1 will only add that the natuiX' and scope of the Commission’s inquiries will be 
strictly limited to the subjects and 0 bj(‘cts stated in the letter from His Excellency^ 
the Viccioy and (lovcmor f’enernl to >our address, already adverted to, and that 
we rely with confidence on receiving from Your Highness, through the Resident, 
such assistance towards carrying out our investigation satisfactorily and with despatch 
as it may be in your power to adbid. 


Telegram No. 4 A C R, dated 26th November 18/3, 

From Foeeign Seceetabt, Viceroy’s Camp, Agr«, to Colonel R, J. Mfadr, Baroda. 


Vide T<*icpfram fVom Baroda beJow. 

Telegram, d»kted 25th November 1873. 

From Colonel U. .L Meade, Iktrodu, to Euiuign Soerctar), Viceroy 'h 

( orop, Agra. ^ 

KiesmBVT urge* inquiry into general ahum'*, ot revenm ndtniiiiHtnt> 
tion uudoppresuveratea of land as'^csKmeut. *V\’e do not (on'tdei this to 
have been mtendod bj (lovernineiit of [iidia. and eould noi he pr>>]«il\ 
carriod out'within n ronHouablc period, while ii iniglit emliuriahs the Ciiiekw.iriK 
Oovenimnnt by inletfering with the eolleclum of tiu. icvouuc. IMuuhl biguul 
Viceroy'# wisliou the subject. 


Youh telegrarn of yes¬ 
terday.* Viceroy approves 
your views, and does not 
desin* iiujuiry into revenue 
a<}ininistnitioii* and alleged 
oppressive rate of assesl- 
luent. 




No. 29 , dated Baroda, 1st December 1873. 

From Secret\R y, Special Commission on Raioda alfairs, to Secretary to the 

Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I AM directed by the President of the Special (’onimission on Baroda aOiiirs to 
report, tor the information of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor (joncral in 
Council, that little progress was made in the business of the (yonunission during the 
week ending 29th ultimo, its proceedings as regarded the taking of fresh evidence 
having been partially suspended, consequent on the urgciU request of the Resident 
to that effect, in view to enable him to eoinplete the prejiaration'of tlic Schedules, as 
originally desired by the President, and since repeatedly iiigcd on him, which he 
represented he \vas unable to do whilst compelled to atUmd the daily sittings of the 
Commission throughout the whole of the working hours of each day. 

2. The (’ommission has, however, contmued to sit daily as usual, and has dcvot(*d 
its attention to tlic eomphdion of such work as was practieohle. ’rims tlic r<*[tl5Nl(thc 
Durbar in the cases of the Sirdars and Beejapoor 'Phakoors was received and recorded, 
and the disposal of these eases, with the opiniof of the Commission on eacli, was 
almost finally eoneluded. 

3. On the 2(>th ultimo the orders of Government regaiding Ihe. inquiry desired 

by the Besidont into the general abuses of the Gackwar's revenue administration 
and the alleged oppressive rates of assessment imposed under it were received by 
telegram from your office, and were at once eotninurtieatcd to Colonel Phayre, with 
a request that he would hear the i*ame in mind in bringing forward further ea^s fot* 
inquiry by the Commission. ^ • 

1. As the RcBident 1ms intimated in reply that these orders and the course taken 
by the (yommission in requesting that he would draw a distinction between (l^the 
case of ordliary lirilish subjects visiting the Baroda State, who had been subjected 
to violencc^r otln'i* ill-treatment or oppression,* and (2) that 5f bankers or traders, 
residing in tiaekwar’s limits, claiming protection aa quasi-British subjeets on the 
score ot having come from British districts originally, or of having iiraueh firms or 
houses of busincs'5 therein, but whose grievances against the (iaekwar wcie such^as 
would ordinlirily form the subject of civil actions for nonpayment oi‘debts due, «c., 
would deprived him of the means of bringing forward most important evidence of 
inal-adrninistriBioiv as well as of Ills Highness Mulliarraos personal treatment of 
British bankers, trailers, ifee., who under the oxeeptioual couduct of the present 
Gackwar have no means of rediess for considerable losses, except through the 
medium of the Commission, the President deems it desirable to submit for the in- 

MicHidciit'. No. i 075 .<i<ni.'d.ii 7 thuinuK. formation of His Excellency in Council copies 

Our HocrctHiyVN(*.ai,aiitoa 2 brh ultimo. corrcspoiidcnce* thiit has passed on the 

subject, and to express his hope that the comse taken by the Commission, as set 
forth therein, and the communications already submittc'd lo your office, may meet 
with the approval of Government. 


5. Nothing, 1 am to add, can Ik‘ further from the wish of the Commission than to 
throw any difficulty in the Resident’s way, or to prevent iiis bringing forwwd any 
grievance that it is its duty to inquire into, under the iustructious conveyed in your 
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letter to the Goveniraent of Bombay, No. 2209 Pj dated ipth September last, but 
it baa from the first been clearly necessary to draw u line between grievances of this 
distinct character, in which the right of tlic British Govcmincnt to interfere is 
undoubted, and others in which, however serioub lo the parties concerned, such right 
does not clearly exist, or would not, under ordinar} circumstances, be exercised. 

6. The Comniissum has not in any way interdicted the entry in the Schedules 
under preparation by the llesidcnt of cases of the latter class wdtliin due and 
reasonable limits, but it lias directed that they may be shown in the supplemental 
lists instead of •Schedule I. pr II., which will enable the Counnission to deal with 
eflcli such case on its mei its* and to inquire into it or not, as may, on due consideration, 
appear desirable or necessary. 


No. 21, dated Baioda, 2Htli November IS/.'J. 

]^>om SccHKiMiv, Bahoda Commission, to Residlnt at Baroda. 

r AM directed by tlic President of the Baroda C’oiumission to acknowledge 
your letter. No. 1075. oryesterday’s date, and in re]>ly to state that, in the opinion 
of the Commission, the letter addressed lo >tm by the Piesideut from Bombay on 
the instant is sutlieiently clear and specific us to the course the Commission 
would adopt in carrying out the duty cntru^lfd to it by the Government of India, 
and that it is not prep.ired in any material respect to deviate from that course. 

2. With respect to the directions conveyed in my letter No. 2, of the KJtli instant, 
for the transfer from Si*hedule No. 1. to No. III. of certain cases of complaints of 
British subjects, which did not atqiear to the Cknumission to lull within the meaning 
and inttailion of paragraph 5 ol'tlie despatch ol'the (io\ eminent of India, No. 2209 Pj 
dated 19 th September last, I am instructed to point out that the absolute exclusion 
of these cases from tlie Sehedule was not required or intended, but merely their 
tiaijj^Csirfrom one Schedule to anothei. 

3. T'here is undoubtedly some difference of opinion between yourself and the 
Commission as lo what should constitute an absolute right to the protection of the 
British Government in this inquiry ol persons claiming to be British subjects, whose 
grievances are o( the cliaractcr set ibrth in the cases referred to, l)ut the arrange¬ 
ment that has been <lcc](l(d on will i\eludc no sucli case from the consideration of 
the (Joiumissioii, audit deems the line it has duiwn in this matter to be necessary 
and in accoidaiice with tin* intentions ol ilic (bnerimieut of India. 


4.*Undc*r the orders eoinmnuicati'd in my No. ii), dated 2 ()tli instant, the Gom- 
Aj^rion is unable (o tie grie\anccs which consist 01113 ^ of alleged oppressive 

assessment or taxation on the pait of the (iaekwar’s (ioveriiment, but there is no 
objection to a list of such grievances, wheie associated with violence or other ill- 
treatment towards the eomplainanls, of aeliaiacter likidy to cause gener^ discontent, 
lieing laid before the Commissioik in pint oi’Seheduie II., and the Ases entoed 
in such, lisf, w'hcn receiveih‘Shali have all due consideration ut tlia^ands of the 
Commission. • 


^5. Instances of gfoss bribery and eorruiitiou on ilie part of tlie chief Durbar 
officials, which you arc satisfied ought to he investigated, should of course be brought 
forward, in Schedules H. or III., as yon may yourself deem proicr. The Com¬ 
mission is not cognizant of any proceeding on its part that should have led you to 
suppose that it proposed to exclude such cases from inquiry by it. 


G. I am, in eonchtsioii, to state that the Commisrion can have no wish whatever 

to discourage parties who have real grievances and are entitled to be heard by it, 
from bnngingtlic same before it through \ our office, but it is bound to adhere closely 
to the views and instrmrions of the (ioveniTnent of India on all points on which 
such have lx?en coniinuuiealed for its guidani'c: and, where this is not the case, to 
follow the course of procedure ilia;, tiu eA]>trid\ice of its members suggests to it as 
the most proper and suitable uuder the circumstances. 



No. 1075* dated Baroda Residency, 27th November 1873. 

From Resident atBAuouA to Peesident, Bveoda CoMMifisroN. 

Refereing to your letter No. 2 , dated lOth instant, and the instructions therein 
conveyed, also to the instructions regarding revenue cases contained in the accom¬ 
paniment to your letter No, 19, dated yesterday, I have the honour to rcprcftcnt 
that the exclusion of the cases of British subjects residing in or trading with Baroda 
territory, as also the exclusion of bribery and revenue oases from such inquiry an^ 
record of the Commission as was ac’cordcd to those of the Sirdars, Mill deprive 
of the means of bringing forward most important evidence of mal-administration as 
well as of Ilis Highness Mulbarrao’s personal treatment of IJritish bankers, mer¬ 
chants, &c., who under the exceptional conduct of the present (Jackwar have 
no means of redress for considerable losses except through tlie mftlium of the 
Commfssion. 

2 . This exclusion will also, I fear, have a bad cHeef upon a iiiunbcr of other com¬ 
plainants, who have come to Baroda to represent their grievances in spite of the fact 
that the high officials against whom the 3 complain arc still in jjower. 

3. I trust, therefore, that all the evidence which I may bring before tlie Com¬ 
mission will be duly recorded, as in the cases alreadv sul>mitted, and that the rules 
laid down for British subjeett, in Ilis Excellency the Viceroy’s letter No. 22U9 P, 
dated J 9 th September, may be applied to the bankers, merchants', &c., who were at 
first included bv me in No. I. Schedule. 


No. 2*^97 F, dott'd F(^r< William, 22nd l)eccml)er 18/3. 

From Under-Slcretauv to the Govkhnmcnt of India, Foreign Department, 

to Pitnsini'NT, Buiodv Ci)tvi mission. 

With reference to the loiter fiom the Secretarv, Ibiroda ('omi 
dated the 1st instant, I am instiuetcd to slate ihaf His ICxcelloiicy 
Governor General in (‘'ouncil concurs in the views as to the dutie 
Commission therein expressed. 


nission, *?RJ>e9, 
the Viceroy and 
s of the Baroda 


No. 236, dated Bombay Castle, l 9 Lli January 1871. 

From Secretary to the Government of Bomimy to Si ( unAin to the Governmetw of 

India, Foreign Department, • 

1 AM directed to forward to 30 U, for submission lo liis Exeelleney the Viceroy 
and Governor General in (^ouneil, tlie 1 nclosed copy of a lettei from the Resident 
at Baroda, Np. 1, dated tiic 1 st instant, and the khurceta iheiewith forwaided to 
Ilis Execllen^ the Viceroy’s atldress, on the sulflect of the Coiiimission*of Inquiry 
at Barodp. ^ * * 

Copy of the khurectii to the address of Ilis Exeellejicy the Governor of Bombay 
is also enclosed. * 


1 No. 1, dated Baroda, 1st JnnuarvH/ 1 . 

From Resident at Baroda lo .secretary to tht' Governmi nt of Bomray, 

I HAVE the honour herewdlh to foiM'ard tAvo khureeta icceivt'd ycsteida> ev('ning 
from Ilis IIighnc'*B the Gaekwar, the one to the address of His Excellency the 
Viceroy and Governor General of India, and the other to the address of His 
Excellency tlic Governor of Bombay. 

With regard to His Hi|^hncss’ remark that he has given every assistance in aiding 
the inquiry by the Commission, I am'prepared to show, if Government deem it 
worth while, that in several instances such is not tlio case ; on the contrary, circum¬ 
stances have occurred which prove tlie very reverse. 

The difference of tone of this khureeta not only conti asts strongly with His 
Highness* last one of 25tb October last, but with the strong detemiination expressed 
bv Mr. Dadabhoy Nowroiee as to the reforms he was about to initiate at once. 
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1 was privately and confidentially informed by a highly respectable person who 
was present in Durbar when this khurcetu was signed, that His Highness hesitated 
to attach his signature, saying that it required consideration. He was, however, 
overruied by Mr. Dadabhoy Nowrojee, the Acting DcwaH. 


Dated Baroda Palace, 31st December 1873. 

From His Highness MttlhIr Kao Maharaja Gaekwah to Govbbnoii and Peesidbnt 

in Coi NciL, Bombay. 

I HAVE to request Your Excellency to forward the accompanying khurceta to His 
Eycellencv the Viceroy and Governor (Jeneral of India, A copy of the khurceta 
is enclosed fbr Your Excellency’s infoimation. 


Dated Baroda Palace, 31st December 1873. 

From His Highness Muluau Kao Maharaja Gaekwar to His Excellency 
* the Viceroy and Governor GENKUAii of India. 


1 abstained from replying to Your Excellency's khurceta of 15th November 
last, in order that my motives might not be misuiKlcrstood that 1 was anxious to lie 
rid of the Commission. The Commission ims done its work and 1 have given it 
every asbislance. It will make its Keporl, and 1 trust a copy of it wdll lie luinibhcd 
to me for my views, before Y(mr Excellency determines upon any friendly advice 
Your tlxcellcncy might think it for my good to give to me, 

I pass ov<M- all the distress of mind I have sutured, and other results from various 
caugc^uring the past nine or ten months. My only object at present in addressing 
tWfidiureeti to Your Excellencv is, ns a duty I owe to mj State, to iilace respect¬ 
fully my opinion on lecord, that the uppointment of the present Commission was 
not warranted by the existing relations between the two States, and that the events 
of the past nine or ten months, and an y action based upon them, should not be cited 
as a precedent on any lutuie occasion, I abstain at present ironi giving my reasons 
in order that 1 may not be misunderstood by any supposition that 1 am d(*birous to 
influence the result of the Commissi<in in any way. 

h'or the present I content myself wnth expiessing my‘ sincere thanks to Yonr 
Ejycllency for Your Excellency's louiteous correspondence, and calm and con- 
* sidcratc course towards me. 


* 1 beg to express the high consideration and esteem 1 entertain fbi Your Excellency, 
and subscribe myself Your lixcellency’* sincere friend. 


No. 7G4'1\ dated Fort William, 3l8t March 1874. 

• 

From Skcrexary to the Governmeni’ of India, Foreign Departm^t, to Secretary 

to the (Government of Bombay. . \ 

With reference to your letter No. 236, dated 19th January last, giving cover to 
a khurecta from His Highness the Gackwnr to the address of His Excellency the 
Viceroy, 1 have the honour to forward, for tiansinission to the (laekwur, u letter 
from Ills Excellency in reply, logctiier with a copy for record in your office. 

2. I am to requett that His Excellency’s letter may be delivered to the 
Gackwar with the leas* possible deiaXj iind that a copy of the Report of the Baroda 
Commission may at the same tn.jc h' given to His llighness. 



Khurecta, dated Fort William, Slat March 1874. 

From His Excellency the Viobroy and GovflaNoii Generate of India to His 
Highness Maharaja Mueuau Rad Sena Kuas Kuaxl Shdmbuebe 
Bahadoor, Gaekwar of Baroda, * 

I HAVE received Your Highness’ friendl}’ letter of 31st December 1873, and have 
instructed His Excellency the Governor of Bombay in (Jouncil to forward to Your 
Highness a copy of the Report submitted by the Jlaroda Commission, « 

The other part of Your Jlichncss’ letter will be more appropriately answered 
when the tnendly advice which I hope shortly to tender to Your Highness is 
given. 

I beg to express the high consideiation 1 entertain for Your IIi|^hncss and to 
subscribe myself your Highness’ sincere friend. 


No. dated Bombay Castle, 20th February !R71. 

From Sjxjietauy to the Government of JIomuav to Skcuetarv to i\vt 
Government of Inoi v. Foreign Department. 


BErvJiJtiNO to previous correspondence connected witl 
Special th>muussion of Inquiry on Bunjda affairs, 1 am direc 
lor the information of His Excelicno the Governor (lenci 


with the ujipointiucnt of a 
directe<i to Ibrwai'd herewith, 

.......,, ... (lencial in Council, copy of a 

letter, dated the 11th instant, fiom Colonel K. J. Meade, C.S.I., Prtsideni of the 
Cotnniissioii, rcp<)rting that the Commission has concluded its ]>rocccdingsf and that 
he proposes to dissohe it from tiic H>th idem. 

2. For the leasoiis slated in paragra])h 2 of Colonel Meade’s letter tliij^jovern- 
inent has permitted Mi. Mackenzie to continue to hold tlie otlicc of SeereSifry to 
tlie Commission until his woik is finUhed. 


Nt), ()1, dated Bombay, 1 Ith February 187*1. 


From President of the IUrodv Commission to Secretary to the Govi.Anment 

ot Bom in 


The Commission on Baioda affairs having concluded its proceedings toJ^lay^ 'l 
have the honour to state, for tlie mfbruiution ol Ills Excellency the Covenior in 
Council, that I propose to dissolve it on Monday next, the Kith instant, when the 
officers composing it will be availabh lor a leturii to iheir ordinary duties. 

2. As me vSecrctary, Mr. Mackenzie, will have to‘'superintend tlie proper com- ^ 
plction anh^espatcli of a large nuiyber of copies of the proceedings* of the Com¬ 
mission to the Foreign Oflice at Calcutta, I beg that liis continued employment tor 
this purpose till about the 2l)t]i iuotaut may be auiiiorised. 

3. It is' but justice to this haid-working officer that I should not oiiiit*^t]iis 
opportunity ^bringing to the notice ot His Excellency in Council the hcaity and 
willing aid has lendered to the Conunissiou,* and the excellent manner in 
which he has carried on the duties of Secretary, for which wc led much indchted 
to him. 


Both the Mamlatdars named in tlic margin lia\e also performed their duty while 

, , cniploved with the Commission in a 

Rno Nvlu'I> Ilulkrwlma llnbn)i of Sniai, in Nnsik Ut-.triit. i.*.x**..* ..... . ..l 

„ iiunitti Moiiuii Rail, of iJoimd, inkuiiu District. Satisfactory uianiKT and merit coiu- 

meudation. 
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No. 1196 , Political Department. 

From SECiRETAUYto the Government of Bombay to Secretary to the Government 

of India, Foreign Department. 

Sib, , , , 

I AM now directed by His Excellency the Governor in Council to transmit, 
for the consideration of the Government of India, the Report submitted by the 
Commission appointed by His Excellency the Viceroy to inquire into the adminis¬ 
tration of the Government 6f the Gackwar. 

2. When this Government in the first instance decided to recommend the 
appointment of such a (/ommission, (hey were fully sensible of the serious chiltaractcr 
of the step recommended. They could not but perceive that such an investigation, 
if resolved uppn, must be repugnant to all the notions which the Gaekwar might be 
expected to entertain of his own independent rights of sovereignty, and must \)& 
jealously watched by all the Native Rulers in India, who,, wbile reaping the benefit 
of our protection, are left in the enjoyment, in a greater or less degree, of sovereign 
functions according to circumstances. 

3. TJiese considerntions Were not, however, in the opinion of‘ this Government, 
sufficient to warrant them in disregarding the positive represcatations of* the 
Resident, supported, as they were, by the less ^authentic but repeated rumours of 
the oKtreme misgoverumcht existing at Jlaroda. <> His Rxcellcucy in (.\)uucil also 
ventured in the course of the correspondence to express in strong terms his opinion 
■as to the responsibility resting on the British Government in India in respect of all 
such matters. He urged that as the, British Government, in its capacity of 
paramount Power, invariably exerted itself to suppress disturbances, not only in its 
own territories but also in those of Native Princes—sometimes at their request— 
ftnd as it thereby relieved them from all fear of beihg deposed by their own subjects 
for misgbvermnent, it. did, in point of fact* assume to itself the moral responsibility 
for the continued nbuSe of }>owcr prevailing in any State, and was, therefore, 
hound ^protect the people of such a State, almost, if not quite, as much as its own 
ack^HwIwiged subjects. 


r- 


•4. The Government of India, howover, was not apparently prepared to take so 
broad a view of British responsibilities, and, in framing tlie instructions under which 
the Commission was ajipointecl to act, declared its reluctance to interfere umieces- 
surily with the details of the administralion ol‘‘ the Gackwar, who was responsible 
for tl^ good government of his country, and to whom the Viceroy in Council 
would look to take the necessary measures to redress individual grievances or 
remove evils that inighi be brought to his notice. 


5. The Commission, therefore, entered upon their duties with this main direction 
before them; and, in the v(‘ry laborious ami careful iiupiiry vvliich they have now 
brought to a close, they have evidently cndeavounal to discriminate, as far as was 


practicable, between the matters which it was their bounden duty to examine, and 
tijose which they oumbt to leave to ho dealt with in u proper maniier by the 
Gackwar anc^ his Ministers. * V 

6. Th(! inquiries of the Cotninission wore based on three vScbcdules of conrfpla'mts 
submitted to them by the RcKi(k'nt, viz.; 


\ Schcilulc No. 1 .—Complaints of British subjects, • 

Schedule No. 2 .—Complaints of Baroda subjects of general mi^ovemment. 
Schedule No. 3.—MisceRancous complaints, and those similar t^No. 2. 


apparently in a spirit 


vengeance 


necessity”—of proceedings-towards wealthy individuals “highly arbitrary,” and 
warranting the conclusion that t hey have grounds for alarm and anxiety as to the 


security and freedom from molestation t)f tliemselves and their property.” 
Bay his (the (lackwar’s)" proceedings have been unusually harsh and 

C £ 1. _1____!_.•__ .. • *1 • . 


They 

severe 



** culated to bring discredit on {lis Highn^s* administration, and to excite distrust 
“ and alarm among a large wrtion of the infiacntial and respectable classeb of the 
‘‘ community.” Again, ** There is grave ground for tlte doubts expressed by the 
Resident as to the trustworthinebs of tlie Durbar’s stulemcuts and documents in 
“ matters in which it has an interest in suppressing the facts.” Again, *‘.The case 
“ being thus disposed of,*tlie (’oramission can only record its opinion that it 
furnishes a horrible instance of the abuse of power and ihe suffering to which 
“ people arc liable, directly consequent on the employment by the Durbar of unfit 
“ and untrustworthy men on such responsible posts.” Again, “ The, employraent 
“ of such ])ersons must involve a very large amount of rdisgovernmeni within their* 
“ respective charges, which probably never comes to the Durbin’s knowledge. 
“ Where, os in the case of Balwunt llao 'rrimbak, they me proteges of any of the 
“ mem^rs of the Durbar, they appear to be pracLicalh subject to no re.d control, 
“ and to be able to do with impunity almost as they like,” Again, “ The Com- 
" mission is further of opinion that the explanation *giveii to it by*the Durbar 
“ Agent in both these cases is altogether ilnsatibfaclorx, and in no way relieves the 
Maharaja from the grave and senous personal suindal involved iu the shamefully 
* oppressive treatment to which these poor women were ''ubjccted,” And again, 
“ The Commission can only form the opinion, that several ca'se?i of the description 
“ stated have undoubtedly occurred, involving an al)use of power on the part of the 
“ Maharaja and oppression by certain iriferior Durbar olfieials and servants, which 
“ have brought a most serious scandal on the personal character of the Chief himself 
“ and the administration c»f which he is the hrod.” * ^ 


a 
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7 . I have bet'll directed to bring tliese passages prominently to notice, for the 
reason that His Exeelkmcy in Council regaids them as establishing conclusively, 
that the ResitU'nt did his l>oiiudeu dulj in bringing the abuses to notice, that the 
appointment of the Commission was very netcssiiry, and that the present adminis¬ 
tration of Baroda cannot reasonably be looked to 10 redre&s individual grievances or ' 
remove e^ ils that may be brought to their notice. 

8 . The next (|uesU()n which piesents itsedf is the means wliieh ought to be, or 
which, it maybe said, can be adopted for ensuring faiilygood adiniuistraciw^n 
till* lutuie. And the first step towards its solution will be the examluation of 
the charaeler of the Gaekwar and his Miiiistei" a-, depicted in the Report. Of the 
Gackwar himself the Commissioners sa}--- “ Slil!, making e\cry allowance for the 

feelings that would natuially actuate a poison ot Ills Highness Mulharrao’s dis¬ 
position under such ciicumstanees, il is impossible to avoid the conviction, from the 
vindictive nature of hi'' proceedings towards so large a nunibei of persons as in this 

“ instance, and his violent and spoliatory treat- 
n<hi - Hh ndiidumn n. siiUm of niaiiv of them, as also his measures 

“MumiuKv’s » uu niimtnd “ tow.iids coitain baukcvs aiid liiamdors, un(?the 

“ Bt'iii.'i.vlcliaraeterin Ollier iinportiuitrespc-ctsof 
“ Ins adnunisti at ion during the last tliree years, 
“ that he is not a Prince who can be ica'-onablv expected to introduce, of himself, the 
“ change of 93 stem absolut(l 3 ' necessary to leform existing abuses, and to place tfie 
“ adiniuistraUoii on a footing to entitle it to the cAnfideiue and silipport o^)the British 
“ Governme&Wand the lo 3 al and willing obedience of* all its subiects.” *()f the 
Ministei*s the Commissioners observe—‘'Nor, however well-disposed His Highness 
miglit himself be to concur in the adoption of the measures ueoessaiv tothisohjecL 
couJd thoy,*in our opinion, be alteiiipted w'lth any prospect of success with the 
aid of Ills prcY'iit Ministci and principal officials, most of whom, so far as we can 
“ judge, arc b 3 »no means of the class ot‘ men that should fill such responsible and 
“ important posts.” And in an earlv part of the Hepoit there is the following descrip¬ 
tion of each of the chief persons of ihe Court:—“ Oi these persons the Jfiist two 
“ are His Highness’ brothers-in-law. 'The Devvan is stated to be ignorant andinox- 
“ pcrienced, and to be quite unfit lor the responsible duties of* his office. He has also 
“ the reputation of being very avaricious, and of having alrcad 3 ' amassed considerable 
“ wealth by taking improper advantage of his position. 

“ The Senaputty is favourably spoken of, but has probably little real influence. 

” Of the members of the High Court— 

“ Govindrao Mama is not fiivourably spoken of. 

“ Balwuntrao Dev was formerly^ dismissed from the post of Knrbharcc of I.<unaw'ttra 
for taking bribes, and bears an indifferent character in his pieseut office. Hois 


ft 
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stated to have been fined and dismissed the service by the late Ruler for comipt 
practices. 

“ Bapubhai Daiashankar bears a good reputation, and is a respectable man. 

“ Mtrtiinclrao Anna is not well spoken of, but has little weight. 

“ The Kevenue Commissioner is regarded as a harsh authority in matters 
relating to his department, and is stated to have been accused of oppression and 
brilicry. 

"The Sir Fouzdar appears to have been mixed up in several of the oppressive 
and irregular •proceedings that have been the subject of complaint before the Com- 
ftiission, and is said to have been sentenced to imprisonment by the late Chief for 
taking liribes, 

“ Tho Deputy Ivcveniie Cornniissioncr was formerly dismissed the service of the 
British Government, in coniieetiou with charges of miscondiitt and taking Iwribea, 
The popul;uvo})inion of this yiau is stated to be most unfavourable. 

“ Thcae appears to be nothing to remark regarding the Famavis, but the Con¬ 
troller of the State Banks and Privy Purse is said to be regarded as an unscrupulous 
agent of the Maharaja’s, and his name has been unfavourably mentioned in 
conneciiou with some of the eases that have come before the Commission. 

The opinions regarding tlie above-mentioned pecsons recorded in these remarks 
have been gathered partly from the Kesidept and partly frpm independent inquiries 
by ouTselves.” 

Mis Excellency in Council, tlicreTorc, desires to express his concurrence in the 
opinion, likewise given in the Report, that under such circumstances as the present it 
is hopeless to look for any effectual measures of reform and improved government 
at the hands of* the ]ircsont Ruler and his advisers, apd “ that those can only be 
“ introduced through the intervention and under the auspices of the British 
“ Government.” To this end it is essential, and indeed the least that can be 
done with a view to placing the administration on a footing to entitle it to the 
confidence and support of the British Government and the loyal and willing 
obedience of its subjects, that the Ministers and other officers above enumerated 
sliouyt<.be removed Irom office, and that the Minister be selected with reference to 
hJl^dministrativo abilities and special qualifications for tlie post, and not liable to 
removal without the special orders of the British Government. 


10. Mis Excellency does not forget that the Gackwar has lately submitted 
to Government bis selection for the post of Dewan of Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojec. 
'I'his gentleman stands high in llic estimation of many persons both here and in 
EngSnnd, and would no doubt make every efibrt in iiis power to introciuce a better 
.system of govermuent. It is, therefore, to be rcgrc'tteu that certain circumstances 
altogether, preclude thi^ expectation of successi’ul results from his endeavours. 

^ At a late interview which he had v,'ith llis Excellency the Governor he fairly 
admitted that he had not had the slightest practical experience in public affairs, 
though ho bad made them the subject of much study, lie likewise stated that 
the present Dewan would remain about the person of the Gackwar uiidcr the title 
oV Eritiniiihe, and that the four Parsec gentlemen from Bombay, to whom he 
proposed f .0 eiitruftt the four ehrief departments of the (ioverurnentjt would have 
associated Avith them the Ministers Avhoare this moment in chargejF It would be 
difiicult to imagine a worse arrangement, 'fhe (jackwar and his agents ttrould be 
enabled to shelter tJiemsclvcs'beliind Mr. Dudabhai’s reputation, and he Avould be 
\)owerlcss for any j’el'oriji of abuse.s. • 

11. This Governmeni, .Ihereforc, hope that llis ]‘]xcellciiC 3 /the Viceroy in 
(’ouncil wdl be prepared to authorise them to rccoimnend a fit person to the 
Gackwar'lt>r nominulion by him, on the nudcrstaiuliug mentioned above. If this 
arrangement werh sanctioned, the ngw Minister would be left lo the exercise of his 
discretion as to the time and mode in which His Highness should he invited to 
introduce the necessary clmnges. 'Phe Resident would be instructed to give the 
new Minister ajj due support, and, as a mle, to transact all .official business through 
him, and as far as p<)Hsible, in tlic absence of special requests to the contrary from 
the Minister, to limit his trail -actions with the Gnekwsir to visits 
ordinary social intercourse. 


visits of ceremony and 




12. His Excellency in Council Las thus endeavoured to explain the measures 
which he hopes may produce an improvement jn the administration of Baroda> and 



His Excellency the Commander-m-Chief and the Honourable Mr. Rogers are 
apwehensive that more decided measures will ere long be required. 

The Honourable Mr. Tucker feels himself unable to concur in parts of this 
letter, and has recorded a separate Minute in which he has given expression 
to his views. A Minute by the Honourable Mr. Rogers is likewise trausniitted at 
his request. . 

13. In conclusion I am to state that His Excellency in Council proposes to 
forward a separate communication on the subject of the reorganisation of the 
(Contingent. 

Bombay Castle, .5th March IH74. 


t 

Minutk by the Honourable Mr. Tuckek. 


1. The Report of the Baroda Commission, though not so exhaustive nor so 
searching as the instructions contained in tlie letter of the Government of India 
No. Si209 P, dated J9th September 1873, had led me to hope it would be, discloses 
quite sufficient to establish to my miijd the existence of an intolerable state of 
misrule in the Gaekwar’s dominions, both subsequent and antecedent to the accession 
of His Highness Mulharrao to the position of Ruler, The picture drawn by the 
Commission, though not so well defined or so faithful a representation as it might 
have been made if the examination of the Commission had been more minute and 
its vision more penetrating, still reveals a state of facts which fully justify the 
earnest <Iemand of the Resident for a radical change in the administration, and 
amply vindicates the action taken by this Government and the Government of 
India for the purpose of ascertaining the precise condition of affairs in the Baroda* 
State, and with the intention, it js to be presumed, of applying a remedy, if eVils and 
abuses calling for interference should be shown to have existed. 


2. I desire to impute no blame to the President or members of the Conuuission 
for the imperfect nature of their performance of the delicate and difficult iRsk 
assigned to them, as 1 have been Informed that they received instructions to contract 
the scope of the inquiry, and to bring it to a conclusion as speedily as possible. I 
deem it only fair, however, to the Kesidciit to notice this point, as I believe with 
him That a fuller and less superficial investigation would have brought to light facts, 
which would have irrefragably proved that C’olonel Phuyre had in no way 
exaggerated the character of the evils which had come under his observation* and 
had not been premature in his vigorous denunciation of them. In fact, I am of 
opinion that, considering the opposition which , this distinguished soldier.and 
conscientious public servant must have known he would have had to encounter iit 
attempting to put an end to a chronic state of mal-administration which had grown 
up under the inert and feeble “ laissez fairc ” policy of his predecessors, he deserves 
the highest praise for the courage, energy, and unswervii^ determination with which 
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services he will have rendered in bringing prominently before the consideration of 
the Viceroy ip Council and the Secretary of State for India the Vctual circumstances 
of the Baroda State, and in thus drawing the attention|of those high authorities 



rule of conduct among Indian Political officers, woultl appear to be objects deserving 
the especial attention of Indian Statesmen. This policy, which has found strenuous 
advocates among a number of writers and theorists, both European and Native, on 
the more difficult problems presented by Indian Government, appears now to require 
reconsideration, as the increased knowledge which we at present possess of the 
results of the inaction which has been so long maintained indicate some unsoundness 
in the theories which have hitherto met with so much support. 

3. The Commission in their guarded and euphemistic declaration of opinion 
admit that a majority of ftie Gaekwar’s principal officers and advisers are unfit for 
their positions, and that several of them are of damaged character. Some are 


stated to have been convicted of bribeiy and punished by fonner Rulers or by the 
British Government, and others, includinf( the Dewaffi, the principal official of the 
State, are described as making their offices tlio means of accumulating illicit gains, 
while those of best repute appear to have the least influence. The appointments of 
the chief executive officers are purchased, and the collection of the revenues is 
entrusted to farmers,, who have to recover from^ the occupants of land and other 
inhabitants the prices paid to the Durbar or its officials for their posts, and who, to 
secure their expected profits and to enforce comfdiance with their demands, resort, 
to those ancient practices of torture wiiich were formerly prevalent throughout 
India, hot have long ago'happily disappeared from the territories which for any 
length of tinic have been subject to liirt'ct British rule. The Commission are 
furtiier of opinion that, complaints against (oppressive levies by these officials 
ordinarily obtain no redress, but often lead to fuithcr ill-treatment of the complain¬ 
ants by the Chief Minister, or the so-called Revenue (Commissioner. 

4. It is also dcelarod in tlic Report that bankers and mercantile tirmsnot in favour 
with the Ruler are arbitrarily dealt with and molested, and have no substantial 
security for their persons or their property. That flogging is administered so 
cruelly and with such little precaution as to have led in o»ie instance to the death 
of the person flogged, and that respectable women, married and unmarried, arc 
seized in open day in the streets of the chief city by court servants, and converted 
against their will into bouseliold slaves in the ])ulace, where, if sufficiently attractive, 
they^re subjected to dishonourable treatment. Tliat reductions have been matie 
among the servants of the State, military and civil, which have been arbitrary and 
unjust, and carried out in a spirit of hate and vengeance ; and that hereditary offices 
and rent-free lands Imve been attached and retained in sequestration for long periods 
without inquiry, while the favourites and confidential advisers of the late Gaekwar 
have been pursued in a spirit of malevolence and revenge, 'ilmt a practice of 

‘extorting confession obtains to some extent, and the corporal jiunishment of women 
has beAi only recently forbidden. That the jails are witlumt proper regulation, 
and that justice is dispensed in a fashion on which no reliance can he jdaced; that 
fictitious records are (abricated, where a particular purpose is to l>e se.r\ ed, and true* 
on«8 falsified; and that,.finally, the entire system of administration is bad and calls 
urgently for reform. 

5. These conekisions have been arrived at by the Commissioners without any 
examination of seveial serious allegations brought t(» notice by the Resident, the 
most important of which was the case of Bhow Scindia, the ex-minister of His 
Highness Khunderao, who had been instrumental to the imprisonment of His High¬ 
ness TVIulharrao in his brother's lifctiintx and who, there is much reason to suppose, 
died in prison by foul means. The investigation of this case would have been a 
deceive test of the point to which mal-adininistnition had been carried, and the 


tnnission to attempt to ascertain the truth of the charges made against His Higli- 
- Mulharrao’s administration in connexion with the death of the ex-minister 


ness ivjuiaarrao s a(imimstration m 
and of those three other adherents of the late fiackwar who had also died while 
iir confinement in the State prison of Barodu, creates a gap in the inquiry which 
cannot easily be bridged over. 'J'he Bombay Government had directed a former 
Resident t(f make an inquir;^’.into the charge with reference to Bhow ^ndia’s death, 
but at that time sufficient evidcnct^ was not fbrthcomiug to enable tHe Government 
of Bombay to arrive at any dehnite conclusion. Colonel Bliuyre, after renewed 
investigation, docs ilot appear to have doubted his aliility to establish the truth of* 
the accusation; and, unless it was considt'red inexpedient l>y higher authority to 
push the inquiry to this length, there would seem to have been no^ sufficient reason 
for excluding from the scrutiny of the tJommission the gravest*of tile charges which 
had been brought against the Prinet and the Durbar. In the interests of the 
citizens of Baroda and of the inhabitants of the large territory ruled over by the 
Gaekwar, it was of the most vital imporiancc that it should be determined whether 
the entrance to a Baroda prison was a portal to the grave ; and no complete estimate 
of the extent or character of the misride which prevailed, nor of the judgment or 
discretion of the Resident in rocornmending the adoption of strong measures to 
terminate such misgovernmeni, ■...■;n be formed while tliis most important and signi¬ 
ficant allegation remains - unverified or unrefuted. The Commission have thought it 
right k) pronounce only a mild condemnation of the established misdeeds of the 
Maharaja and of his officials ; it remaiqs, therefore, lo those on whom it devolves to 
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condition of the Jarge number of persons who have suffered bj such miadeedej or 
who are liable to suffer if the abominations brought to light are not edbctually 
grappled with und put an end to. 


). I may here appropriately rcrord that the revelations of the Report have fully 
firmed the opinions which 1 luul independently formed oi' the corruption and 


6 . 

confirmed the opinions which i luia iiiaependeiUJy formed of the corruption 
thorough depravity which has niarked tlie Government of the Baroda State for a 
long time p^t—a deplorable state of affairs which has been concealed more or less 
from view by the incapacity of some of our recent Residents to detect the evils 
around them, and by their remliness to acquiesce indolently in any representations 
which the Durbar might put before them. I had not been long in the Government 
Wore I became convinced in my own mind that the Reports which we received 
from Baroda in the time of the late (Colonel Barr were not to be relied on, and that 
the supposed improvements in administration which he frequently called attention 
to, were shams and not realities. A careful observation of a continuous series of 
cases has convinced me that the action gf the DurbaV in dealing witfi its own sub¬ 
jects, or with foreigners with wliom it had transactions, or witli the British Govern¬ 
ment, was wholly devoid of princtple or rectitude, and tliat under the cover of 
institutions which were supposed to be modelled after the example of our own 
methods ol‘ administration, a purely arl)itrary government was carried on, which was 
not rcgulatcd by any regard to truth or justice, but was made instrumental to the 
gratification of the lust, avarice, vanity, superstition, or malevolence oi‘ the Ruler 
and of his favourites in jjower. Some c)f the cases to which I refer have been 
investigated by the Commission ; others hnvo boon passed over by them v;Tthout 
examination, as not within the limits of their huiuiry ; and the remainder, in con- 
sc()ncnce of* their having been previously dispO'^ed o^* or fin* other reasons, have not 
come under tlieir notice at all. 
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7. As an illustration of this last class of cases I may mention two which have 
been recently before Government, whicli will show the characK*!' of the Gaekwars 
judicial administration—I refer to the cases of Bajeerao Bapoojec and of Ami 
Sakooiay, reported in the Rcsideiirs letters Nos. 195-931, and 17-70, date 
13tli October IH7;5 and 21.st January 1S7 1. 

. ' * 'w 

In the first of these cases a daring murder was committed by the administration 
of drugs lor the iiurposc of robbery, and the supposed offender W'as apparently 
arrested while making f)fi‘with his booty. This huik place earl}' hi February 1S7I, 
and the aceus('d was examined, and several iucriminatf>ry dcpo.sitions taken, when he 
was thrown into prison withoui any conviction being recorded or any sentence passed 
on him. lie remained in prison till the middle of May, when, being a British 
subject, thi^ Ri'sident, on th<'representation of a magistrate of a British district, 
m:i(le iiuiuiry respecting him of the Durbar, lie was tlicn taken Iicfbre the same, 
(huirt which had made the preliminary inquiry on wliicli he had betm committed Jo 
jail, and arraigned for murder, and all the previously taken d(;positions were scad 
over, and witliout opjiortinnty for defence he was convicted and sentenced to 
imprisonment for life with the ap]>roval of the Gaekwar, M'hich is entered on .the 
record to have been jircviously signified Although thew^ was apparently no reason 
for postponing this mans trial, he was kept in prison without a tiial, till the Resident 
asked about^ini, and then a proceeding, which cannot be recognised as a >rial, was 
held, and conviction and seiitcnoe recorded. Jt ^lay be inferred that he was 
detained irregularly in prison to give him an opportunity of paying to emancipate 
himself from* the clutches of the law, and then, to meet the supjiosed requiremefits 
of the representative of the British Government, a fallacious record appears to have 
been drawn up with the view of showing that the mari had been formally tried and 
sentenced. 


8. In the second instance a woman was cruelly murdered, and two sowars, to one 
of whom she had licen mistresS, were supposed to have been concerned in the crime. 
They had disappeared from Baroda, and were alleged to have concealed themselves 
in British territory, and warrants were sent to Bombay and Poona for their arrest. 
At Poona a Baroda detective found the uncle of one of the supposed murderers, and 
this third person was then ehargetl with the murder, and through the assistance of 
the then Resident (Colonel Shortl.) taken to Baroda and cast iiiUi prison, where he 
was kept eight months without trial, on the plea that the other ofienders had not. 
been arrested, and notwithstanding his assertion that he had left Baroda some 
mouths before the commission of the offence, and was at Poona at the time the 


mutder was committed. It seems ckar that this man s name was not mentioned in 
the orieinal depositions, or a warrant would have lieen issued for hi» apprehension 
as well as for the arrest of the others. A deposition appears to have been fabricated 
to connect him with the charge originally preferred against the other two and it 
would seem probable that he was only detained in custody with the view of obtaining 
information through him of the whereabouts of the real murderers, who have hitherto 
managed to escape a}^prehcnsion. 

9 My object in referring to these two eases, which, apparently, are not excep* 
tional ims been to show that, even on occasions where it was proper that the 
criminal law should he put in force, proceedings have been so conducted as to lead 
to the conclusion that opportunities to escape punishment are given to real offenders 
who can afford to pay, and that an innocent person may be detained without trial 
for a long term as a means of reaching suspected criminals. 

10 In 1871 T visited Baroda with tire view of removing the widow of His 
Hiehness Khiindcrao Gaekwar into a plaiie where she could be protected from any 
attempt on her life, which she professed to fear, and at the same time be prevented 
from attempting to introduce a supposititious jfbn in case of her giving birth to a 
dauchtcr as afterwards happened ; and from what came to my knowledge on that 
occasion ’and from information I have from time to time received from persons with 
whom I had acquaintance who had connections at Baroda, or who have been 
employed in the service of the Baroda State, I have come to the delilicrate convic¬ 
tion that not only is the real state of affairs at Baroda mucli worse than has now 
been*'represented by llic (Jominission, but that any refusal lo recognise and 
terminate the misgovcrninent of that State, which has endured far too long, will 
bring great discredit on the British Government in India. 

11. If this be conceded, two questions then arise— 

\sf. Are the remedial measures proposed by the Commission likely to be 

’sufficient? And i i.- i -in • ^ ^ 

awf//?/. If not, what more effectual reform can be proposed which will be consistent 

with our relations to this Native State ? 

12. The first question must, I think, he answered in the negative. The dismissal 
of die entire body of Durbar officials, and the introduction, into some of the more 
important posts, of selected persons trained in British districts, and the nomination of a 
new Minister who should be approved by the British Government and be irremovable 
except under their orders, are ail of them good preliminary measures, but it seems to 
me will prove inefficacious unless some limitation is placed on the arbitrary power 
of the Maharaja. li' the Chiefs power continue unrestricted, and authority to 
intervene between the Prince and the Minister be delegated to the Kesident, there 
will be a ])crpctual struggle and clashing of authority ; and with a Ruler such as 
llis 4Iighncss Mulharrao has shown himself to he, I think it is certain either that he 
wijl succeed in getting his way, and misrule will more or IcvSs continue as at present, 
or there will he a constant conflict between the Prince and the Resident, the con¬ 
sequences of which will be most pernicious to his unfortunate subjects. Such an 
arrangement will necessitate a frequent interference with details, a proceeding which 
the (iovermnent of ^udia have declared to be undesirable. Measures such as the 
Commission propose might,have answered at an earlier stage of thcy^isordcr, 'but 
the disease has extended too far to leave any cnance t>f cure without a resort'to more 
heroic treatment. , 

l.S. In answer to the second question I would state as my opinion that the annexa¬ 
tion of a Native State, in consequence of the misgovemment of its Ruler, or even 
the temporary assumption of manageuamt by British officials, for ,a limited tenn, 
would not ho justifiable on the part of the Paramount Power, while any other remedy 
was practicable, which, wliilc preserving the integrity of the State, would give it a fair 
’ chance of reforming itseif, and putting a terminatiom to the evils and abuses which 
have necessitated external interference. And the natural and just remedy^ for the 
existing state of things appears to me to lie to force the Maharaja to give to his 
subjects a written constitution to which, after it has been once settled, he wilk be 
bound to conform, under pain< t‘ being iet aside iti favour of the next heir in case of 
any violation on his part of the compact so made. It appears to me that it would 
not be difficult to draw lip a charter, defining broadly the rights of the subjects, and 
the obligations of the Prince, and declaring the fundAmental principles on which the 
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which laws are to be made and enforced and the other more important parts of the 
administration conducted. 

14. I fear that this may be considered a strange and inadmissible proposition 
simply on the ground of its novelty, as I do not remember to have seen in the course 
of my reading on Indian topics such a suggestion made Inifore; but on my broach¬ 
ing the subject to an eminent Native administrator, who has successively held office 
in two large I^tive States in different parts of India, and gained a high reputation for 
ability and jud^ent in the management of public affairs, he informed me that ho 
had long ago come to the conclusion that the remedy f have suggested was tlic 
proper mode of dealing with Native States when they had fallen into a condition . 
which rendered the intervention of the Paramount Power requisite. 


15. At my request this gentleman,' who does not w'isL his name to be matle 
public at present, has favoured inn with^ a short memorandum giving an able 
exposition of Ins views on the matter, and has also drawn out a sclicme of a con¬ 
stitution which he considers might with advantage be adopted in a large State. lie 
had but little time to mature his project, and frankly admits that it is susceptible of 
iirprovement; and although it is clear that some parts of his schemes will require 
modification, yet on the whole 1 consider ins paper so able and creditable 

. ViU. Appendix A. «. .hi. Mi.u.., submit if ill the cxuct shape it 

reached me, anti to ieavc the details to be settled 
hereafter, should it appear to the Government of India or to tiie Secretary of Slate 
that the course whicli he has pointed out, and which I have ventured to rccommond 
for adoption, is worthy of consideration. I may mention that, after 1 had found that 
the idea of the introduction of constitutional government into a Native State was ap¬ 
proved by a Native official of wide experience in tlie management of such States, I 
discussed the question as one of general application with Native gentlemen of niy 
acquaintance, and I have come to the conclusion that a measure of this description 
would be popular among the educated classes, and, 1 am inclined to think, would be 
generally approved of, except by the (Jiiiefs personally concerned and the o'fficial 
favourites and hangers on, w'ho now in ill-governed States aceumulate wealtli and 
tlirive at the expense of the uuforlunatc inhabitants of those territories. 

16. For iny own part, I consider that a gradual change from arbitrary to con¬ 
stitutional government is absolutely necessary for the prc^sci vation of the integrity 
of these States and for the prevention of their ultimate armibilatiou and tlm 
absorption of'their territories within the British dominions. It is generally re¬ 
cognised among the nations most advanced in civilization that unrestricted arbitrary 
government can never be good government, even when directed by an .able imd 
humane despot, sensible of his obligations to the people over whom he has aeipiired 
rule; and it is iiigh time that it should he understod that this form of govenuuoiit 
must gradually cease in India. It seems to be unreasonable to hope for any ilu- 
proveinent in a Native State where everything is made to depend on the will of tlio 
ruler; and the natural check upon such a system, viz., the rising of tlic people 
against tyranny and oppression, is rendered inoperative by the oveiw’helining force 
of the Britisii nation, which servos to protect a wicked oiv-incompetent Ruler from 
any serious revolt on the part of his subjects. It m impossible fof the Natjve States 
to stand still ^oiig the changes of tbouglit and growth of civilization whieli is 
slowly bul surely developing around them ; and if nothing be done to provide the 
means of improvement within themselves, they must steadily deteriorate, us in this , 
Presidency they have generally done when not under temporary iiritisli luanagi;-' 
ment, and this process of degeneration will go on till their extinction is called for by 
the general voice^of the country. 


17 . I am of course aware that any change in this direction would be likely to be 
more beneficial and enduring if it proceeded from the voluntary action of the Native 
Princes to whom my remarks apply ; and it appears to me that movements of this 
kind will be encouraged and facilitated if the Supreme Government, on an occasion 
like the present one, openly avows its desire for permanent internal reform, and 
shows by its action that, when a proper opportunity offers, it will enforce, in the 
interests of the people of the State, such salutary alterations in the previously 
established order of things ns may be necessary to secure the main objects of good 
government. If it be clearly demonstrated that we have no desire, in consequence 
of the disorders of Native States, to increase the possessions of the British Crown, oi' 
to advance any selfish interest, 1 think that our acts will not be open to mis- 


construction, and that the enforcement of an effected and enduring reform in 
the Baroda State will meet with the approval of* thinking portion of the pnbhCf 
whether European or Native, and will in due course of time be liailed as a groat 
blessing bj the people in whose favour this important change will have been mode^ 

18. I‘readily admit that it is not to be supposed that the present Gaekwar will 
consent to such an«altcration of his position without great ]yressure, and perhaps a 
demonstration of physical force, and that probably such an iunovq|iion as I have 
proposed may temporarily excite discontent and alarm among other Native Chiefs 
(»f]rs class,•such as the Maharajahs Sindiah and Holkar. I think, however, that 
we have ample power to'carry out a policy such as 1 ha\'c indicated, and^ that pro- 
batdy a more favourable opportunity will never be found for initiating action of this 
description, which, though it may involve some difficulties aud be attended with 
some risk, must nevertheless some day be taken, and will possibly become more 
difficult and dangerous if pystponed. 

19 . The day has gone by wiicn it can be said to be advantageous to British 
domination in Hindustan to allow misrule in Native States to exist as a contrast to 
the more orderly and more liberal administratiou of British India, and I would suggest 
that at the presemt time the inisgovernmcnt of such a State as Baroda, if unr|preH8ed, 
will be a real and increasing clement of danger, regarding which precautions will 
have to be taken, as the discontent created and fomented by such a system may 
increase to large proportions, and the sufferers by such a state of affairs will find 
inamy sympathizers in our own subjects, who will consider the British Governmeut 
responsible for the abuses which it has neglected effectually to stop. 


20. I am aware that ir will be oljectcd by some that a stringent measure of the 
character which I have advocated will be opposed to our engaj^ements with the 
(jiiekwar’s predecessors when >vc were weaker and the Baroda Chiefs comparatively 
strongei' and more capable of iinngd resistance, and that the gradual limitation of 
the monarchical rights claimed by Native Princes which T contemplate, will be but 
a poor return for the assistance which some of the principal Chiefs rendered in the 
great mutiny of 1857, some by active assistance, and others hy remaining neutral, till 
<i)fdcr w’as restored. The first of these arguments will apply' to any intervention on 
the ])art of the Britisli (jovernment which goes beyond the giving of advice, and I 
think it will hardly be coniended by any sane person that a degree of niisgoveni- 
inent in a Native State r.iuy be attained, which will nol only justify but render 
imperative tin; active interference of the Paramount Power fur its suppression. If 
jthis be lulmitU'd, tiie only question to be dctenniucil now is, whether the point 
whicb justifies active iutervenlion has been reached in the present instance. 


21. If tins question be (h^cided in the affirmative, it would seem that external 
pUpssure may be applied to secure a complete measure of reform with more reason 
^iliaii to support an attempt to obtain the same result by nieaus which are apparently 
iuadequato, and it is on tliis ground that I would urge tliat the more coinplett* 
remedy whicii 1 propose shouid be |)referred to the insufficient palliative which has 
*J*ound favour with the Ck)inrai8sion. 


22. W,\tU reference to the secftnd objection which I have noticed, it seems to me 
that no gratitude for the services of deceased (Jhiefs will reliev e us^oin the superior 
obligation which we owe p) the subjects of the Gaekwar, whom we ^practically 
i-estraiu, to represB oppression and tyranny ; and where two duties come in conflict, 



the inhabitants of those States in comparison with the tenderness which has been 
exhibited to weak and vicious Rulers. It may further be remarked that il* the 
integi-ity of the Stale be preserved, a redistribution of power within can hardly be 
considered an act of ingratitude to fijrmer occupants of the Gadi. 


2:k It may \k as well here to refer to another argument which has been advanced 
in favour of inaction, viz., that ti^e condition of the GaekwaPs dominions,is nof ranch 
worse than the condition of oihcr large Native States in other parts of India. This 
may be true or not, as I have not sufficient means of knowingly but if true, which 1 
trust it is not, the circumstance shows that the evil which we have to contend with 
is widespread, and that energetic measures are necessary to prevent its further 



V f * ; 


24, The excuses which the C<Mnmission offer for acts on tlic part of the Iluler, and 
practices on the part of the officials of the Baroda State, which are wholly inde¬ 
fensible according to ordinary notions of right and wrong, indicate pretty plainly 
the tendency which a long familiarity with evil usages produces on the minds of 
persons, otherwise conscientious and high-principled, to iMicome indifiereijit to the 
real character of acts which they have been accustomed to consider normal and 
inevitable. This accounts for the apathy which many of the old school of Political 
Officers in thisVresidency, and perhaps elsewhere, have looked upon enormities like 
those now under discussion. It is to be trusted that no such disposition to tolerate 
unmistakeable wrong-doing will be found among those with whom the decision of 
this most important subject rests. 

25. I have thus placed on record in a very hurried, though unreserved, manner 
the views whicli I entertain with reference to the present crisis at Baroda, ami to 
the steps which should be taken on the Report of the Commission. I feel that I 
have expresseti the deep convictions which I entertain* in a most imperfect and 
inadequate manner when the grave importance of tlie questions invfjlved is taken 
into account. I wish that a longer time could have been spared to me to adduce 
further facts and arguments in support of the opinions which I have formed after 
much careful consideration. I can only hope that what 1 have written ma^ lie 
conducive to the right determination of a matter whicli alFects the future happiness 
of so manu human beings, and I trust that u decision will l>e ultimately arrived at 
\vhich will relieve the British Government from ihe obloquy which must attach to 
any administration which knowingly permits the continuance of evils like those 
which have now been exposed, when it has the power to suppress them. 

2 ( 7 . I may obsi'rvc that, if a constitution lie given to the Baroda State, I 
personally see no objection to the trial of Mr, Dadabiiai Nowrojec as Prime Minister, 
if His liighncss the Gackwar in the altered position of afiairs should wish to retain 
him. Mr. Dadahhai Nowrojee is without adminMrative experience, hut be is a man 
of some culture and intelligence, and with a constitutitmal form of governmfent I 
see no reason why he should not lie tried. I disapprove altogether of the existing 
arrangement by which there are virtually two Ministers, and neither has, J imagine, 
any real powi^r ; but under a proper organisation f should be tlisposcd to giw 
Mr. Dadahhai Nowrojec a chance of carrying his theories into practice. 1 was 
present at Mr. Dadahhai Nowrqjce’s examination before the Indian Finance Com¬ 
mittee of the late House of Gommons last year, and was not then impressed with 
the accuracy of liis knowledge of the subjects upon which he was examined, or of 
his readiness in applying what he did know ; and although I do not attribute to him 
any extraordinary ability, T arn not able to suggest anyone at the moment who 
would seem likely to have a better chance of success in such a difficult position. 

27 . 1 agree that the question of the future organisation of the Gaekwar’s Cpn- 

l.iniicnt shall be reserved for after-consideration. 

” .... 

28, 1 would remark that, after a»const,itution for a Native State has been once 
settled, there should be no furtlior interference by the Resident with the details of 
thcj administration; and with reference to this point 1 consider that in the end the 
adoption of a constitution such as has been suggested would prove more ^ palatable 
to a Native Chf-^f than the arniiigeinentjreconimcnded l:>y,the Commission. , 

* H. P. St. G. Tucker. 

3rd March 1874. . 


AFPENDIX A. 

Mkmorakdum. 

When jl Native State, at any particnlar time, suffers so mueli from gross mal-culntnnsl,rali(«i as 
to demand the interference of th(' British Oovernment, such State ought not to be anneivetl The 
remedy of annexation would be much like cutting the throat as a remedy for cough. Annexa¬ 
tion would be-equally unjust and impolitic. 

Nor ought the State to be placed under thu mmmjtmmt of European offiem, like a British 
jyromnee^ Such a course would not only be unpopular in a high degree, but would render future 
withdrawal from it very difficult, if not impossible. The course would only lead to .aivMO'atimm 
effect, thou^i not in narnei 

Wbat action then should the British (Government take, consistently with practice, huiaanity 
and good policy, and so as to place Us 'motives f>t)^o\[idpossible misconsiructionf 


ir T may venture to submit a reply to this momentous question^ I would say that the 
British Government should prescribe a body of fundamental prindples for the guidance of the 
Native State—in short, a constitution or plan of Government, which the Prince should be bound 
to conform to on pain of his being set aside in favour of his next heir. And, prescribing such a 
body of fundamental principles, the British Government should charge its Political Agent with 
the duty o*f seeing that those principles are steadily carried out aa far as possible. 

In the following pages I have essayed to indicate those principles, adding under each a few 
remarks which may not, perhaps, ho altogether superfluous. 

I am far from flattering myself that all tho requisite principles are exhaustively stated, or that 
each principle is enumerated with fullness and precision. On the contrary, I am conscious of 
many shortcomings. I'hougfi dpriving assistance from notes I made some years since, I have 

* lieen writing this under extreme pressure for time--indeed, 1 have been oneroaching on the usual 
hours of rest during night, being anxious to place my humble views with as little de^ as possible 
before those who have kindly sliown a disposition to invite and consider them. 'While this cir¬ 
cumstance will entitle mo to some indulgence, I do not for a moment pretend to imply that I 
should have been, with more leisure at my disposal, able to submit quite a perfect plan. 'All 1 
profess to do as to put forth a sltetch—a mere outline, just suggestive of something far better of 
the same description. If the idea find general approval 1 should consider the trouble I take 
amply rewarded. It will then be for British Statesmen and British lawyers to do a work which 
is tK'yonil iny own powers to accomplish, but which I am only able, as said already, just to 
indicate. 

It will be observed that not a few of the fundamental principles arc drawn from the British or 
American constitutions. They are principles of universal applicability, being principles founded 
in reason and practical experience. 

'fhe main objects aimed at in framing the following draft are— # 

1st* To substitute for arbitrary will, the laws gradually framed after clue deliberation, and apart 
from the sinister interests operating or liable to operate in individual cases. 

2nd. To establish some machinery for making laws. 

8rd. To ensure the obsermtic^ of laws. 

4th, To define Prerogative. 

5th. To protect the Public Revenues. 

6th. To preserve the rights and liberties of the people by laying ilown certain general principles 
which are to serve os the foundation of fiiturc progress. 

7th.» To establish a proper administration of justice, the very foundation of public happiness 
and prosperity. 

Stn, and lastly, to ensure stability to the whole Political fabric. 

will be found that the interests of* the Sovereign are duly secured, and that his power to do 
good is left untouched. 

II will also bo found that the influence of the British Resident h allowed due scope without 
giving it undue preponderance. 

All legitimate interests will thus act together, so as to ensure results most conducive to their 
advancement an a vMe, without giving undue ascendency to any particular set of interests. 

With some such plan or scheme of Government, things will probably go on smoothly and 
harmoniously. There will ho a (xunmon standard to refer to, instead of having, in every par¬ 
ticular case as it arises, to fight for the general principle at the risk, and indeed the certainty, of 
reiterated unpleasantness. l)eclarc and establish the fundamental principles for all^ and 
many practical difficulties will disappear. 

f coiitxmd that mere general advice tendered fiy Viceroys and Governors, however eloquent or 
garnest, will have but little ]»racticaleflect in Native States. The Durbar over, the Princes return 
to their respective States little wiser than before. I’h^may understand that the Vicertiy wants 
them to mmrn wdl. But what -in powl Go(>ernment f "This, for practical good, must be defined, 
and about this there ought to be a clear understanding on both sides. In point of fact, there h 
no i mnnion understanding at pre.sent. Many a Prince thinks he is governing well, and this, 
of course, Recording fo bis own very limited lights, while he may not in reality be governing^well 
at till. • , ^ 

Even in JCurope, where the ])rogress of events has favoured the growth of fr^dom,*no State is 
considered safe without a regular constitution laying down the essential and fundamental 
^ principles which are to be followed in the Govermnent of the country. And can* it be at all 

* reasonably expected that Asiatic Despotisms will fulfil the sacred duties of G5verument to their 

subjects, without the salutmy restraint of an ostabli.shed constitution ? Only one answer is 
jtossihle. ' , ^ 

S(»Tne of the principles stated in the ft)Uowing draft might seem commonidaces to tlio eye of 
an Englishman accustomed for centuries to regular and constitutional Government. But the 
Constitutional History of England itself shows wliat length of time, what roit^irated struggles, 
v hat amount of prne.ious blood were required to establish these principles, and of what immense 
practical value they have proved themselves to he in the character oi safeguards to the rights 
and liberties of the subject. '1 feel sanguine that almost every lino of the proposed draft will 
check a mighty host ol'abuses. 

As stated at the outset, it can he made the highest interetit of the Prince to adhere to and carry 
out the principles laid down for his guidance. 

A*boay .of such principles will be of great use to the British Resident himself, as he can, from 
time to time, refer to them as the standard prescribed by authority. 

Those principles will, 1 am sure, bear Mod fruit even in Native States to whom they are not 
directly prescribed. Other Princes will easily ^rceive that to the extent they gpotUaneimelg 


umiecessary. This will be an unmeDse gain. The good that will thus be done will roach 
millions of people in a quiet yet most effective manner. 

An earnest and warm well-wisher as I am of the Native States, my strong belief is that their 
future existence and prosperity will depend upon their conforming themselves to the principles 
embodied in the following draft. 1 am convinced that If unqualified personal and arbitrary rule 
continue in Native States, tliey must inevitably collapse one after another, tlie event b^i^only a 
question of time. This is a consummation which the Dritlsh Government is too high-minded to 
Uesire, and hence the Uritish Government may well be expected to avail itself of proper anti 
favourable opportunities to bring about the establishment of some settled plan of Government in 
Native States in tits hest intermt of these States themselves, 1 think, that the desire of the 
Uritish Government to see the Native States perpetuated cannot bo better proAa^ and better 
manifested than in the way 1 have ventured to suggest 

As I tun extremely pressed for time, 1 must bring these preliminary remarks to a eloso by 
making one more oljservation. 1 do not mean to aay that it would be possible for the gencM-ality 
of Nauve States to effect *at me stroke complete conformity of administration with the principles 
of the followin*’’ draft. What I advocate is the laying down of a standard. With such a standard 
in view the Native States will approach it as fast jis they can according to the circumstaiu'es of 
each. Political Agents of capacity, temper, judgment, and t4ct will be able l!b assist such 
approaches in a (|uict and yet effective manner. 

Chaictkii or Constitution. 

1. The MaJutraja as Sovereiyn is the hiylivst authftrity in his dominiofis. 

This requires no explanation, 

y. The happiness of the people., as the fonndaf imi of the strength:, dtmthility^ and happiness of the 
ridintf lhfnu>^}h he the paranionut ohjeet of the. Goterument of the country. . 

This may sciem trite. Nevertheless, the full recognition of tliis important principle is of 
the highest use in Native States, where sovereigns are sometimes apt to forget if not con¬ 
trovert it. Hence, it is thus prominently laid down, and in a manner to imply that the best 
interests of the Dynasty depend upon its faithful observance. 

S. The Gowrnment of the. country shall ite carried on according to laws and enstomsj whether at 
Irt'esent in force m' estaUished Iwreafter, • 

The object of this is obviously to do away with arbitrary (Government altogether, find to 
induce tlie Government to conform its action to laws deliberately enacted and to customs 
established, in reference to public good alone. 

i. A Jhirharfor makinif laws shall he wytmised^ emnposed of men. of wisd^nVy //rop/'r/?/, mid 

jmtriofism, and such Durfiar shall assist in the framing (f useful laws from time to time tend under rules 
to he hereafter laid down. 

As the Government is to he carried on according to law, something like a properly con¬ 
stituted machinery for making laws becomes at once a necessity. 1 reserve tlio details as to 
ihe construction of this Durbar, only remarking at present that, witliout much difficulty, a 
body may be <smstituted which, though fur fnmi perfect, may be practically competent to 

frame useful laws. ., . , . t. , 

The Primii Minister will, of course, have to preside in this Durbar. 

The Durbar wdll be only a considtatlre body, and nothing framed by it can pass into law 
unless assented to by the Sovereign on the iteoommendation of the 1 )cwan or Prime M inftjter ^ 
after eonsidtation with the British Uesident. Thus no bad law can issue unless the Sovereigp,* 
the Dewan, the British Resident, and the Durbar all fail in their duty, a combination not 
likely to happen. • ^ 

5, Tim laws in force at amf time shall not he altered^ modified^ snspendedy aholisliedy or in any way 

int^fered with, e.^cept hy other rcgnlarly enacted laws didy pcfimulyateid. » 

The objeot aimed at is the most in^porUut one of putting it out of the powyr of the 
Sovereign or "the executive Government to interfere summarily oi arhitrarily witli the laws, 
by moans of special orders, proclamations, &c,, merely to* suit a temporary or sinister pur¬ 
pose atnhe dictation of caprice, passion, or hitcreat. 

'Hiis provision is absolutely necessary to ensure Government according to law'. 

The student of the Political History of even Kngland knows how important this provision 
is 1 bavo frained this provision in refcrcuco to the following clause in the Bill of Rights or 
Declaration, delivered by the English Lords and Ckimmons to the Prince and Princess of 
Orange, I3lh February 1C86, namely, “that the pretended power of suspending of laws or 
the execution of laws by regal authority without consent of Parliament is illegal.” 

If such provision is required in England itself it is required in Oriental States, 

where there is a perpetud impatienco of restraint and constant tendency to arbitrary rule. 

The effect of this provision will bo that no laws will suflbr alteration, &:c., unless by means 
of laws In short, a character of fixity will be imparted to all existing laws, and a guarantee 
establi^ed that they shall not bo altered, or in any manner interfered with, except for a 
really good and approved purpose. 

6 . No law shall he passed except after the draft of iU toaether with a hrmftiid clear statement of its 
ol)jects and reasons, shall ham hem pMished in the Official Gazette for at least months. 

This is, of course, intended to prevent hasty or rash legislation, and, to afford opportunity 
for the expression of public opinion/ 


This provision might be thought more properly to appertain to the rules and regulations 
which will have to be framed for the working of the Durbar for making laws. Still it forms 
so important a guarantee in behalf of public interest, that too much attention cannot be 
drawn to it by thus inserting it prominently. 

7. TTAffff tmblic inquirff would not admit of th 'is coarse, a law maif he pasaod at once by the 

Homreiyn nnder the adviee oj kk Dev^an, who will haw duly consulted thi Hrkish ResiderU. Rut saeJt 
law shall not be validfat^more than nwnths from the date of its promvlyallon^ unless re-enacted in 
due course. 

Occasions, though rare, may be easily conceived, in which such a pc»wer as that given by 
this provision will be needed. The law thus pasaod is either good or bad. If good, it 
• will be cerbiinly re-enacte'd; if bad, it will of itself cease to be law after a short period!, if not 
rescindijd earlier. The period allowed may suffice for considering nooessary amendments. 

8. No proposed law shall f>c- submitted to the hfooerdyn by the Rewan for final approval, unless after 
dm consiUtation with the British Resident. 

'J’heobjpct of this is to srCijure the advantage of the wisdom and experimice of the llntish 
Resident in the importjint work of legislation. 11 will bo a great advantage. The Resident 
represents the friendly interest of the llrilish (Tovernment, and may well give his advice in 
such matters. Ills objections t(» unsound legislation will generally carry weight with the 
responsible Rrime Minister of the Prince. I'hc effect, whether positive or negative, will 
prove very bciuffieial. 1 mean, it will lead, to good or prevent evil. 

9. The Bovereiyu sJtall act throuyh his res]wnsibh- Minister tho Dewan, selected by himself with the 
npprwHil, and not remioxihle without the eonrnrremo, of the British Oovermnent. And it sha)l Ije under¬ 
stood theft in public affairs this is the only leyal and valid mode in which the Sovei'eian yive^ e.vpressim 
to hi^ will. 


This embodies a most valued principle of the Rvitish Constitution. It is intended to pre¬ 
vent the direct action of the Crown without anyone being responsible for such action. It 
will prevent the vast amount of confusion mid consequent irres})onsibility usually arising in 
Native States from anyone issuing orders in the name of the Sovereign. It will fix re¬ 
sponsibility on the Dewan, ainl will cut off the scope for many abuses which occur in Native 
States. 

The Dewan’s ollicc is the inosi. important in Native States. On him much of the character 
of the iidministration <lepends. He ought, therefore,-to be; a properly qualified man in every 
resjiect. The approval of the British Government will secure this. "J’his provision will 
prevent unworthy men getting hold of the helm. It will cut ofi' many dangerous intrigues 
for power. If the Sovereign makc.s a really good nundnatiou, the British ffovemmeut will, 
pf course, approve of it. Tiie movision will, thoreforos be a sUinding inducomeni on the part 
(»f the Sovereign in make a right choice of his 

Similarly, the Dewan ought not to !m‘ removable without the coiicun^eiute ol the British 
(fovernmeut. His very position exposes him to the storms of faction. In the conscientious 
discharge of duty, he will, not imfVequently. h?jv<» to incur oqn.niderahlc, though perliaps 
temporary, odium. Unless his tomirc of office is secured by rendering it necessary to 
obtiun the concurrence of the British Govcnimcnt. for his removal, tiiore will be constant 
changes of Dc'wuns; there will be perpctiuii Court intrigues; there will be no steady 
attention to business ; there will be every inducemeut for a servile subserviency on the part 
^of the highest olficer of the State. In such itu important matter as a change of ibo first 
. Minister, the Sovereign will always do welrto consult tlie British Government, which cpii 
V calmly and apart from local prejudices and pjissions. 

'fhe latter part of the provision under explan^ion implies th.at orders issued by the 
Sovereign, otherwist! than throngli his responsible Minister, ar^ illegal and invalid. 

« 

10. The hewan sluifl be personidly responsible, if he refuse to take part in any act which heccmsidei's 
vnadsdsable or improper*i without rej(:rriu(/-to the British Goveniment for advice and iustruction. 

Without such a [irovisioii the Dewan canilVt he held responsible in tha'manner contem¬ 
plated, for he might plead that he was compelled to carry out the order of the Boveroign, 
though unadvisable or improper.* 


11. 77m' Ihwau shall haw free acwss to the British ResidmU, and may take his advice on all measures 
of imjxvrtancs. 

As so much responsibility will be devolved on the Dewan he will ghuily avail himself of 
such a provision. The wi.sest Maharajah and the wisest Dewan might h)ok for benefit from 
the advice of the British Resident The more they «ro sincerely anxious lor a good adminis¬ 
tration the more readily will they seek to consult with the Resident. 


12. If (vny unlaufid act is done, the aamt imtrumenfal in the doing of such curt sholl himself be fidly 
responsille 16 the laws, and cannot plead as an.excnse obedience to the orders of the Sovereigtu 

Tliis IB also a valuable principle of the British Constitution. It is absolutely necessary 
in the interests of the people, and also in th<i interests of the Sovereign personally. It is 
intended to deter any agent of the Sovereign from undertaking to carry out any unlawful 
order. It is also intended to give complete effect to the provision that the Sovereign shall 
act through his responsible Minister, the Dewan. 


1S» The iScmreign wUl not adminieter jmiice pmonaUgr ae he has delegated this pmcer to thr 
comHtutedjudiciary, 

This, too, embodies an important pinciple of the British Constitution. 

It would be obnouslj; impossible for ordinary Sovereiffua personally 1o administer jusuce. 
In Native States there is a peipetual desire, induced in the Sovereign by interested persons, 
to undertake personally a work which requires special qualifications, whicli a Sovereign is 
■ not expected to possess. The more a Sovereign yields to tliis desirp, the more likely it is 
tliat justice would be perverted or sold. Even Frederick the (Ireat of Prussia failed in such 

a work, and Frederick the Great is not a common character among the Native Princes. 

• 

14, The Sooereign shall iwt constitute any Special Court to administer special justice in any par¬ 
ticular c^Wf hut may direct any already exlstino court to he strmgthcncd hy temporarily tramferriugt 
to it any Judge or Judges ofotJter Constitnted ijotirts, 

'I'his is designed to prevent a Court being arbitrarily and spocially constituted to secure a 

f iven result in any particular case. As such, the provision forms an important safeguard, 
t has its analogy in the English Hill of Uights. 

15. The Soeereiyji. shall In no case rewrse the arguittnl or enhance the sentencyc pronounced Itg a 
competent Court oj Justice, 

This is also alisolutely nccossary to proteitt tin? subject against the effects of anger, 
or malice, or vindictiveness, or at least ignorance, on the part of courtiers about the 
Sovereign. 

The provision is also, I believes coiifonnablo to the Jhitisli Constitution. 

16. The Socervign may^ nndei' the advice of his responsihlc AJin'istei\ miligate any sentence^ f proper 
grounds arist, hy redaciiuj (f or commuthig it for any other. w 

And the SofXTeign may, under similar advice, grant free pfrdons aflei trial, coimriion, and sentence, 
in cases wherein error is patent ivr Sirious donht has arisau about the correclness of the conviction. 

^i'hesi» provisions again nro dcTivod from the Hntish (^mstitntiini. Tin* Sovoioign ought 
to be ahh* to exercise clcinoncy, a highly popular virtue, within pro]''‘r bounds. Even 
should he ever err in the (‘xereisi; of those prerogatives, no groat inisrhi<?1' is likely to occur. 
^J'hc Dewan will, of (jourso, be rcspmisibh^ to prevent error us far us possible. 

'rheso provisions are (h'signedly HO worded as ro cut off the power which is sometimes^ 
ox(ireised by the Sovereign, of pardoning ciiininal convi(tts on joyful occasions, such as the 
coronation, the birth of an heir, recovery fVoin serious illness, and so on. Such ’pardons 
cannot but produce a baneful effect on Jlie community. It is impossible to see why an 
occ.jision of personal joy on the part of the Sovereign should bring about a suspension of 
just penal laws in particular instances. 

• According to these provisions the Sovereign camiot grant a pardon in antioipatimh of a 
trial and conviction so as to enable any accused poison to plead the pardon us a liar to 
trial, ^c. 

Tliis jirovisioji, however, is not intended to interfere with the powder of granting pardons 
to approrers for sec uring evidefice. A special law will, of course, regulate the granting of 
such i»ar<lons. 

17. Kerry grant ofpard-mi or mitigation of sentence., canoed out under the foregoing proinsims, shall 
he immediately notified in the Official Gaudte, together with a brief and clear stafenient of the reasons 
which dictated it. 

l'h(j ol)j(?et hero is to ennbh^ publut opinJfcii to operate as a che(‘k against tho abuse df the 
power of romil.tiiJg or mitigating a judicial scnlcuicc. , 

3 8. No sndencv of death shall he carried out unless gftcr confirmation hy (he. Sovereign undor the 
adeicr of tho resjtonsihle Dewan, wha will consnlt the British Uesalent whenewr hr {the /)ewan) finds 
difficulty in amring at a iitfmitv conclusion himself. 

Ijfo is SQ sacred, and a deprivation of it, itonstitiatos suclf an iirevlicablc an^ irremediable 
punisliment, that too imicli caution eajpiot be brouglit to hear in this direction* As the 
provision is framed, no one will forfeit his life unless the highest judicial tribunal, the 
Dewan and the Sovereign, and in many cases the Hritisb Resident, all err together, which 
is an improbable contingency. * * ' 

As the Dewan is fully responsible, he will reacUly and often avail liimself of the latter 
part of the provision. Iji very clear cases he may not do ho, but act on his own 
responsibility.^ , 

19. Tho Sowreign shall hate a Civil Lisl,fixed!^ under tho adnico of tia: liriiish Govemnmet, for the 
mpjmrt and maintenance of his jursmial dignity and of his household; and all ftaynmds nuulo on this 
account out if the- public Treasunf shall ho faithfully skoum in the Admmistratmi Heport of tho Btale. 
which shall bo framed and published hy the Dewan every year. 

This is intended to put an end to the unboundtrd license enjoyed in most Native States 
in the use of public funds. A fixed Civil List is manifestly ono of tho most essential 
requisites and characteristics of a well-ordered Government The provision will bring 
about a useful separation between the private expenses of the Sovereign, and the public 
expenditme of the country. It will induce economy on the part pf the Sovereign; it will 

* It in not meant that it nhoold be fixed and imnltcrable for all timt*. 11 may be fixed from time to time, ao as to enable 
tbe l^rince to duly share in the proaperity of his country ari bu is, entitled to do. 


fai'ilitaio tiic appropriation of the surplus revenue of the country for purposes of public 
utility. Wlierc evorv rupee of the public revenue is looked.upon as tbo private propei^ 
ofuJtiovomgn, extraysfrance must very often prevail, and useful outlays on public ivorks 

must '’•cneraJly be grudged. . . • n* a. x ai /i_ 

The hitte/part of the provision is necessary m view to give feat to tl^ former. 

Kxp(.’irs<‘8 ap|wrtjunin^ to the (.'ivil List i*ave a strong’ tendency to lurit under other heads, 
and this ouglit, hv,ali means, to be prevenied. ’ , . . , , , * , . . 

'Hie opportunity has been taken to make the puhhcation of the Annual Adnunistration 
Jieport obligatory, as it will bring the whole administration under wholesome public 
critieisni. An administvation which’ has to he exposed to public view can seldom go far 
WTong. • 

* yo. 77/6 ^mhlir. rrreiiHfs Ml mt he answeraUf for private debts incirrred by the Sovereign <n' any 
member of the Jtoyol Family. 

Without such a provision as this, the iixity of the Civil List would bo utterly a sham. 
This is too evident to rc(|uirc explanation. 

iil. No mU^shnU lie iu any euitri againd the Sovereign or any member of the Hoyal Family on 
accottnt 0 / prirofe dchtn ineunrd by them. 

This is ncci'ssary to cxcinjit tin? Sovereign and tlie nienibers* of his family from the 
indignity of being ]nit into Court for their j)rivate debts; and the effect will obviously be 
to <lethr ininuy-leiulers from lemUiig money to such persons. There is nothing, however, 
to pn*vmit them frenn discharging their debts as malterH of honour and moral obligation, 
ImiiM’d, it is to he hoped that in* Iloyal Family will be so depraved as to rejiudiato a just, 
debt, in conH<H|U<‘m'e of the legal irresponsibility conferred hy this provision. iMoney- 
imvlcrs, however, will ho quite aware of this legal irresponsibility and take the risk with 
their eyes fully open. « 

'riie provi.'bion umlm- remark lias, 1 believe, its analogy in several Enropetm (’onstitutions. 

77/6 Sorert ign shall not make any permanent alienation of the land or other public rermues to 
am/ e-rten t in favour of any private uKlirUlual or any corporation ^^nleh's und<'r the sanction of a s/weific 
law regularly enacted and promulgated in due course. 

This provision a])])car.s very necessary for the .very preservation of the revenues. It will 
restrain undue liberality and ill-jmlged favouritism, so much prevalent in Native (’oiirts. 

It will protect the Sovereign against constant importunities and intrigues, and thus make 
his'position easy and comfortahh'. 

Where, however, a grant is justified hy the circumstances of any case, a law may without 
(lifliciilty be passed, specially authorising the Dewan to make a permanent alitmation in a 
given casf*. Thos(> who must he paitic.s to the passing of the law may he expecteil to 
exercise due can- and caution in regard to the j)uljlic revenue while yielding to Just 
chiinis. 

'J’he most important clfcct of this provision will ho that grants by the Sovereign, such 
as are hereby interdicted, woulil, if ever made, be illegal and invalid, and, ns such, 
revocable hy fiiat Sovereign bimsclf at a suhscipieni period, or by his successors ; thus 
])crmancnt evil will l)e ])reveiited. 

H'A. No public drmand shall be remitted or suspended in part or wholes e.rcept on prim i/des of public 
utility and general applicability. 

'riie design of this is to prevent venality, favouritism, and inequality. The principle is very 
often violated in Nali>(' States in reference ^ personal or private iniiuence. 

,21. The pntilic revenues^ or any surplus arising therefroviy shall not be applied to any but pnblir 
purposfv and the good tf the ronntry. 

This ])rovitfion is not reiulerod imneccssary by tfie fixation of the Civil List. The dliject 

' is to prevent undue grants of the juiblic rovonue to purposes other than tim good of 'tlie 
country. It is dpsirahle, for instance, to deter j^ants, excessive grants, to foreign institu¬ 
tions, merely in eomplianec with‘a morbid dosire for the reputation of‘liberality. ^J'lie 
profile who ]>ay tlic taxes have an undoubted right to demand that their taxes bo not 
approiiriatrd for puri»oses which do not benefit tlieni. * 



« , 

25 . A reserci-, equal to half a year s revenue.y shall be ordinarily maintahied in the public, ti'easury, 
to as to he readily ovailablr in per Ms of nnej^yerted financial difficulties^ such ns these which are 
consequent on the failure of^'ainSy IS^c. If the reserve be so acailed of the amount sludl he replaced as 
soon as possible. 

Native States cannot afford to incur public debts; tlioy must never become insolvent; 
hence this precaution, whioli will ensure safety and ease. The reserve may be held invested 
in British Government .securities, so as to obtain some interest for the State. The securities 
oan, of course, be sold whenever cash is Required. 

•26. Th* rights and lilMrlies which (i\ note enjoyed hy the people tmder existing laws andcustmns 
shall continue unabridged to the utmost extmt possible. 

This provision is necessarily vague ; it is intended to preserve unreduced whatever rights 
and liberties have heretofore been conceded. It will prevent backsliding. 


V // f 


S7. tkaU b 4 done itfieHnffi pt i$kefy to the r^hu and ld>eHi09 of fekp ppopfo except 

hy means ofregtdatly enactedlawe my promvipaied. 

The object in view here is to prevent the executive taking upon itself to issue proclamn-^ 
tiona, notifications, or circular orders, calculated to interfere with the rights ana Jibertios 
of the people. This provision, though difficult of being fully carried out, will act as a check. 

A previous provision says that the laws in force at any time shall not be ’altered, &:c., 
except by other regularly enacted laws. Jhit it is to be remembered that the laws in 
force at any time may not have occupied all the ground which laws might occupy. Thero 
may thus be spare or unoccupied ground. What is here aimed at is to prevent tho executive 
summarily occupying this spare ground, and to compel regular legislation where the ot^cu- 
pation of this ground, oi^any part of it, may bo desired. ^ ’ 

But it is not inlenaod by. this provision to prevent the executive issuing notifications, &c. 
//i m)Jormity with existing laws and customs.” 

il8. The taxation of the country ehall not he altered or interfered except by reynlarly enacted 
laws duly prmmdyated. 

This is, strictly speaking, included in some of the previous provisions, this matter 

is 80 extremely imp(u*tant that, rather than leave it to be inferred^ express and prominent 
mention of it ought to be made in some shape like this. 

The effect of this provision will be that no new taxes can bo imposed, or old oiio-s 
increased, or even reduced, without a new'law, fully discussed in the Durbar.♦ (ireat and 
effectual security will thus be, in a great measure, established against muUadmitiistralion in 
a matter deeply affec^ting the property and welfare of the people. 

ill). No loam shall he incurred hy nr for the fitatny except by reyalarly emuJed law. 

This provision is intended to fortify and give (Himjiletc effect to the inimediatidy preceding 
one. A little reffection will make this obvious. • 


30. No man's in'operiy or serokes shall he. taken or demanded for publk e.xiyencks without, fair and, 
adequate compensation. 

This is a provision jieculiarly fruitful of good in Native States. 

I remember seeing a provision very liko this, if not perhaps in tliosc verv words, in 
cither the Constitution of tlie ITnited States of America, or that of some oi the States 

comprised in the Union. * 

• 

.‘U. All subjects shall hmx', a rUjht to hold public meetinys \Hiace.aldy^ to discuss public matters p'cAy.^ 
and to petition the Gowrnment for redress of yA.('ivinc,es; and the writers and subscribers of suxh petition 
shfdl not be punisitnblo fvr anyt.hiny iriw^ w in yuod faith be.lmyd to be iruSi that they may express in 
the p4}titwn. 

This provision is the same in substance as that included in the Englisli Declaration of 
Rights. In this celebrated document it is stated that it is the right of the subjects to 

petition the king, and all commitments and ]n‘oseeutioii for such petitioning are illegal.” 
The same is found embodied in the constitution of the United States of AmerU‘.a, wherein it 
is provided that‘‘Congress shall make no law ^ * abridging the freedom of speech, 

“ or of the press, or the right of the people jieaceably to assemble and to petition the 
“ Government for a redress of grievances.” Hut it is needless to citt^ authority in support 
of a right which no civilized Government can think of refusing to a people whose weltarc it 
really has at heart ^ 

5W. No person shall Ite. takeny or iniin'isonedt or deprvyd of his estatCy or exiled^ W' comkmnvd ^r 
deprioed oflifcy libertyy irr profwrtyy unless by due process of law, , * 

This provision is of vital importdnco to hiisure good government, and to exclude arbitrary 
proceedings so rife in most Native States- 1 have framed*this by almost, adopting the wgrds 
of Kent,—vide page vol. 1., of his Gonnnentarics on American Law. 

33. The riyht of delitmrance from all unlauful imprisonnmit shall he ensured to the^ubjcct by such 
means Ite may amil himself if freely^ easitffy choaplyy and expeditiously. ' 

1 mean, of course, that somethin*? analogous in effect fai the Englisli writ of Habeas Corpus 
shall be enacted for the protection of the subject against the infraction of tlio rigjit 
which the English secured at Ilunnymedc. 


.34. Excessitc bail shall not he requiredy nor exccssifte fnes inipusedy nor cruel and unusual punish¬ 
ments irtfiicted, 

'JHiere is a certain dc^ee of vagueness in llic w'ords excessive,” “ cruel,” and “ unusual. " 
Still, the sense intended is plain enough. 

This provision is taken from the Englisli Declaration of Rights, and 1 have adopted the 
very words used in the constitution of the American Union*—vide Kent, vol. 1., pago 675. 

It might be objected to tliis provision,—why have it, ^hile the laws will lay down the limits 
of bail, fines, and punishments? The answer is not difficult. Wo arc Laying down 
fundamental principles for the Government of a Native State w'here there are scarcely 
regular laws. I’he fundamental principle ombodiod in this provismn is to guide the framing 
of penal laws. 


35. The. riyht of the people to he secure in their personsy honaesy papersfand effects against unrensorudde 
searches ank seizures shall not be\violated; and no warrant shall issue hut upon, probable causey 
supported by oath or affirmatitniy and particularly descrihiny the place to be svarduidy and the jwrsons 
or things to bo seized. 


Tbi^r Again, is fcafcein from the Constitutioii of ,the United States— pege^tS. 

The most arbitrary and sometimes intolerably voxatious soarches are too often made in 
Native States. This broad provision will be a standing remembrancer both to the legislature 
and the executive. 

3C* ^^0 ffffrifon m the countrif sfiollf at amf thnCj or in anii he moleMed^ pimishcdy^ or ccMed in 
qut'stion/or Kilt/di^erewes inojiiniof/ min<ttter» of vdui dm^- net dieturlK or is net likdtj to 

diifturhi the ctml peme of the rmmtrif. 

This grand principle of religious toleration is expressed very nearly in the words used In 
the charters ot some of the Stcib;? comprising the great American Union—vide Kent, 
vol. I., pag<j (ir>8. ^ 

. 37. The paUiv Hhall he (U free in the rountr}/ m hi British- India. 

This requires scarwly any explanation. One of the most potent chocks on any Govern- 
meut will lima be pennittecl to act wdth full force. Public opinion, expressed in UritiBh 
India i!i n manner legally pennissible, will thus find free circulation in the territory of the 
Native State. 


3S. The riahtof the peopk to ha!oe the qualified permis appointed to fierform puhlk datm shall 
he at- all times full// and faithfiilh/ rcsjieeted. 

As a general ruin, in Native States any man is thought tit U» jicrform any function, 
iiieludmg that of a judge. This provision is intended to keep constantly and prominently 
before the cyi! of thi* Prince the importaneo of selecting duly qualified persous for public 
appointments. 

:VJ. As a//eihu'al rule, no puldie. serranf shall tu- muomhle ** quamdiu Iwne. se pesserini.Thispar- 
ticulurl/i applies to Judk-ial OJfie^rs. 

• This prinei]de is, I believe, in foil forces in llritisli India. Judicial officers are spocially 
prittechxi by this priiuiiplc in the JJritish and American Constitutions. 

'I’his provision is not, of course, intended to operate in ca&es where the public servant is 
incapacitated by sickness or superannuation, nor in cM.se.s Avhere he has been engaged on 
sjiectial eoutrairt for a specified term of years. 


40 

*advi( 


0 . iVo Jvdtje of the supeilor Courts shall he ap jmtded or removed earept by the tiomreipn under the 
ke- of the- re.spousihle iuinisfery the Demau^ u'ho uull hare dul/f roustdted the British Besideut. 

Jt is of supremo inipnrtanee to secure the uprightnesfl and indtqamdonec of good .fudges, 
and hcnei* this provision. In thegi*m*ralily of»NatJvo States, good Judges stand in need i)f 
special protection, as thi'y <jften imair the enmity of the rich and influential in honest 
(Jiideavours to profi'ct the poor and uninfluential masses. 

41. Boefy tTvdffo shall sole-muh/ hiud himself to administer justicA; aecordinp to the laws and customs 
of the couvtnf and iu cou farmity with ihe prodsiuits herein laid down. 

This iiardly requires ex])lanatiou or remark. 


42. No .ludye shall, primf-ely or puUkly, dirtcUy or indirectly ludd any office, pension or allowance, 
w recoiot any rentHiurntion, present, or yratuiiy from the hiovereiyn, iu addition, to his prop.r salary as 
Jadije, 


This is an obviously useful and necessary restriction to secure the proper independence 
of th<5 Judge, and is recognisisi a.H such in Kuropouii systems. Tliis rcjstraining provision 
, in very essential in Native States, where the pructi(« of making special presents, &c. very 
« largely prevails. 

4.3. The Jndyes of the several cAiurts shall hare 4sc.ertaitU'd> salaries,/iOt subject to re,dnction at any 
time duriny their coutinuavce in office. Nor shall the salary of a newly appointed- judge he made lower 
than the usual rate- in rkw to ra-ise it hy degreA's to that rale. 

This ijafeguard of judicial iiuloportdencc, originally found in the British Constitution, and 
impioveil hy that of the Aipericau Union, is abapliitely required in Native States. 

Tile latter part, however, is my '.'wii. It is designed to prevent the evasion of tho 
former part, ^l^hc^ efl'ect of ftic whole as it stands, is that the full appointed salary ehall 
be given to the Judge when first apjiointed, and that it shall not bo dnniuisbed during liis 
incumbency. 

This leaves it open to the State to raise tlu> salary us a general measure whenever 
necessary. It likewise leaves it open to the State to reduce the salary at the time of 
appoiutuient if the object is a permanent reduction. Thus, the influences adverse to judicial 
independence are minimized, while just liberty of action is reserved to the State. 

44. Every law, lYroclaniatiov. order, <w vustom. which may l»- o)rposed- to the praommis he-ndn laid 
down shall Iw- null and mid, so far as it is so oftposed. 

Without this special iwovision, this coflei^tion of fundamental principles would be useless. 
This nrovision will have both a prospective and retrospoctive effect. 


46 . The prtmsiom hemu laid d* u n shall not tw altered, modified-, w set aside wholly ot' par- 
tiaUy unless uudfT theatmct or -uritu th eownr.uuCAof the Viceroy and Omyemor General of India 
Vou-neil. . • 

In tho first place, it would never do to make these provisions so fixed and ritrid as 

i... ..11 f..i._:__ _«K> 


the result of valuable experience to be ^Ued hereafter. Hence this provision properly 
leaves the door open for future improvement 

In the next place, it would be eq^ually undesu*able to render alterations, &c. so easy 
as to lead to constant tampering with tho f ndamontal rules which it is our aim to lay 
down. 

Framed as this provision is, there is every roasonable guarantee against hasty or unwise 
meddling. If any alteration be really recjuirec*, it will be clearly forth with all the 
advantages of local knowledge and information; and then it will be impartially judged by a 
central authority inaccessible to local passions and prejudices, and able to take large views. 
Hesides, there is generally a great lawyer in the Viceroy’s Council, who is sure to give valuable 

advice in matters relating to constitutional law. * 

• 

46. TJie j/roviirions laid dmm shall Im fidlff promulgated in the lanpuapes of tks country* 

throuffh the Official Gasetie oftlw State. ■ * * 

I attach iiiuch importance to such publicity. Tjei every man in the country know and be 
familiar with the fundamental principles which guide the Government under which he lives. 
Let him know what his rights and liberties are and how th^ are secured, ly every case of 
their infringement, let him by all n^eatis be in a position to (|uutu the particular fundamuntal 
principle which has been infringed. 


* 


Minute by the Honourable Mr. Rogers, dated Ist March 18/4. 

The facts elicited by the inquiries of the Commission appear to me fully to bear 
out all that the Resident has reported as to the misgovermnent of the (iaekwar’s 
dominions, and to justify the serious step of appointing that Commission taken by 
the (lovernmcnt of Iiulia at the recommendation of this Government. A more 
complete picture of the evil effects of irresponsible desjiotic rule when in the hands 
of an unediicated, \'iiidictive, avaricious, and unscrupulous Native J’otentate could 
hardly have been drawn. A people arbitrarily taxed at the pleasure of a selfish man, 
surrounded by courtiers aware of the uncertain tenure of their position, an<l eager to 
amass riches while they have the opportunity ; the right to levy the taxey fanned 
out to wlioevcr pays the heaviest bribed (for the Nazarauas levied can be culled by 
no other name), and whp in return obtains not only fiscal but civil and criminal 
jurisdiction also, but in Jiis turn is exposed to be deprived of his purchased ri^ht 
without warning by another paying a heavier bribe ; a custom, and cxcrused by the 
Commission on the ground that it is a well-known custom, of Icvyiiiii: the revenue, 
not by any reasonable process of law, but Iiy the bodily torture of the cultivators 
of the soil; justice almost openly administered hy ignorant and corrupt tribunals 
b}^ means of torture (the flogging case in which one man died leaves no doubt of 
this in my mind), and capable, when called to account, of* falsifying records, and 
shameless perversion of the tnith; old retainers of the State and relatives and 
trusted advisers of former Rulers cast ruthlessly on the w'orld without the iiieaQS of 
gaining their livelihood ; petty Chiefs roused to desperation by new exactions ;• 
debts due to bankers to whom the State has been under deep obligations rcpudiatcH, 
and theii’ private property confiscated wifliout a shadow of excuse, they themselves 
and the members of tlieir families being kept prisoners without any charge being 
brought against them and without even the seinl^lancc of-a trial; tradesmen offer¬ 
ing jewels for sale simply'swindled out of their fair value; women, the? wives and 
daughters of respectable men, seized in open day in the capital of the kingdom, 
ordered into domestic slavery in the Gaekwar’s Palact^ liy himself personally, some¬ 
times dishonourod by attendants and fearing to come forward'to tell the story qf 
their shame before the world ; probably darker deeds behind, sucli as the suspected 
death of Bhow Scint\ia in prison by poison, which the Commission were not allowed 
to inquire into —all these And place in the Report of the Coiuinission, and for all, 
the British Government are morally responsible. V. e protect the Gaekwar from 
internal as well us external enemies, that is, we prevent his subjects from taking the 
remedy for this state of matters into their own hands and rebelling against him, and 
he goes on unrestrained, mocking at tlicir griefs. 'Phis is not a fitting position for 
us to occupy, and I shall be very much astonished if, when the Report of the Com¬ 
mission is published, a burst of indignation does not arise* from home which will 
oblige the Government of India at once to put a sto]) to iim It may l)e said that 
probably the condition of other Native Protected Slates-is as bad, and interference 
m Baroda will necessitate the same elsewhere, thus leading to much difficulty^ in 
criticising too minutely the actions of independent Sovereigns. Let it Ik? so, and I 
am clearly of opinion that wc shall not fulfil the obligations thrown on us as the 


Paramount Power in India if we do not accept the responsibility of such interference 
wherever it maj be found necessary, feeling assured that, however irritating it may 
be to the personal feelings of incompetent or vicious Native Chiefs, it will eventually 
turn out to be for their own good as well as for the greater happiness of the millions 
whom we by the power of the sword deprive of what would in our absence be their 
natural reniody. I miite concur witij my honourable colleague, Mr. Tucker, that 
something more than what is proposed by the Commission, viz., the nppointinent of 
a responsible Minister to be supported by the influence of the Resident, and the 
removal of some of the Durbar otticials to make way for a few carefully selected 
men trained in* tlic Britisli service, will be needed to bring about a permanent reform. 
This might do good for a tinie, if the (laekwar w^cre amcnalde to reason and the 
Resident a competent man, l>ut what guarantee would there be for matters not re¬ 
lapsing into their present state il' the (Jaekwar cunningly agreed to everything in 
public, but in secret worked against it, or if the Resident were a weak or careless, or 
even too hasty a man V To effect any permanent good, the (loveniment of Protected 
Native States must l)c gradually deprived of the character of despotic rule, depen¬ 
dent on the charact(*r and disposition of a single man, and must be made in some 
measure constitutional, so that the Ruler may be, to as great an extent as may be 
found practicable, under the obligation of some fixed rule or written law of adminis¬ 
tration. Without this there is no means by which responsibility for his acts or the 
acts of his subordinates can be brought home to a Native Chief. In the present 
case, for instance, numerous shameful proceedings have l)ecn established before the 
Commission, but the Commissioners palliate tliein under the untenable ground that 
the custom of the Durbar, and not the (laekwar himself, is responsible. I believe 
that the introduction of a measure of' this kind is feasible, and have been shown the 


draft of a Constitution drawn up by an eminent Native Statesman of‘great experience, 
which, with a few modifications, would suit this view admirably, and 1 do not think 
present favourable opp)rtunity should be lost to insist on the introduction of 
something of the kind into IJaroda. Its Ruler personally, and the whole system of 
Government have now l)cen found utterly vicious and corrupt. Affairs, in my 
opinion, cannot be brought into a condition fbr which only the British Government 
should by its action render itself responsible, except by some such thorough reform 
as that contained in the draft alluded to. '’I'lie mere palliative proposed by the 
Commission will, 1 nin convinced, b(‘ found practically useless, and perhaps lead 
hereafter to the necessity for a far mon* serious iiilericrcncc with the affairs of the 


Gaekwar and his personal control over them tlian woukl bt; the result of the intro¬ 
duction of moderately constitutional (jovemiuent. I trust His Excellency the 
President will see fit to modify the draft to the Government of India in accordance 
with the views of Mr, Tucker and myself. J would at all events, as well as my 
honourable colleague, wish it to be noted that I holt! such views, ant! that the 
attempt to intj’oilucc the much needed reforms sketched out in the lOth para, of the 
Report of the Commission, by the means they .suggest, would be futile. Before con- 


airthtu'ities m the case of certain villages in Surat were of a similarly arbitrary 
character with those iiftlie Durbar ip the Bejapoor Thakors’ cases. I'-hc Commission 
say thcjjj tief not wish it to be inferred that the cages are exactly parallel, but they 
are sufficiently similar to Iiave some weight with the Commission. I know the case 
well. It is one in which eertirin Dessais are believed to have held certain villages 
cpllusively and by fraud at a lump rental, to wliich they iiad no right whatever. 
The Revenue authorities ha\'c according to law imposed the survey assessment, 
and the parties have, as they have every right to do, appealed, to the Civil Court, 
where the merits will be fairly tried. In the Gackwar’s territory there would be no 
such appeal. 


A. Rogebs. 
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From the Membbrs of the Baroda Inquiry C<)MMisftioN to the Sbcrktary to the 

Government of India, Foreign Departraerit. 

Sib, 

Having concluded our investigation of the complaints of nml-adminisiration 
on the part of the Gaekwar's Govermnent, brougiit before us for that,purpose by 
the Resident at Baroda, and tlie inquiries that appeared to necessary to enable 
us to form an accurate opinion of His Highness^ Contingent (maintained under the 
terms of Article 8 of the Treaty of 6tli November 1817), and of the measures 
called for to render it reasonably efficient for the pertbrmanee oi the (kities on which 
it is cmjiloyed, in accordance witli the views and insrtructions conveyed in your 

Nc». 22oy, (lilted i9tb Septeniiiur to the officc ■ dcspatcli BS per margin, wc have the 

Government of Bomlmy, llonOUr tO report bcfcwith the TCSUltS of OUT 

proceedings on both these subjcctv, for the inlbrmation and orders of His Excellency 

the Right Honourable the Viceroy and (fovemor General in Council. 

' • • 

2. As your office has from time to time been, kept iidbrined of the progress of 

our inquiry, i( will be sufficient to state here, on that head, that the Commission 
met in Bombay on the 1st November and ou tlie same day intimated lo the 

Resident—witli reference lo tlie instructions contained in paragnipii 9 of your office 
flespateh already iilliuled lo, that it was only to deal with such complaints as were 
laid before it, l)y or through him -the course it proposed to take in carrying out 
tile duty delegated to il by the Government of India; that it commenced its 
sittings at Baroda on the Khli idem, and continued tiieui daily, Sundays excepted, 
till the 24tli December, when the Resident having intimated officially that he con¬ 
sidered the cases already inquired into amply sufficient to establish the general 
charges brought by him against the Gackwar’s administration, and it appearing 
undesirable that the Commission should protract its stay at Baroda any longer 
than was absolutely neix'ssnry, we at once returned to Bombay iu vievt' to arranging 
aiui analysing the evidence that had been taken, and completing our Report at the 
Presidency. 

Copies of the letters to and from the Resident on tlic above poihts will be found 
among tlie Ajipendices to this letter. 

3. As the inquiry on wdiich the Commission 1ms been engaged originated iu the 
allegations of mal-administration of tlie Baroda State by the present Ruler and his 
chief officers and servants, laid before Government by the Resident, it will be proper 
in the first place to give a brief account of the principal events connected with His 
Highness Mulharrao, and his career hitherto, and the names and characters of the 
officials who arc popularly regarded as Ins chief advisers. 

I. His Highness Mulharrao is the fifth and last surviving son of Maharaja 

Seiajii ao, and is about 43 years of age. Qf his ' 
riiL-(.nvkw.u- fhlcr brothers, two, viz., Ganpatrao ami 

Khunderao, successively filled the post ol' Ruler after thtir father’s death, the lasl- 
nanied having reigned from 19th Novemlier iNfiG to 28th November 18/0, In 
I8()3 His Higimess Mulharrao was accused of being concerned in a conspiracy to 
compass the deatli of his brother Khunderao by^ poison .or other means, and wa.s in 
consequence confined as a State prisoner at I’adra, in the Haroda tei rhory, during 
the remainder of that Prince’s life ;*his associates in* the plot, who were in his 
service, being sentenced to long terms oI‘imprisonment. 

On the death of His Highness Khunderao, on VSth November 1870, vvhigh 
occurred rather suddenly, MuUiurruo was at' once summoned from Padra, anti 
installed as his successor by Uie Resident, with an *iritimatioii, however, that his 
recognition as feigning Gaekwnr must he dependent on the sanction of the British 
Government, which was accorded on I si December 1870. 

II. His princip.-d ofiicers nnd advisers who 
ijischu'f(iffims. present Durbar, are:— 

1. The Dewan, Seiajirao Khanvelkar. 

2. The Senaputty, Bapnjirao Mohita. 

The members of the first or high court, viz. 

3. Govindrao Mama. 

4. Balvantrao Dev. 

5. Bapnbhai Daiashankar. 

6. Martandrao Anna. ' 


7. The Revenue Commissioner, Hariba Gaekwar. 

8. The Sir Fonzdor, Balwuntrao Yeshwunt. 


The otiier officials about the court who arc regarded as having more or leas 
influence on the conduct of affairs are :— 

9 . The Deputy Revenue Commissioner, JNaraycnhhai Lallubhai. 

10. The Farnavis, Mahadcvurao Ramctmndar. 

11. The Controller of the State Ranks mid His Highness’private treasury, 

Wussuntram Bhovv. 


, Of these persona the first- two are His IlighncsH’ brothers-in-law. The Dewan is 
stated to be ignorarit and inexperienced, and to be quite unfit for the responsible 
<lutics of his offiee. He has also l.hc reputation of being very avaricious, and of 
having already amassed considerable wealth by taking improper advantage of his 
position. 

0 0 

1^116 Senaputty is favourably spoken oi', but has probably little real influence. 

()f the incmhcrs of the high (‘ourt— 

(jo\ indruo Mama is not favourably spoken of. 

Ralvantrao Dev was formerly dismissed from the pfist of Karbharcc of Lunawarra 
for taking bribes, and bears an indinbrent character in his present office. He is 
stated to have been fined and dismissed the service by the late Rulci* for corrupt 
practices. 

Rapubhai Daiashankiir bears a good rcjiutation, and is a respectable man. 

Martandrao Anna is not well sjaiken oti but has little weight. 

T'he Revenue Commissioner is regarded as a Iiarsh authority in matters relating 
to his depurtment, and is stated to have been accused of oppression and bribery. 

• "llic Sir Fouzdar appeiirs to hwc been mixed up in several of the oppressive 
and irregular proceedings that have been the subject of complaint before the Com¬ 
mission. ami is said to have been sentenced to imprisonment by the late Chief for 
takine: bril)es. 


'The Deputy Revemic Commissioner was Formerly dismissed the service of the. 
British (b.vcnina'ut, in connection with charges of misconduct and tal<in*»’ bribes, 
j he popular o[)iiU'.)n of this man is slated to be nu>st unfavoarai>]e. 

'^rhiTc appears to h(! nothing to reimirk regarding the Furnavis, but tin* (hmtroller 
oFth<‘ State Banks and J’rivy Purse is said to be regarded as aij unsc-rupulous agent 
of tltc Maluiraja’s, and his name has been ludavourably mentioned io comjcetion 
with some of the eases that liave come before the Commission. 


The opinions regarding the aliove-inentionod p(n‘sons rccov{led in these remarks 
'huveiieen gathered partly from the Resident, and partly from independent inquiries 
b'y .ourselves. 

4. 'Turning now to the sulijeet projicr of the Report, viz., the results of our 
inqpiiries into the matters wliich have been under investigation at our hands, avc 
propose to divide tlie^same into two parts as follows :— 

Vart 1 .—embrace (1) the alleged unjust ami o]>prcssive treatment of British 
subjects, and the course recommended for adoption by the Commission in connexion 
therewith (as described in para*. 5 of your office despatch No. 2209 P)) ^tnd (2) the 
allegation of general misgovernmeut or the Baroda State, wdth the grievances 
connected therewith, or arising therefrom, that hav« been the subject of investiga¬ 
tion, and the opinion of the Commission as to the establishment, or otherwise, of 
the existence of such general misgovemment being held as proved, with the 
measures suggested by the Commission to bring about and maintain for the future 
a more satisfactory state of nfiaii-s, without entailing a minute and vexatious inter¬ 
ference on the part of the British Government (as directed in para. 8 of your office 
despatch No. 2209 P). - 


Fart II .—to embrace (1) the results of the inquiries instituted by the Commis¬ 
sion into the present condition of the Contingent, and its fitness, or otherwise, for the 
satisfactory porfornjance of the duties on which it is employed in the Tribntiiry 
Mahals; and (2) tlie measun^s and rules proposed for adoption by the Commission 
to render the force duly eilieieut tor the purposes ol’ such duries (as enjoined in 
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PART L 

5. The Schedules furnished to the Commission hy the Resident, draii n up in 

accordance with the instructions communicated to him in our letter dated 1st 
November 1873, arc three in number, and contain the following cases or *gr*^ups ol 
cases of grievance:— * 

Schedule L —Complaints of British subjects. Thirteen cases or groups of 
cases. j 

Schedule II. —Complaints of Baroda subjects of general misgovernment. Sixty • 
six cases or groups of cases. 

Sfdiednle III. —Miscellaneous and similar comjjlaints to those in Schedule II, 
Fourteen cases or groups of cases. 

The evidence w extenso taken in all the cases breught forward in the above 
Schedules that have been investigated will be found properly classed and arranged 
in the Minutes of the Commission, together with the cross-examinations, replies, or 
remarks by the Durbar Agent in each case, and the final rejoinders of tiie Resident 
to the latter. 

A summary of the proceedings in each such case, similarly arranged, with the 
opinion of the Commission on its merits, is attached as a separate Appendix to this 
Report. 

6. Schedule 1. — Complaints of unjust and opjrressive treatment of British 
subjects. 

In this Schedule, as originally framed hy the Resident, thirteen cases were brought 
forward for investigation, hut the Commission eonsidererl that only seven of the 
number ]>ropcrly appertained to this Schedule, as demanding inquiry under the terms 
of para. T> ol’the despatch of 19th Septcinl)er 1873, and the transfer of the remaining ^ 
six cases to Schedule JIJ. W’as accordingly ordered. . 

The Commisvsion investigated the grievances of five oi‘ the seven complainants, 
^vliose cases were thus retained in this Scheilulc, but was unable to do so in the case 
of the remaining two, as tl)C complainants did not attend. 

Tlie opinion of the Commission on each of the (uises investigated by it is recorded 
in the summary appended to this Report, and it will be seen that in only one. 
No. 10, does it consider that the complaint has been snhstantiated in a manner to 
require special redress from the Durbar ; and further, that on the occMirrence which 
forma the sidject of grievance in that case being brought to its notice, the Durbar 
took proper action against tlie offending official, and aAvarded adequate punishment. 
The amount of compensation that should be pnid to the complainant in this case 
has been fixed by tl:c Commission at Us. 100. 

I’lnally, the circuinsianoes that have been brought before us, in connexion with 
this branch of the iiupiiry, do not, in our opinion, warrant our proposing ai^y* 
genci-al measures for the special proU-ction ol British subjects within the Bari)tla 
territories. 

With regard to the Resident’s remarks under cases 11 of Schedule I. mid 33 of 
Schedule II. on tlie subject of tlie alleged irregukr surrdiidcr of accused^ parties to 
the Durbar by the British authorities, and even their sebsurc by Durbar officials in 
British territory, the correction of the former practice, if it really exists, does not 
rest with this Commission, while the British magistrates are fully competent to deal 
effectual!}^ with every case of the latter that is brougiit to their notice. This has 
been pointed out to the Resident, and he has been informed that the Commission 
cannot inquire into and deal with such cases. 

7. Schedules IL and IJL —Complaints and allegations in support of the charge 
of general misgovernment. 

The Commission has inquired into fifty-seven cases or grou])s of cases brought 
forward in Schetlulc II., and eight of those entered in Schedule TIL Nine cases in 
the former, and six in the latfer Schedule have not Ixjcn investigated or entered 
into, for reasons which will be found recorded under each such case in the list of 
uninveBlighted eases appended to the summary. 

8. The sixty-five complaints in both Schedules that have been inquired into have 
been grouped or clagsoJ in twenty-one cases in the summary, and the opinion of the 
Commission on each group or individual case will be found recorded therein, as 
briefly shown in the following staienicnt:— 


(Opinion of the Conumseion. 


The Miiccriainty of flerviec, ftiifl Uuhility to suininiuy 
without npecial cqubo or roosoD, to which 
t)icscclaBAei4app«ui' to have been subject at thehHudb 
of proviouH (jJaokwarB, have been serioiiHly aggravated 
Hiiico tlie ftCce«8ion of tin; ]>rcKOnt Chief, by the 
wholei^itle rc(lnc^ioiii!i he has carried out amongi^t 
them within u comparatively brief period—generally 
in an arbitrary imuiiior, and an n'gards the followeiiij 
and d<'|»cndt‘nl« of bin predecessor—rather a})pa- 
re.ntly in a spirit of hate and vengeance than from a 
feeling of SlHte neccHsity. 

t • 

No. 2 - OrioHiices of llu* I'.iinpnr 'riinkor.s The levy of “accession Nazarana.” withitho measures 

Seven cojn[>l}ijrmnlH exjiniiueil. taken to enldree its ]iaymeiil, is the.‘only item of 

conipia)nniit.s’gn<*vanei*s for which the ]>i‘eHenl (’liiid* 
n]){>utirt'> to Ik‘ dii'ectly rosjmnsihle; uud, though tlie 
lax is, in the ( 'Ominisuion k ojnnion, an ohjectionahie 
one, if would appear, if the Durluir sfalemenf is 
correct, f.hat it was imposed with fhc coneurnniee, 
as it Ci'rtuinly must have lu'cn with the knowledge., 
of tfi(5 then Resident (C'ol. ISarr). 

No. 3 - Grievances <»f the agricnifurnl The }»i'csent Chief is responsible for the addition of the 

elusse-s in connexion vritli the “aceession Nazaraim” to the jnevioiisly heavy 

ill-trca(meni and oppression to burdens horm; by tlie peoph*, and for the increased 

wliicb tliey are subjeca in the diUh'-uities exi>erienee<i in consequence in realising 

co]l<'e.tiou of the Govc'riiinenfc the Government demands. The (>xactioii of “Nazu- 

Limd Uevenue and other eusst's. nina” from tin* Vahivatdars on appointment, viud 

* Depositionsof twenty-six(2G) the alleged ntteinpls of the latter class to recoup 

complainants (akt'iiuiul’rceorded, theniMolves from the ryots, winch have been brought 

sunl one hundred nn<i fiCfy-tlve to noti<5C by sonu* of the eomplainauts in this gnmp 

(].*>.>) oJher complainants orally of cases, wouhl also appear, ev<‘n if in exisu-iu'c 

exaniiiH'd. previou.sly, to liave }U!quired » more stTious and 

injurious cluinutter shujo tlin mujoHsion id’llio prusiuit. 
Chief. It is uUo iinp(»rtmit to notice, in connexion 
with this group of grievances, that lepresentations 
of the ilUtr('(itment inflicted on them are ailege<l by 
some, of the complainants to have been miule by 
them and their fellow-sutferers to tin* Chief liimsell', 
the Minister, aud the Revenue Ck)inmissiouer, but 
without their obtaining any I’etli’esr.’; wldle, in sotne 
instaiMM’H, the coin)dainHnts depose that they wtuc 
further ill-ti'caloil In ('.onscquencc. Olliei'h of the 
complainuntn slatt^ that they mailo no such n>preseii- 
lations, lieciause ilieir doing so would have been 
useless. 

No. 4 * Complaints ofeerlnin Vahivaldars, There seems t<» be no reason for doubt that the levy of 

or ebief exeentixe otUceis of “ Nuzaruna ** on appointment, from this and otln r 
Mahals, (»r Imving Waui sum- <dasses <>(‘ oflh'ials, is customary ; and turtlier, that 
nuirily removed from their the collection of the revenue of their Mahals has, In 

• appointments, jd‘t(*r having paid soini* instances at least, been funned out to the 

• eoiisiderahle siimn for them, \"alMvatdni'K. 

without any cause, and without * 

It rel'un(^ of the payments so 
made. 

Three (3) eomplainauts exa¬ 
mined. 

No. 5 - <,'-omi>laiiils of llai'cxla subjects of The number of sueJi instances 'brought before the 

personal ili-lreatraent, described CominiHsion lias not been large, bnt there can bo no 

as amounting to torture, at. the doubt that, such cases do occur, and that there is 

^|ands of the Gm‘kwur’s otlieials. good ground for the opiniuii that the character of 

K<mr (4) coinplainanks exu-, the class of men generally cmpltycd as Vjiiiivutdars, 

minetl. and the circumstances eonnecUHfwith these appoint¬ 

ments, already alluded to, furnish no satisfactory or 
‘ reasouahlo insurance that th(y arc fitted for their 
i responsible duties, and that they art> unlikely to 
]>ractise or to countenance the ill-treatment (»f those 
who are suhji^et to tUoir aiithoi ity. 




No. of Nature of (jrievooce and Number 

Group or Case of CutuplaiiiaiitM uxamitiod by 
in Bunmaiy. (.'omiaiNnioti. 


No, ] - (irievancos of the jSavdui’s nn«l 

military c^assr^H of the Harodu 
State. 

Forty eoiTipluinantB exfimined. 

i 


No. 6 - General atUcIiracut of Vatuus The present Chief is not responsible for tliis measure, 

tiit'oughout the Bnroda State. which was adopted by his predecessor 8 or 9 years 

No complainants examined. ago. 



No. of 

Group or Case 
in Bmomary. 


Nature of Grievance ami Number 
of Complainante examined by 
Comniieaion. 


Opiniou of the Couimistiion. 


No. 7 - Complaint of unjust imprisonmont In the proceedings taken a^minsl, and the w-ntcnee 

by theTJaroda Durbar. passed on Fakir Shaba sliliib, Ibr writing derimm- 

One(l) complainant examined. tory arti<!loK regHidiiig the MjiharnpL, the Ccnnniis- 

slon eonsiders that there is no groiiioi for (questioning 
the right of tiie Durlmr to institjite proeeeiHngs 
against and to punish him; but the sentence |mssod 
was altogether excessive, and out of all ppoiwition 
' to tlnj oflence. 


Grievances of certain Stale and 
other bankers at Ihiroihi. 

Four (4) (;ompiainanls exa¬ 
mined. 


t^ase of tlie flogging of ciglit (8) 
persijus, (»r whom one died, 
i»rought forward l»y the Uesident. 
. No eomplaiimnt exiunined. 


Seizure (*f respecluble uiurned and 
lumiarried woiikm) at Darodu for 
eonijndsory service ns “ I^oundis” 
or honseliohl slaves in tin' ])hice. 
Tliree (IJ) eoinphiinants exa¬ 
mined. 

No. il - ClrievnuetP of (vrtuin members of 
the late Gaekwar’s family, wlio 
cotuqdain tliat theyJmve sufiered 
hiirdsliips af tlie Jjands of Ills 
Highness tlu! present Gnekwar. 
Five (.5) eoinplainahf.s exa¬ 
mined. 

No. 12 - Gricvaiu'es of the followers and 

s<n*vaiits of the late Kluind(>iiio 
(iaekwar. whr» allege that they 
liave suflered hardships at the 
hand of th(‘ jn'csont (riiekwar. 
Ten (10) eoinplainants exa¬ 
mined. 

No. 13 - (hnnjdaints of the arbitrary re* 

* sumplion by th<? (lack war’s 
Goverunieut, without cause or 
reason, of Innni holdings jind 
henditury emoluments granted 
by his pmlecessors 

Four (4*/ complainants exa¬ 
mined. 


No. 8 


No. 9 


No. 10 - 


Tlie action of the iutt' and present (Toekwars towards 
individuals of this class aqtpears to have boon highly 
arliHrary, and tli« proceedings of t.ln* pr<‘S(n)( admi- 
nibtmtion, especially in somci of tlu' cases brought 
isd’oro tlm Coinnussion, seems to it to wairant thc^ 
couolusioii that wealthy individuals or firms at 
Ibirodn who are not in favour with the Maharaja or 
his pi'iiici]>al oflicials have grave grounds for alai*iu 
and anxiety as todhe se<Mirily and freedom from 
nioh'station of themselves and their pro]>erty. 

Th(« C^)imiiissi(»ii, in the fac'o of the. ftroe.ecdiugs in the 
trial of tin; accused persons, laid Indore it bj^ the 
Durbar, can only observe tliat tin; jmniKimient 
appears to have be(;u iuilh^tcd without any precau¬ 
tion to prevent its proving oxcessive, as otie of the 
Kuderers died while undergoing il. With regunl to 
the further iinquirics inotle by tlfe liesidont iu tJiis 
ease, siibsoipumt to th(‘ depart tin; of the Coinnussion 
from }{arodii, it docs not apfiear to be neuesstu’y to 
.offer any remarks thereon here. ^ 

Th<‘re can lx* no doubt tiiat several in.stan(a:;H of this 
discreditable nature Imve occurred, and tJialu serious 
seaudal has thereby been brought on tlie qieisonal 
cluinicter of the Cliicf himself, and on the aduiinis- 
♦ration of which be i.s tlu; Inywl. 

The proceedings of the pr('Hent C’hief huv(‘ b(5en un¬ 
usually Jiai’sh and severe towards his jiredeccssor’s 
relatives, and of a most sweeping and vindielive 
(haraetej- towards his favourite fc-llowers and 
d(>]ieudeiits. 

The meusiin;s taken against these classes an; lifghly^ 
damaging to the ropiibition of Ilis Iliglmess Ah*!- 
Imrrao, and (ainnol but bo rtganhal with alarm by 
all associated with, or xvbo enjoyed the fax our of the 
late Chj(*f, xvho hav(; not as yet b»;(*n molested l>y Ids 
succtessor. ^ 

• • 

• 

T)u‘ proceedings of the; [)rcscnt Chief, and iho grounds 
assigned for Ihein in tliese cases, must, in the 
uiou of the Contmission, have given rise- to n f<‘<;liiig 
of uncertainty and uaxiety*araongst nil pei'sons oh 
lh<‘ clnstgjs to which (mmplaiuants belong, holdinjS; 
sindi Iiiams and einoIunientH uad(‘r grants from qin*- 
\i(mK Gftckxvars. • 


No. 14 - Question of prison reform goncirally It seems sufficient to observe tliat Ihe ill-treatmout of 

in tin; Baroda State, brought for- female prisoners by corporal coiTcetion, wbicli forms 
ward by the KesidciU. the chief eompluint, is stated to liav^ been recently 

No complainants examined. interdicted. A r(.;form of tin' present jail system 

and arrangennuita is no doubt required. 


No. 15 - Complaints of obHlrnctioii ollbred The proc(>e(ii«gs Uikim by the Durbar towanls a Vakil 

by the Gaekwar’a Government employed ns an agent by certain complainants was 

or its officials to jiai’tiea desiring ill-advised, and, under the (urcuuistauces, cannot but 

to appear before the Commission l>e condomned. 

to state their griovauces. An imquiry is being made by the Durbar into tin; 

Two (2) complainants exa- complaints of the Nadsari ryots uinier this head, ami 

miood. the result will be communicated by it to the Kesident. 


No. of 

Group or f/uou 
m Sumnuiry. 

Nature of Grievanoe, and Number 
of Complainants examiucil by 
Commifieioti. 

N 0 . ] 

ft 

'ComplaiutK of onrtain women,inha¬ 
bitants oi'tlbc villngo of Viriiu), 
in ibc Naosnri l^iirgunua. 

T'lio gricvaucctt of tho coni- 
])btimiuts, wlio wore very iiumo- 
rbus, were lionrd orally by iho 
Commission. 

No. 17 - 

Claims oi' Ibo creditoiH of Ihc late 
Jlbotv Sohidiu, Dowaii of Ibo lule 
Onokwaj*. 

^ No complaimmt oxnmined. 

No. 18 - 

• 

Claims of certain jowcllcjs of 
Abmoilabud on iiecouiit of jewels 
sold by them to His lliglinoss 
tlm pi'csent Gaokwar, t he ju'icos 
of wbicli luivo not been paid by 
His Highnoss. 

No. If) - 

• 

Complaint of the sons of tho late 
Giiiiosh Siidiisco, Dewau of Ibi- 
roilu iimlcr tlu^ late Cbu'kwur. 

One Cl) compluinant oxu- 
minud. 

No. 20 - 

Coinplaint of one Bbamiiduii Lal- 
Idiai regarding llio Jion-liq'.iidii- 
tion 0 !' bis claim to Ks. .■i.7(>,y23 
fm* bonndnry stono.s supplied to 
Ihe Gsttkwar’s Government in 
ia(i3. 

No conijilainnnt examined. 

No. 21 - 

t 

• 

• 

• 

Unprcsenlutions by the Itesident of 
the present staU? of ibo relations 
of tho Giw'kwur with tho Dritlsh 
Government and the neigbbonr- 
iiig states of tbi*. Kowa Kanla, 
Maltikanbi, and Talilanpui 
Agencies. 

No eonij)lHinants i xaniinod. 

• « 


opinion of the Commnudon. 


The ;xriovaiico complttinpd of is ono of loiiff standinjy j 
but it is hoped that it will no>y be l•cd^cMyod. fi is 
nob however, one iii ivincli the Commission can 
intorfeVc. 


There is no doubt that tho presonl Chief has nttachcil 
mid confiscated nil the deoensed’s property in 
Jbiroda on the ground of the jmblie claims against 
the late Minister for malversation of the SlaU* pro- 
piM ty and vevounes ; but the Commission is not iu 
;v position to judge of the merits of this proceeding, 
or to fiirin an opinion of tho value of the property so 
seized. 

The Maharaja appears to the Commission to 1 m? iKiiind 
to adoi»t the Bteps that necessary to effect an 
equifoble settlement of these largo ])orsonal claims 
agaiiisl IJis FTighness witlu»ut delay, 'j'lio (’onmiih- 
sioii has suggested tin* mode that appears to it to be 
thi* most fitting, und(*r tin* (uriMimstaiu'eSj for n^lop- 
tion with this olijoct. 

In the attiiehinent of the l)urb:ii' of the Ijinin villago, 
granted to the then Minister by the late Chief for 
bis services at the poriiMl of ibi' mutiny, Ibo ju'eseiil 
Gaekwnr is responsildc for the eonliiiuaiicr^ ofun act 
of, apparently, unjust }epudi»tiou of bis own grant 
by his preilccoHwir, and for the determination to 
enforce the sjvnu' by the final rcsuniplion of I bo 
village iu question, giving comjdainant one of infe¬ 
rior value or a inonoy payment in lieu of it. 

Tho Durbar law intimated to the Coniinission its r'ca- 
dinoss to adjust the account on the aitonduiu'c oi' 
complainant witli his voueliors for tin* purpose. 

The claim is not one that lh<^ <vonimi«sion e-an 
with propriety take up or dispose of. 


The Conimi.ssion has held no invest.lgjition into, inni is 
therefore not ina]K)sili(m to (tfliu' an;y but g<‘Uend 
remarks on, the subjects iiolieed in tlii'se ri*pi'{>senta- 
lious, which will be found recorded in (he summary. 


9. On a full consideration of the circumstances that hav(i come to uoti<?c in the 

. 1. M.m,„m,7»..d€xicoHA r,du.t:o..,.fSi.-d..,k coursc of Uit; itKiuiry held by the Commission, 
dud siliediU'K. as siuninariscd iti the foregoing paras, of this 

n. lleport, wf nrc of opinion that the proceedings 

iiioPaince. * of His Highnc^s MulhaBrar) in the sevcml 

and his favourites ami il.•|.clu^•r.t^. classcs oi cascs noted in the margin have been 


.*). Arbimiry resumption of ccrtaiu luams and highly arbitrary, and ill soiiie instiuiccs very 
hcredittiry eiuoiumentB. uujust, and of a character calculated to bring 


grave discredit on His Highness’ administration, and to excite distrust and alarm 
amongst a large portion.of the influential and respectable classes of the community. 

10. The (.Jommisslon further considkTs— 

(1.) That the grievances the agricultural classes require careful examination 
and consideration at the hands of the Durbar, in view to the mitigation or removal 
,pf several of the grounds of eomplttint stated by the persons of these classes who 
attended the ('luminission, which appear to be well founded, and, though not due, or 
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of lai 
under 

(2.) That the existing |>ractice of levying ** Nazarana” on appointment, fW>m 
Viiivatdars and other officials, whether in the name of the Chief himself or by the 
Minister or his dep^utics, and of giving the Mahals, over which they preside, in farm, 
on whatever plea, to the former class, is wholly inconsistent with good government, 
and should he entirely relinquished and interdicted, r 

(3.) That the practice of ill-treating accused persons or prisoners, wil!h the object 
of extorting confession, which certainly obtains to some extent, demands the most 
watchful and sincere efforts of the Durbar for its absolute suppression. 

(4.) That the settlement of the rights of all Wuttundars throughout the .State, which 
was promised by the late Chief eight or nine years ago, when the Wuttuns generally 
were attached, should be carried out in a just and equitable manner wifchout delay, 
or all action in the matter finally dropped, the Wuttundars being restored to or not 
being disturbed in the enjoyment of their, generally, long-enjoyed rights. 

(5.) That the adoption of a humane and otherwise suitable code of rules for the 
administration of the State jails is very desirable; and— 

(6.) That the judicial department and administration require entire reform, the 
existing abuses be^ng abolished, so as to remove the present iineertnin and irregular 
application of the law, and want of confidence in the proceedings of the Courts and 
Magistrates, which have been strongly urged on our attention by the Resident in 
the course of this inquiry, and of the existence of which wc cun have no reasonable 
doubt. 


include the present high rates 
levy of general" Nazaranas ” 
Chief or the Minister. 


assessniCut^ ^hich' d^matidi revision, and the 
whatever 'na^e or bn whatever ground by the 


1 1. Lnstly, we are compelled to come to the conclusion that the staU^ of affiairs 
thus ])ortraycd does, when viewed altogether, constitute general mal-administratioii 
of a character urgently c:alling for reformation, especially with reference to the 
iiitonnixed position of the Barocia and British districts, and the consequent infimatc 
relations and interests existing between them, and that such a change of system as 
is needed with this object cannot, under the peculiar circumstances of the case, be 
effected without some interference on the part of the British Gt^vernment. 

12. As regards the present Gaekwar himself, we have already (in piirii. 3 of this 
Beport) given a brief sketch of his eareer, from which it may l)c judged that his 
autec(^dents, at the time of his accession, eaii hardly be said to have furnished 
grounds tor the expectation that he wouhi piovc a wise and good Ruler. 

llis harsh and severe treatment of bis predecessor’s relatives and dependents 
forms perhaps the greatest blot on his character since his assumption of the Chief- 
shi]), but some excuse for this may be found in the fact that he considered that he 
and his friends and associates had been liarsldy and unjustly treated by the kite 
Chief and hia servants and favourites, and that retaliatory measures towards the 
latter, when within his power, were justifiable. Thus, Bhow Seindia, who was al 
once deposed from tlic office of Minister and thrown into prison, where he ended 
his life after 18 months’confinement, under circumstances of grave suspicion, wa^ 
the chief Judicial Officer of the State wito conducted the mquiry.iuto the charge of 
conspiring against the then Chief, which resulted in Mulharrao’s imptisonmeut 
during seven years, and the severe punisinnent of several of his friends and depen¬ 
dents ; and no doubt many of the late Gaekwar’s other Servants and favourites, who 
have suffered at his successors hands, took an active part in the proceedings against.’ 
llis Highness Mulharruo at that period, and were' regarded by him as his personal 
enemies. Still, making every allowance for the feelings that would naturally actuate 
a person of His Highness Mulharrao’s disposition under such circumstances, it is 
impossible to avoid the conviction, from thp vindictive nature of his proceedings 
towards so large a number of persons as in this" instance, and his violent and 

spoliatory treatment of many of thCui, as also 
notb.— Ther^ductionKamoogstjheSir^and jjJjg mcasures towards Certain bankers and 

•• Kiuiuderao’H dependentare nchnitted by the luamdars, and the general character m other 
i>nrbttt to have aggregirtwi, within the last throe imoortant rcspccts 01 his administration during 

ycuTi, Kb. 1,93,500 of annual charge. ^ ^ n * 

the last three years, that he is not a Prince who 
can be reasonably expected to introduce, of himself, the change of system absolutely 
necessary to reform existing abuses, and to place the administration on a footing to 
entitle it to the confidence and support of the British Government, and the loyal and 
willing obedience of all its subjects. 


13. Nor, however well-disposed His Highness might himself be to concur in the 
adoption of the measures necessary to this object, could they, in our opinion, be 
attempted with any prospect of success with-the aid of his present Minister and 
principal officials, most of whom, so far as we can jmige, are by no means of the 
clatis of men that should fill such responsible and important posts. 

14. "^o obtain such a result, wc deem it to be essential that the Minister of^the 
Baroda State shall* be selected with reference to his administrative experience and 
personal anrl other special qualifications for the post, and, while enjoined to secure 
the Chiefgood-will and conffdence, and to work in respectful subordination to him, 
never forgetting their relitive positions, that he shall h ive such support froin the 
Resident as may be necessary to enable him to carry out efficiently and satisfac¬ 
torily the important functions of his office, and that he shall not be liable to removal 
without the special oniers of the British Government. We are further of opinion 
that the Resident shoidd, for a time at least, be vested with special authority to 
jiitcrv'cne, necessary, between the Maharaja anti the Minister, 

15. With regard to the unsatisfactory character of nnmy of the jiresent Durbar 
officials, and the fnid reputation in which they Ji))pC!ir to the Commission to be held 
by a largo proportion of the people, the first duty that would devolve on the new 
MiiiistcT, if appoiutcfl as above proposed, would be a careful elimination and dis¬ 
missal of such oi them as are unfit to be eontinued in the public service under the 
ncAv arrangoir.ent, and be would probably require the assistance of the Resident in 
obt:iinit)g, under the sanction of (Tovernment, the services of an adccjuate numl)cr of 
competent and qualified men from the British provinces or elsewi)ere, who can be 
induced to take employment in tlie Gaekwars service. 

On this ])oiiit we will only observe that, while W'e should dc])reeato any needlesa 
introduction of other than Jhiroda subjects inttj the service ofthe State, the employ¬ 
ment of a few carefully selected men, wh:.' have already received an.adequate training 
in the British public seiwiee, will, solar as we cun judge, l )0 absoluiely necessary to 
eiuiliJe the Minister lo carry out the ehange-i so urgently called for. We under¬ 
stand that the Maharaja is not averse to the entertainment of any needful number 
of men of tliis class that can he obtained for tlic purpose. 

lb. In tiniK submitting, as directed, for the consider.ition of His Excellency in 
Council, our views as to tlic measures that should be adopted to bring aliout and 
nmiiitnin for the fotme a more 'uti^faetory state of affairs in Baroda, without entail- 
inga minute and vexations interferenee on the part of the British Government, w(‘ 
would beg loa'td that we are not unmiiidfal ofthe objections that naturally suggest 
ihemsilves to such an arrangemeni as tiiat proposeil, or to the delicate nature ofthe 
task that will devolve on the Minister and the Resident in making that arrange¬ 
ment,.if carried ont, work siiecessfuliy. 

17 . But w'e aic lully eoiivineed that the delects of the Baroda administration arc 
of such a nature tliat no lesser interference than that suggested can, under the 
'pecidiar circumstances ofthe case, i)e of any avail. There can l)e no doubt that 
during the last six or seven years of His Highness Khunderao’s life the system of 
-gttve.niiucm., bad as it appears always to have been, underwent a serious decadence : 
.. .. ^ „ the proceedings of the Chief were more arbiirury 

* As one (*l UtiK*rci-m. on tlic rcivemif ol ail , ^ ,0 1 1 • 
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. heavy assessment to w’hicn the ryots were sub¬ 

ject, and the collection of the Government dues was enforced by the local officials 
by harsli and compulsory measures, of the character that have been deposed to by 
many witnesses who hav^ appeared bciorc the Commission ; wlule complaints were 
not heard, and there was no redress for such grievances. • 

I'he appointment ofBhow Scindia Minister in 1867 appears to have still further 
aggravated the state of things previously existing, his character being, it is alleged, 
extremely venal and rapacious, 'i'he accession of the present Cljief has merely 
resulted in the change of some oi' the officials, but without benefit to the country or 
the people, for there has been no change in the system, and the craving for acquiring- 
wealth, however irregularly or improperly, has been doubtless as keen amongst tiie 
new employds as those di-splaced by tiiein; while the Maharaja himself appears, 
unhappily, to have been bent on iucreasiiig his revenue by imprudent and oppres¬ 
sive means. 


18. Under such circumstances, it appears to us to be hopeless lo look for any 


Ruler and his advisers, and vre are convinced that these can oni/ be introduced 
through tlw intervention and under the auspices of the British Government, At 
the same time, we have no doubt that it will he quite in the power,of the Maharaja 
to ensuiu success to the measures that may be so authorised^ and to render further 
iHferference unnecessary, by accepting them frankly, and giving his cordial support 
to the Minister who may be appointed with the approval or the British Government. 

19- Before closing this part of the Report, it will be proper for us to refer to the 
issue b^ the Resident, under our authority, of a notice, intimating that persons 
appearing to give evidence before the Commission would be under his protection as 
Resident, in respect of bond juk evidence so given by them; and to some other, 
points requiring remark. 

The issue of the notice was authorised by us in consequence of the Resident’s 
representation that, without some such assurance, it was not. to be expected that 
complainants would venture to come forward; but we were much concerned to 
find, on the receipt of the copy of youi* Despatch to the Government*of Bombay, 
No. 4 C P, dated 1.5th November 1873 (forwarded under your Office docket 
No. 5 C P, of the same date), that the course we had been led to take was opposed 
to the views and intentions of the Government of India, as set forth in para. 3 of 
that despatch. 

A copy of the notice, as amended by us, will be found in the Appendix to this 
Report, and we will only add that, in its application to the witnesses who appeared 
belbre us, the instructions conveyed in your message on the subject, dated 22nd 
November 187?, were carefully borne in mind and acted on. • 

20. With regard to the hope expressed in the khureeta, dated iqth Septemlier 

1873, from Mis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General to Ilis High ness 
the (iackwaf, that he would afford to the Commission every assistance in his power 
during its investigations, we deem it right to state, for the information of His 
Excellency in Council, that we had, generally, every reason to he satisfied with the • 
arrangements made by the Durbar with the above object, so far as they came under 
our observation. The conduct of the principal Durbar Agent who attended the 
sittings of the Commission, and those appointed with him, was friendly and free 
from obstruction, and our references through him to the Durbar, where such were 
necessary in any of the cases that came before us, were duly and generally promptly 
dealt with. ' 

There were some ctmiplaints of obstruction by the Durbar officials to parties who 
desired to state their grievances to the (’ommission, and one of ill-treatment of 
certain ryots who had visited Baroda, and represented their hardships to the 
Resident, which were laid before the Commission too late for any inquiry by it. 
'J'hc Durbar Agent, however, promised that these complaints should be duly 
inquired into, and the result reported to the Resident. 

On its jiart, the Commission was scrupulously careful to avoid any proceeding 
that might have the effect oi’ rendering the inquiry it was conducting more dis- 
tasteiiil and painful to His Highness than was absolutely unavoidable under the 
circumstances. 

21. With reference to certain differences between the Resjdent and ourselves 
regarding some of the cases brought forward by Rim,—as will be seen from our pro¬ 
ceedings and his Schedules and lettert in the Appendices,—wc beg to remirk that 
we found it impossible to investigate, in the manner desired by the Resident, some 
of the cases entered in the Schedules, as to have done so, had‘there been' no other 
objection to such a course, to the extent required to enable us to form an accurate 
judgmentof their exact merits, would probably have taken several days for each, 
especially where an*examination of old and lengthy accounts was essential to a 
proper understanding of the facts. It was, moreover, unlikely that the evidence 
forthcoming would prove to be of an adequate character to establish satisfactorily 
the charge ox claim in these cases, while, even if it should appear to he so, as the 
Durbar could not havC been called on to defend them, and there could thus have 
been no contention, the result would still have been one-sided and valueless. 
Again, iu certain (iases in which tlie Resident desired the proceedings of the 
Durbar’s Criminal Courts to be thoroughly investigated, and the original charf^ 
in each such instance to be virtually retried by the Commission, we deemed it 
sufficient to consider, (1), if the Durbar had reasonable ground for regarding itself 
as warranted iu dealing with the case, and (2), when it appeared to have such 


ground, if there was anything of so excessive or exceptional a character in the 
sentence passed by it as to require or justify our iiiterferwice. When the latter was 
not clearly the case, we deemed it to be our duty to decline such interference, as 
being unnecessary and improper. Lastly, in two claims against the Maharaja 
personally, on account of the price of certain jewels purchased by him, which hfid 
remained*unadjusted by His Highness on i}\e plea that he had been deceived as 
to the value of the Articles, we considered that we had no authority to investigate 
the same, and therefore confined our intervention to directing the attention of the 
Durbar Agent to the said claims, and pointing out the most fitting course that 
appeared to us to be open, for adoption for their settlement. 

22. We will .only add that we . are well aware that many of the cases in which we 
have allowed the comphunants to appear before the Commission are pot of a class 
that would ordinarily, be fit subjects for inquiry or official interference at the hands 
of the British authorities. With reference, however, to the objects of the assembly 
of the ComlTiissiou, and the* general circumstances of the allegations against the 
Durbar, we have deemed the course taken by ns in this class of cases to have been 
that which it behoved us to adopt, and trust that the same may meet with the 
approval of His Excellency in Council. 

23. It may be proper further to explain that the llesidcnt was anxious to notice 
the Durbar’s replies or remarks in some of the cases deposed to before the Com¬ 
mission, and that, as there were obvious objections to Ins doing so in the way of a 
rejoinder at the time, we consented to allow him to submit a final memo, or note 
in each case in which he deemed such to be necessary. Such memos, wc intended 
to be merely brief comments on any p.irticular point or statement put forth by the 
Durbar Agent, which might appear to the Resident to call for special remark from 
him, but these final notes have in some instances extended to a length greatly 
in excess of what was contemplated by the Commission, when acceding to their 
submission. We have, however, thought it better, untier the circumstances, to 
allow all of them to be included in ea^/enfto in the Appendices to this Report. 


PART II. 


24. We next proceed to record (1), the results of our inquiries into the present 
condition of the (Contingent, and its fitness for the satisfactory performance of the 
duties on which it is employed in the Tributary Mahals; and (2), the measures and 
rules we propose for adoption to render the force duly efficient for the purpose of 
the said duties. 


25. The chief officer of the Contingent, who is styled Sir Sooba, resides at 
Baroda, and the reports of tlie tlirec Soobas, who exercise respective!}'' the command 

of the three* chief divisions, are made to him, 
* ruhhrrmi' ‘^ooi)a alonci can order the dismissal of 

MiiiiiiLuta. a Silledur, or the enrolment of new men. The 

^ • • Nemnook attached to the oflSce of head of the 

Contingent is enjoyed by, him, and all matters of importance connected with the 
force are rclerred to him, by the Scjobas, for disposal as Colonel-in-Chtef, or for 
the orders of the Durbar. The present Sir Sooba is the Minister of the State. 

26. The Soobas reside at the liwad-quaiters of, and exercise command over, the 

portions of the Contingent under their charge. They are re-sponsible for the muster¬ 
ing of the men, the disbilrsement of pay, t!ic detail of the inon for duty, and 
generally for the state a,fid coudition of the force under their command; and it is 
their duty to inquire into all complaints of misconduct that ai*e brouglit against any 
of their men’by the British officers in whose districts they are employe/!, and to deal 
adequately therewith. The Soobas liave authority to fine all the -men under their 
charge, to imprison them .for short periods, and to dismiss Bargirs. Serious off*ences 
beyond these powers are referred by the Soobas to the Sir Sooba for his orders, or 
those of the Durbar. . ^ 


27. The Contingent is employed la the maintenance of order in the territories 
included within the Political Agencies of Kattywar, Pahlanpur, Mahi Kanta,’and 
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28. Kaffyfwar Agenaf . —A British officer, witli the designation of Superintendent 
of the Contingent, exercises a general control over the portion l)f the force employed 
in Kattywar. All requisitions or complaints in connection with it arc made to him 
by the I’olitical Agent and his Assistants, and are referred by him to the Sooba in 
immediate command of such portion, who resides at head-quarters at Manikwara.. 
The Superintendent is also Assistant to the Resident at Baroda, and is in Political 
charge of the Gaekwars Mahals in IvattyM^ar. lie is under the orders of the 
Political Agent as regards the distribution and employment of the force, but reports 
to the Resident in any matters connected with its control or internal Economy, 
which cannot bu arranged with or tlirough the Sooba, and in which a reference to 
the Durbar is necessary. The Superintendent’s powers of control and representation 
extend to the casting of sucH horses as are in his opinion unserviceable, and to the 
approval or rejection of those entertained to replace them ; to referring to the Sooba, 
for inquiry and proper notice, cases of misconduct on the part of the men, and, where 
such appears to be necessary, suggesting the nature of the punishment that should 
be inflicted therein; and to reporting to the Resident instances o.f special good or 
bad conduct on the part ot‘ the men, or other matters connected with the force, that 
he desires to bring to the notice of the Dui bar. 

. It is further the duty of the Superintendent to see that the Contingent is kept 
in order, and that the men are dressed, anne<l, and accoutred “ according to the 
Gaekwari custom,” as provided in the 'Preaty; that the Refornietl Troop is-drilled, 
clothed, and armed, as ordered; and, us stated above, to receive and dispose of all 
requisitions for detachments, and all complaints against the men from the Political 
officers qf‘ the Agency. 4 

l^hc Superintendent observes that during six years’ incumbency of the post he* 
has always received the fullest and most willing assistimcc from the Sooba, and hSs 
never had to refer a case to the Resident, on account of the Sooba’s neglect to 
attemi to his representations. Instances of serious offence, reported to the Durbaff 
by the Sooba with the Superintendent’s opinion, ^rc, he adds, iuvariably dealt with 
by it with due severity. ^ ^ • 

29 . As regards the composition of the Kattywar pprtion of the Contingent, the 
Pagadars generally, and many of the Silledars, reside at Baroda, the duties con-, 
nected with the charge of the Pagahs being performed by their deputies, while the 
absent Silledars are represented by Bargirs. The Pagahs are composed of individual 
Silledars and Bargirst who ride horses belonging to Ihe Pagadars. Bargirs are 
similarly employed by the Silledars who have more than one horse or “ asami.” 

Reformed Troop ,—Two of the Pagahs, comprising 111 men of all grades, have 
been organised into a “ Reformed Troop,” as noted iu the margin. The pay 

allowed for the sowars of this troop is Babai^ai 
i Bswadar 1 Kt^^rohi Ks. 35 (British Rs. 28. 7- 0.) per mensem, which 

t I oa3iowM is drawn by the Pagadars, the whole of the men 

j TO "1. s jtaiero being Barges. The latter receive Babasai Rs. 10 

iNi^baniur (British Rs. 8. 2. 0.) per mensem, the horses, 

uniform, arms, and equipments being all pro- 
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The ^ole of the rest of the force consists of ordinary “ ^jwara ” sowars, and 

. is without uniform, military organisation, or 

iiemainder of the force. discipline of any sort. 

30. The horses of tlic force generally are of small size, and many of 

them are" in bad condition, which is no doubt to some extent due to the description 
of work on which they are employed. Much of it is, however, tlie natural con¬ 
sequence of neglect and want of supervision. Some of the horses are fairly good, 
and a large proportion of them, though not of the class that would be deem^ fitted 
for British Native Cavalry purposes, w'ould probably be quite equal to the ordinary 
'duties the Contingent ought to be employed on, if more cared for by their riders, 
and less knocked about. The horses of the “ Reformed Troop ” are not much 
superior to those of the rest of the force, but they are better cared for, and may be 
described as fairly efficient. 


31. Arms* and Equipments—TYit “Reformed Troop” is armed with swords and 
carbines; the rest of tlic force wdth swords and generally matchlocks, the latter 
mostly of a very old and apparently unserviceable description. A few men have 
old guns and pistols, pd some carry spears. 


32. Pfl?/.—The pay of the “ Reformed Troop ” has already been stated. That 
of the rest of the force is Babasai Rs. 29 (British Rs. 23. 9- 0.) per mensem for 
Siiledar sowars, and-Babasai lls. 8 (British Rs. 6. 8. 0.) for Bargir sowars. Some of 
thc.Silledars, and especially the “ Mankaris,” receive considerably more than the 
ordinary rate of Silleiiars* pay as above. Tt is stated that, ordinarily, Silledars save 
notiling of their pay, but that when grain and grass arc cheap they can put by 
Hs. 2 or^o per mensem. When prices are so exceptionally high as to call for such 
a course, special compensation is, it is alleged, allowed to the men by the Durbar, on 
the report of the Sooba. 

The pay is disbursed regularly monthly, and the Superintendent states that there 
are no* complaints of delay in its issue, or of deductions being made from it. 


33. Officers ,—With the exception of the “ Reformed Troop,” the arrangments 
respecting officers, whetlier ol* the superior or inferior class, afipear to be very 
defective and untrustworthy. 

In the case of the Fagahs, the chief officer is the deputy of the Pagadar, and is 
styled a Jemadar, but he appears to exercise little authority amongst the men. It is 
alleged that there arc also inferior officers, but they receive no special pay as such, 
and do not .seem to have any weight amongst their comrades. 

Amongst the Silledars, some men are selected according to their respectability for 
the subordinate posts, but receive no extra pay. Their case is apparently similar 
to that of the same class in the l*|igahs, as stated in the preceding para. 

L ^4. With reference to the distribution of the force, it should be noticed that a 
large proportion of the number of men (223) returned as present at head-quarters 
consists of Karkuns, who, are non-effective, and old sowars, who, though capable of 
performing light duties connected witli the head-quarters, arc not fit for active or 
detachment work. ^ Of the (662) men entered as on duty—^ 

(a.) 134 men are at Rajkot, tfie head-quarters of the Agency, where they are 
available for general duties. • ^ 

(A.) 275 are on permanent duty, as at Thanas, &c., within the four political' 
'llivisions (or Frants) of the Agency, and are under the orders of the I'olitical 
Assistants. 

fc.) 140 are posted at various places, some of them only temporarily. 

{d,) 61 arc on escort duty with Boundary Settlement and other officers; and 
(«f.) 50'are attached to the Superintendent of the Contingent, and employed with 
fhe Government stallions, or on miscellaneous duties. 


35.. Paldanpur Agem^j ,—The arrangements as regards the Sooba in command of 
this division of the Contingent have been already explained in para. 26. There is 
no special Superintendent as in Kattj^war, and the I^olitical Agent applies direct to 
the l^ba on all matters connected wi^h the force, which in the latter Agency are 
retwred by the Political offia r-^ to thc.>Sriperintendent of the Contingent, and reports 
lie Resident when necessary. There is a “ Reformed Troop ” in this division 
consisting of 106 men of all grades, composed precisely as that in the Katty^war 
division, alreadv described. The remainder of the ContinffRnt in fMa 


Bists of ordinary RcywMa sowars^ without unifoy^, disciplme, or mOitary organieation 
of any kind. 

1. opatpontion of the force. Ihc remarks under the heads noted in the 

regarding the Kattywar 

4. Py. generally applicable to this and ihe other 

5. oifioort. divisions Of the force. , * 

Of the 596 men lu this Agency returned as on duty, 495 are posted itt Thanas, 
and 101 are employed on miscellaneous duties. 


36. Mahi Kanta The observations in the preceding para, are, generally, 

equally applicable to the portion of the Contingent employed in this Agency. There 

are, however, two Itcformed Troops, consisting 
of 184 men of all grades, and the establishment 
is stated to include a fixed and fair proportion 
of superior and inthrior officers as «oted in the 
margin. It is presumed that the same system 
of appointment and pay of these classes obtains 
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already described. 

The 155 men returned as on duty arc partly posted at nine Thanas, and partly 
employed on detached duties. 

38. Having stated the present formation and condition of the Contingent—as 
ascertained from the information that has been laid before us, and partly by personal 
inspection by two membci's of the Commission of such portions of the force as 
* KaHywnr. could be convcnicnlly assembled for the purpose* 

Main Kanta. at Central and accessible points in the*three* 

pwa van a. Agencies noted in the margin, and also at 

Baroda,—we next proceed to notice briefly the opinions of the several officers con¬ 
sulted, as to the character and efficiency of the force, so far as the same has come 
under their observation. 


39. Kattywar Agmnf. —Mr. Peile, the late Acting Political Agent in Kattywar, 
states that, in his opinion, the Contingent serving in that province is totally useless 
as a military police. This he ascribes (1) to its want oi‘ subordination to the 
officers under whom it is immediately employed, and (2) to its bad organisation and 
equipment. 

(1.) As regards the first, he points out that thg Contingent is commanded by a 
Gackwar Sooba, and superintended by a British officer wlio is subordinate?, not to ' 
the Political Agent, but to tlic Kesident at Baroda, and who has bis hcad-quartyrS 
away from Rajkot, the Iiead-quarters of the Agency. 

Mr.- Fcilc urges that it is inexpedient that tins arrangcaieut shall continue, and lie 
suggests that the Superintendent should be the Personal Assistant of the Politidal 
Agent, and reside at Rajkot, wiicre he might alsq be Staflon Miugistrale, and that if 
the Sooba is to remain in command of the force he shall^be vested Avith Full powers 
over it, under the observation of tliePolitical Agent and the Superintendent, and 
not be checked and trammelled as at present. ' ^ 

(2.) As regards the organisation of the force, he proposes that five troops Tshafl# 
be formed of 120 men each, complete with officers, one to be at dcp5t licad-qnarters 
at Rajkot under the,Superintendent, and one to serve m each of the four Political 
divisions (or Prknts) of the Agency, the latter to be wholly under the control of the 
Praut officers, who would supervise their pay, discipline, drill, arms, clothing, &c., 
communicating on these matters, when necessary, with tlie Superintendtuit, who 
would be at all times in consultation with the Sooba. The Prant officers should 
also be empowered to object to any of the horses they deem unserviceable, which 
must be cast if the Superintendent concurs in their opinion. Should he not do so, 
the decision to rest with the Political Agent. 

J 3.) A code of rules to be framed, laying down the powers of the Prant officers 
Sooba respectively, regarding the punishment of offences. Non-military 
offences to be dealt with by the criminal courts of the Agency. 

(4.V No hereditary claims to serve in the Contingent as sowar to be recognised, 
and me Superintendent to be empowered, with the approval of the Political Agent, 
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td ihsiet on the discharge of inefficient men, pd to refiise to jJaAs'any math ne>#ly 
entertained, -whom he deems unfit for the service. 

(5.) The pay of the force to be disbursed regularly through the Rajkot or Prant 
treasuries^ and if the requisite funds for the purpose are not provided from Baroda, 
the dislwrflcments on this account to ^ debited against the Gaekwar’s tribute. 

(6.) In proposingthat each troop shall consist of 100 sowars, with a complement 
of 20 superior and subordinate officers, &c., Mr. Peile observes that a lai'ge number 
of the class of suhordmate officers is required, in consequence of the number of 
small parties each troop will liave to provide for duty at Thanas. The officers 
Should, he considers, be trained soldiers. 

(7.) The whole of the men to be ouc-horse (Khodaspa) Silledars, and to receive 
Rs. 30 per mensem pay, the officers receiving the ordinary rates of corresponding 
ranks in the British service. No Bargirs to be allowed. The whole force to 
mounted on wares or geldingg. 

(8.) The uniform might be the same as that now in use by the “Reformed 
Troop.” 

(9.) The arms to lx; good native swords and carbines. Depots of ammunition 
to be kept at the head-quarters of each Praiit and at Rajkot, and the men lo be 
exercised in the nsc of their fire-arms. 

(10.) Mr. Peile further states that the special officer for police in Kattywar 
should have a party of 20 men and o officers attached to him, separate from and in 
addition to ihc 5 troops ; and adds that, in the force of 625 disciplined men thus 
proposed, he has made no provision fi)r His Highness the Gaekwar’s Mahals in 
kattywar, nor for any of' the numerous miscellaneous escorts that arc constantly 
required. Foi' this cla.ss of work h(^ thinks a less efficient description of sowar 
would answer, and that 375 men might be maintained for these purposes, making 
the total force up to 1,000, which he considers should !)e its strength, instead of 
900 as at jirescnt. 

Appended to Mr. Peile’s report arc the opinions of several of the Agency officers, 
who generally concur as to the inefficiency of the present Contingent as a military 
police. The reports of these officers do not appear to call for further notice here, 
but they wdll 1)C filed with the general original proceedings of the (Commission 
under this head. 


40. Colonel Walker, the .Supeiintcndent of the Contingent, states that the 
condition of the men of the force is generally fair, that there are some elderly men 
who, having no near relatives who eo\ild be appointed in their place and provide 
for their maintenance, arc employed on light duties at head-quarters, Init that their 
number is being graduall3' reduced, as opportunities offer, without much hardship 
to these old employes. 

^ (2;) The condition of the horses depends on the, amount of work given them, 
the season of the year, the quality of the fodder obtainable, the character of the 
season, and where employed. As a general rule, the horses are much overworked, 
aqd, owing to their employment on miraerous small outposts, cannot be properly 
looked after by the officers of the force. 

Colonel y^alker i§ of opinion that, considering all things, the horses ate in fair 
condition, and, where considerat.ion is shown them by the officers under whose 
orders they ai'o placed, that tjicy may be said to be in good condition. He adds 
9n this head that we are ourselves to blame for any fault that may be found with 
*the (fontingent, as the overwork imposed on it not merely tells on the horses, but 
breaks the spirits ol’ the men. Excepting in the matter of dressing the men, he 
has alwa^^s found the Durbar ready to assist in keeping up 4:he pmciency of the 
force. 


(3.) In a previous report the Superintendent stated that he considered that, 
having regard to the work now demanded of the men, it was almost impossible 
for a Siileuar with the present rate of pay to keep himself, his family, and ms horse 
in an^'^ part of the province, and that the inadequacy of the pay is the great 
difficulty that has to be contended wJth. If the work were reduced, the horses 
might be kept in good order on the prtaient pay. He does not consider an increase 
of at the present time absolutcJ^'bccessary, though he would be glad to eet 
siiim accorded to the men. The pay is disbursed most regularly, a large sum being 
always retained available for the purpose at the head-quarters of the force. 

The ordinary pay given by the States in Kattywar is Rs. 25, while the Agency 

liiT on 




(4.) He Advocates the adoption of a cheap untforra for the Contingent, to 
distinguidi the men from the numerous horsemen in the emploj of all the Suites in 
Kattywar. 

(6.) The “ Reformed Troop” he considers to be well dressed and fairly equipped. 
The men, however, arc not “pickeii men,” and the horses are not as good as 
they should be. The latter point is, however^ being remedied as vacancles^^dccur, 
all newly-enrolled horses being passed by him. The exigencies-of the service and 
the constant employment of small detachments have interlered with the drilling of 
this troop; but it can work together fairly, and the superior ^officers are zealous and 
attentive to their duty. ' 

(6.) Officers and non-commissioned officers are prqibrtionately rlistributed in* 
the nine companies into which the force is divided, but they get no increased pay. 

(7.) Of the total number, 900, of which the Contingent is’ composed, only 832 
men are fit for duty, the remainder being iion-efiectives. Of this number, 707 are 
constantly employed on outpost, escort, and other similar duties; and.as a deduc¬ 
tion must be made for men on leave, iind sick men and horses, &c., there are not 
more than 75 available to meet sudden calls, 'fhe Superintendent is of opinion 
that the work on which the force is employed sfaonlrl cither be reduced, or its 
strength raised. He considers that some of the duties taken by it might be per¬ 
formed by some of the other bodies of sowars in the province, ff something is 
•not 'done to reduce the pn?sent duties required from the force, or to increase its 
strength, Colonel Walker considers that it can only become more and more disor¬ 
ganised, and at last worn out. , , 

(8.) In conclusion, the Superintendent testifies to the great attention his repre¬ 
sentations in any matters connected with the force have always rcceivctl ironi the 
Sooba and the l)urbar. 

41. Pahlnnpur —Major Watson, Acting Political Agent at Pahlanpur, in 

reporting upon the condition of the quota of Gackwar horse serving in that , 
province, states that its efficiency is very much superior to that of the Kattywar 
Contingent, with which he is w*ell acquainted. He attributes this superiority to 
the fact that the Pahlanpur horse are more directly under the Political Superin¬ 
tendent, and to the al)sence of any intermediate officer in charge. He remarks 
that while the Pahlanpur quota is not equal to properly drilled troops, it has 
nevertheless captured and killed several outlaws during the past year. He con¬ 
siders that the nurnlier might he reduced to 300 for the Pahlanpur distri(;ts, if the 
men were thoroughly efficient, but that this number sliould not include any sowars 
required by the Brigadier General Commanding the Deesa Field Brigade. 

In fixing the number at 300 for good horsemen, he would add that ].00 men of 
the Dhari llegimcnt should also be stationed at Pahlanpur for employment iu the 
tlistricts, as instances occur in which footmen are more useful than horsemen. In 
short, that 300 really efficient horsemen and 160 footmen would be sufficiciut to 
keep order in his districts, whereas he finds the present number of 626 horsemen,* 
as at present constituted, iusufficient. * 

Major Watson considers the present rate of pay decidedly "insufficient, but he has 
received no complaints of irregularity in its disbursement. He cannot give “ the 
rates of pay assigned lo each grade serving in ej^ch I’agllh or Governmeut detail,” 
as the information has not been furnished by the Sooba. ^ * 

42. Mhhi Kanta Agency. —As regards the Contingent serving in the Mahi 
Kanta, Major Lcgeyt, the Acting Political Agent, states that the condition of the 
men and horses is generally good, and that the two Uisalas of Relbrmed horse are* < 
fairly armed. As regards the remainder of the Contingent, Major Legcyt says 
that it is not so properly accoutred, but that it is efficient for the work on which it 
is employed, and adds that il* Government require an efficient fighting force, it 
cannot expect the Contingent to be this, as the force has to perform " duties of a 
nature wnicli would try extremely the discipline of a good Cavalry corps.” 
Major Legeyt deprecates the system of gi^'ing Pagans, out of which the Pagadars 
hope to make money, to the detriment of the service. Major Legcyt thinks the 
effieijSney of the Contingent would be increased if it was reduced from 1,000 to 800, 
200 riding camels being substituted for the horses reduced. This, together with 
the more careful selection of Native commissioned and hon-commissioned officers, 
hlajor Legeyt thinks, is all that can be done, unless the Contingent is placed under 
European supervision altogether. 


43, Uma Kanta Agenaf ,—Captain Reeves, Acting Political Agrat, reports on the 
sabj^t of the general condition of the wen and horses of the Costm^nt sermg m 
his districts • 

(1.) I'/jat ns a rule the ho»-ses are undeifed and not properly cared for; that the 
Agent has power to cast undersized or worn-out horses; and that the aniinsla- 
substituted by the Pagadar or >SilIedar are subject to his approval before passing 
into the ranks. * 

(2.) That the mtn arc useless for police or military purposes, because wanting in 
organisation pnd discipHne, but are useful in carrying the post, fetching witnesses, 
and for escort duty generally, though in some instances prPsoners have escaped 
^frorn them. 

(3.) That the sowars’ arms being their own property, they sell and exchange 
them at pleasure; that these arms consist of swords, guns, carbines, shields, spears, 
or pistols, according to fancy. 

(4.) Thafrit is notorious that the men are underpaid, and that pay is irregularly 
disbursed; that occasionally a Pagah is farmed out, and that the pay is subject to 
deductions, which go to swell the incomes of the various Kaindars and Karkuns 
attached to the Pagahs, and that the very grain has to pay toll to various minor 
officials before it reaches the horses, though, as neither pay nor deductions are 
under the control of the Agent, he is unable to give precise information on the 
subject. In these matters the Sir Sooba (His Highness’ Prime Minister at Ban)da) 
is supreme, and entertains and discharges men at pleasure. 

With regard to the question of the reorganisation of the force, and the police 
arrangements generally in his Agency, Captain Reeves would suggest that the 
different Native States and groups of estates should organise and maintain their own 
police forces,—in the case of semi-independent and larger States both mounted and 
foot police, but in the case of the smaller or Mehwasi estates foot police only; timt 
200 sowars of the Contingent (including officers) should l)e thoroughly drilled and 
disciplined; that a portion of these should be posted in the different Thanas as 
mounted constabulary; the rest, with the exception of a few special escorts, being 
kept together at headquarters for emergencies. 

with regard to the remainder of the Contingent (114 men), Captain Reeves wouhl 
advise that they be employed, as at present, on miscellaneous work, but that the 
whole body should be under the superintendence of an European officer. 

The Agent would deprecate any reduction of the present strength of 314 horses, 
and, indeed, would suggest an increase of 100 undisciplined sowars, if His Highness 
could be persuaded to agree, on the plea of the extent of territory to be guarded, 
which, and the number of men at his disposal, he contrasts with those, under both 
heads, of the other Agencies. 


44. We now proceed to consider, with reference to the foregoing observations 
^ and opinions, the measures and rules in regard to the formation and equipment of 
the Contingent, its regular monthly pay, and the condition of its arms and 
accoutrements, that appear to us to be required to render it efficient for the duties 
it has to perform, and that may fairly be insisted on, under the terms of the existing 
engagements, in respect of the force, between the British and the Gaekwar’s 
Govcrniufnts. * • 


45. It will be convenifent to consider, iff the first place, under this head, what 
these engagements bind the -Gaekwar to in respect of the force, viz.:— 

, (1.) Article 8 oT the Treaty of 1817 binds the Gaekwar’s Government to main¬ 
tain, and hold at the disposal of the British Government, to act with the subsidiary 
force wherever it may be employed, and to be subject to the general control of the 
officer commanding the British troops, a body of 3,000 effective cavalry to be 
supported exclusively at the expense of His Highness the Gaekwar, and that His 
Highness will conform to the advice and suggestions of the British Government 
relative to the formation and equipment of the same, its regular montli^ payment, 
the condition of its arras and accoutrements, ** according to the custom of the 
Oavkwafs G&oemmenC 'Fhe mode of taking the muster is then prescribed^ from 
which it appears to have been originaQy intended that this body of horse should be 
permanently located at Baroda itself. 

(2.) The agreement No. LXXXIL, dated lst-8th February 1841, iintjer which 

fag. 349 of vol. VI. of AiU:hi.oo-s ^ ^ abrogated 
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G^kwar, wa^revived, jjrovides (j; for the tnaiotenance of the-Hisala vailed Roberts 
Horse at an annual charge of three iakhs on the Gaekwars revenues, /n addition to 
the ConUngent, and (2) for the employment of a body of liorse* of the nature 
required by the Treaty of 1817? of not less than 1,500 men, for service in Kattywar 
and the other Tributary districts. The arrangement proposed to the Gaekwar on 
this occasion, in respect of the Contingent, was that its strength sliould be reduced 
to 1,500 men, but His Highness declared his wish to adhere to the terms of tiic 
Treaty on the point, and the proposed diminution was not tlicrefore carried t)ut. It 
was, however, intimated to him that if he should at any period desire' to reduce the 
Contingent to 1,600 men, for employment in the Tributary Mahals, &c., no objection 
would be raised by the British Government to the measure. 

It should be noticed here, that the employment of the Contingent in the Tributary 
Mahals for police purposes, though not authorised by the Tr(;at\' of ^1817, or, appa¬ 
rently,, any other special engagement, had been customary since ij|S return liom 
service in Malwa in 1820, From and after 1841 it was continued m accordance 
witli the above engagement, the whole body, howcvci', and not merely 1,500 men, as 
proposed to’His Highness, being, it would appear, held available for the duty. 

(3.) The Agreement No. LXXXIII. of ]4-J7th June 1858 remits the pay- 

« 1 irt AN 1 * .• inent of 3 lakhs annually for the maintenance of 
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Ilobert s Morse, cancels the permission accorded 
in 1841 to the prospective reduction of the Contingent to 1,500 men, and declares 
that the provisions of Article 8 of the Treaty of 1817 shall continue in full force, 
ft further provides for the coutimicd employment of the whole body of the Con¬ 
tingent in the Tributary Mahals, as the British Government may require, when it is 
not needed to serve with the subsidiary force. 

40. The sum of the engagements now in force, as stated in the preceding para., 
is that the Contingent shall be maintained as provided in Article 8 of the 1'rcaty ol' 
18175 and that its employment in the Tributary Mahals, when not required for 
military service, rests with the British Government. 


17. With regard to the formation, &c. ol’ the Contingent, as described in 
Article 8 of the Treaty of 1817, we presume that the words “according to the 
customs of the Gaekwar’s Government” used in that Article, include the formation, 
e(|uipment, regular payment, and condition of the arms and accoutrements of the 
force ; and that though the Gackwar is bound to conform to the advice and sug¬ 
gestions of the British Government on all these points, he is so’only to the extent of 
“ the customs of his Government ” in respect of such matters. It is true that, the 
term “effective cavalry ” is also employed in this Article, in reference to t!ie Con¬ 
tingent, and this lias been pointed out and strongly urged by many of the officers 
who have written on the subject, but it appears that there is reason to lx*.lieve that 
the word “ effective” docs not exist at ail in the vernacular version of the I'ucaty, ' 
as it‘is wholly omitted in the copy in the Residency Office at Baroda. The omissioTi 
is in itself of little consequence ; but if tliere is any doubt as lo the use of the word 
in the vernacular version with the Durbar, it will be advisable to make no reference 
to the term in dealing with the question in this Report, 

48. Proceeding then under the irm)rc88ioD that our prt>po8als jpust be in 
accordance with the “customs of tlip Gaekwar’s Government,” wc will consider 
seriatim :— 

(1.) What the customs arc in respect of each of the points noted; and ‘ 

(2.) What measures and rules can, in our opinion, be adopted to render the Ibrce" 
efficient for the purposes for which it is needed in the Tributary Malials, without 
being at varian«;c with the said customs. 

49 . As regards the former :— 


I.— Foumation ok the Force. 


Xhe Contingent was originally composed of— 

(l.J State Pagahs. 

(2.) Sirdars’ Pagahs and Silledars. 

( 3 .) Sebundi horse. 

A small proportion of foot was also associated with it. 

At the present time it is composed of a large number (1) of State and Sirdars* 
Pagahs; (2) of Silledars, with one or more horses, and it is understood to have 



been formed into separate companies, as prescribed in the rules ap^uded to the 
Gaekwar’s Kburceta to His Excellency the Governor of Bombay, dated 12th Februaiy 
1868, though this formation is describeci as being merely nominal on the most 
essential pejints. 

The Pagadar system in its ordinary condition is wholly inconsistent with efficiency 

' for the work required of the Contingent in the 

® Tributary Mahals. The Pagadars arc never 

present with ijicir Pagahs, and their places arc filled by deputies who have little 
influence or authority, and get no extra pay, and there is no proper establishment of 
subordinate officers. 

The division of the force generally into separate companies under the rules of 
1868, already referred to, though reported to have been nominally carried out, does 
not appear to have materially rectified the above state of things, the course taken 
having been to appoint the*Kamdar of the largest Pagah in a company -to the 
command, and to All up the subordinate ranks similarly fioiu the other Kamdars or 
Silledars, without reference to the fitneSvS of the individual, and without any increase 
of pay. 

But the formation of the Reformed Troops (that in Kattywar is composed wholly 
of two Pagahs, one belonging to the State, the other to a Sirdar, with two selected 
officers at its head,) shows that the system, unsuited as it is for the object in view, 
is susceptible of improvement, if the Gaekwars Government will consent to the 
adoption of such an organisation generally for all the Pagahs, It is, however, essen¬ 
tial that all the officers, whether superior or subordinate, of troops so composed shall 
be selected men, and paid pro})erly, and that discipline and subordination to their 
Authority from all under them shall he duly enforced. 

The “ Reformed ” portion of the Contingent, organised as already descrilied, 
ponsists of (4) four Risalas of 401 men of all grades; and though it is not in all 
respect^ as efficient as might be desired, it is generally fairly spoken of, and 
under really good Native commandants, and with some furtlicr moderate improve¬ 
ments, would probably be found equal to the ordinary duties properly claimable 
from the force, if its employment were restricted to those duties, and the men 
and horses were protected against the harassing sort of miscellaneous work, on 
which the Contingent is now used, more or less, in all the Agencies, and tlie per¬ 
formance of much of which is altogether inconsistent with efficiency of the very 
lowest standard. 

The Silledars and their Bargirs are included in the company formation, some of 

the most respectable ol' the body being selcctcil 
for the subordinate class of officers, but, as 
already remarked, these get no extra pay, and possess no real authority or influence 
amoBgst their comrades. 

* ^Amongst the Silledars arc certain men styled “ Mankaris,” who would probably 
be unwilling to serve uiwler such an organisation as that of the “ Reformed Troops,” 
and in the event of an extension of that organisation it would in such case be 
necessary to omit them therefrom. All other Silledars might, however, be included 
in it. * ^ 

11.—Equipment the Force. , 

, The personal e<|uipnient of the men will be referred to under the head of Arms 
and Accoutrements.” 


The SillcdJvrs. 


III.— Rkoclak Montht.y Payment of the FchicE.* 

So far as the Commission has been able to ascertain, the arrangements for 
the regular monthly payment of the at present generally iair and 

efficient. Some officers who have written on the subject speak of delays in the 
issue of pay and deductions therefrom at the hands of various persons as being 
common. In one report reference is ^also made to the practice of /arming out 
Pagahs, by which is probably meant thb giving on contract the feeding of Pagadars’ 
horses ridden by Bargirs, which is expressly forbidden in the rules of 1868. On 
these points no direct information has come to the knowledge of the Commission, 
but the general results of its inquiries on them has led to the conclusion that the 
authorised rate of pay is, as a rule, ilisbursed regularly and without deductions, 

4.k 4.U 


The conversion of the Baroc^ currency in which, the pay is issued into British 
currencyi which is that in use where the Cohllhge^t ts employedi involves some 
loss to the men, and some measure appears to be called for to relieve them 
thereflrom« 


IV.—Arms ano Accoutrements. ^ 

The ordinary equipments of the class of troops of which the Contingent is com¬ 
posed, though suited perhaps to the work on which they iwed to be employed in 
former times, cannot be said to meet adequately the requirements of* the duty for 
which they are now maintained in the Tributary Mahals.* , 

^ The men wear no uniform, and their turbans even are of different colours. Their 
arms are swords, matchlocks, or spears. The swords and spears might doubtless 
with a little attention be made emcient, but they are at present uncared for and in 
bad order. The matchlocks are quite worthless. The saddlery and horse appoint¬ 
ments are after no fixed pattern, and the general appearance of hors# and man is 
certainly ragged, and the reverse of soldierly. 

All Uicse points have, however, been fairly rectified in the Reformed Troops, 
and might, doubtless, be so in the rest of the force, if the Gaekwar would consent 
thereto. 

The rules of 186H referred to in the foregoing paragraphs may be regarded as 
illustrating, as far as they go, “ the ciistomH of the Gaekwaris Government,” as 
modified by it to meet the requirements of the Contingent, and a copy of them will 
be found in the A[)pendix appertaining to this part of the Report. * 

50. Next, as to the measures and rules wc would recommend for adoption, under 
the terms of the foregoing remarks, to render the force efficient for the purposes for,, 
which it is required. 


Nt). 31 T, datt*d 2r»th .Taly 1873, to the Secrc- 
Lur) to the (.lovcruincut of India. 


I.— Formation of the Force. • 

We have come to the conclusion, after an attentive perusal of the several pinions 
that have licen recorded on this point, including the views of the Bombay Gavern- 

ment as set forth in the despatch noted in the 
margin, that the formation of the Contingent 
into separate companies, as ordered in the rules 
of will best meet the difficulties connected with it, provided that the measure 

is carried out in a real and effective manner, by the selection of fit men for the 
superior and subordinate grades of officers, aiul the due enforcement of discipline 
and subordination amongst all ranks. 

The arrangements necessary for the distribution* of the Pagahs, so as to form 

them into companies, will require much con- 

* Thi'diBtiibuiion of the »do sidcration and discrimination, and it will be 

absolutely uecessary, from the first, to have.it 
clearly imdcrstood that no interference of any 
sort can be permitted on the part of Pagadars in respect of men or horses of their 
Pagahs serving in the companies of the Contingent, and that both, while so serving, 
will be wholly under the orders and control of thq^ company commandant. 

There will be less difficulty in embodying the Silledars in the mannel proposed, 
blit no man of this class should be eifrolled in the companies who is not prepared 
to perform, the duties of his grade, and to render full obedience to the officerji placed 

over him. y, . i * 

Objection has been taken to the employment of Bargirs m the Contingfcnt; but 
it appears to the Commission that suem cannot be urged under tne circumstances 
of the constitution of the force. If the company commandants do their duty, 
the Bargirs will be required to keep themselves and horses in a condition of 

efficiency. 4 1 .j 1 • o • t r * 1 . 

The established complement of each company, as laid down m Section 1. of me 

rules, appears to be in all respects suitable and to require no amendment, excepting 
perhaps the number of Jemadars, which might be reduced to two. A Karkun will 
he ne^ed with each to keep the muster rolls and accounts, but he should be a non- 
effective, and not included in the effective complement of 100 men. 

As regards the men and horses, no man or horse should be retained in the force 
that is not really efficient for the description of work reqmred of both. Old or 
worn-out men should be discharged periodically, and a minimum age, as 18 years, 
laid down for new enrolments. Horses are not necessarily unfit for such service as 
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that required of the Contingent, bqpause they are not of the Cavalry standard, but 
they should bi* strong and serviceable. In Kattywar, at the present time, the height 
of the horses is lielieved to be, generally, considerably below the Cavalry standard, 
but there will probably be no lack of hardworking and fairly serviceable animals of 
about 14 hands, and the former might Ijc nmie the minimum height, for new 

enrolments. • 

The horses should be subjected to periodical casting inspections, when all unfits 
from any cause should be cast and struck off. . 

Men once Enrolled as Silledars in the Contingent should not be liable to removal 
Or dismissal, except on special grounds justifying such a measure, of which the 
British oificer under whom the force is serving should always he duly and fully* 
informed beforehand. 


, II.—ThB RkOULAH iV^NTHLY PAYMENT OF THE FoHCK. 

Two questions appear to call for consideration under this head ^ • 

(].) 1'hc rates of pay that should be fixed for each grade. 

(2.) The arrangements for the punctual disbursement of pay. 

(1.) Though the right of insisting on adequate rates of pay for tl)c Contingent is 
not specially reserved to Government in the Treaty, its title to be satisfied that the 
rates are sufficient for the due efficiency of the force cannot, in the opinion of the 
Commission, be doubted. 

The present rates are stated to be Babasai Rs. 35 and 10 for Silledars andBargirs 
respectively in the Reformed Troops, tuid Babasai Rs. 29 and 8 similarly in the 
remainder of the force. 

The necessity for an increase being made to the latter rates is strongly urged by 
every officer who has written on the subject, though Colonel Walker, the Superin- 
Hendent of the Kattywar force, states that he docs not consider that such is 
absolutely needed at* the present moment. As, however, British Rs. 25 per mensem 
is the ordinary rate paid by most, if not ail, of the Kattywar States which maintain 
sowars of a vcr;y' low standard, it appears to us that Rs. 23. 9. ()., which is the 
equivalent in British currency of Babasai Rs. 29, is certainly less than the 
Contingent should receive. 

On a full con.sideration of the present circumstancfs of the force, and the changes 
it is proposed to introduce into it—some oi' which will involve additional expense^to 
the men—we are of opinion that the pay of each sowar and Bargir should be British 
Rs. 29 and 9 respccti\’ely per mensem. 7'hcse rates arc a little in excess of those 
now in force for the Reformed Troops and ought to suffice. 

The pay of the officers and others should be in proportion to th:it fixed for the 
snbador - - Rs. v.'t to loo. mcH, and wc would suggcst ihc Tatcs noted in 

Naik - - • - aa (2.) As already stated, the present arrange- 

; 2 , f"'’ ‘he regular monthly payment of the 

•NootmU' - ■ - 29 Contingent appear to be generally fair and 

Trumpt-ter - - efficient. Tt will, however, Ije necessary under 

the proposed systerft, if adopted, that the pay of all Silledars and Bargirs in a com¬ 
pany shall be disbursed in presence of the coipmandant, who shall certify to the same 
m the acquittance roll of the company. • 

. The Commission, is further of opinion that the pay of the Contingent should be 
Issued in the British currency, winch alone will secure the men from inconvenience 
and loss from exchange. 

The necessary arrangements for the payment of the force might be made throueh 
the British local treasuries where ir is employed, or through Native bankers as is 
the common practice in the case of many British local corps. 

* 

III. —Arms and Accoutrements. 

The unifcrm, ams, and ea^pments generally of the Reformed Risalas appear to 
be suitable, and should, m the opmiofl of the Commission, be adopted for the whole 
force. 

•file arms consist of swords and caAines, and it might be desirable to add a spear 
m the case of a certain proportion of the force. The carbines should be provided 
by the State, as also the ammunition-i-servioe and practice—required for them 
The horse equipments should be all of the same description and pattern but it is 
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quite unoecessary that they or the uniform and a^jjoutrements should be of* a costly 
character. 


51. With regard to the details of discipline and the enforcements of subordination 
in the Contingent, the existing arrangements for the control of the ft)rce are generally 
alleged to be wholly inadequate, and it is clear that, without some change on this 
head, the proposed organisation will be defective on the most essential point* 

(1.) It has been already explt^ed that the head of the Contingent is the 
Sir Sooba, who is the Gaekwar’s Minister and resides at Baroda. It \rouId appear 
that, formerly, this office merged in that of the Senaputty, to whom the Soobas 
Reported direct, and the Commission has no doubt thal the change has had a* 
mischievous result, by introducing a new and probably embarrassing element into 
the control arrangements of the force. 

(2.) The Soobas, who are the nominal commandants of the chief divisions of the 
Contingent, have certain powers of fine and imprisonraeqt, and can susppnd Silledars 
and dismiss. B^girs; but thfeir authority appears to be inadequate to th<* due enforce¬ 
ment of discipline and obedience amongst the men under their charge, and they are, 
it is alleged, checkt^d and interfered with by the Kiirkuns attaehe<i to their office's, and 
are so dependent on Court influcnct.'. at the capital, that they cannot always use the 
authority they possess in a jiroperand vigorous manner. Colonel Walkers* report on 
this head, as regards the Sooba of the Katty war portion of the force, is not unfavour¬ 
able ; but the correspondence before the Commission is conclusive* as to the insuffi¬ 


ciency of the Soobas* powers to maintain discipline in the forcre under (heir chiirgf:. 

It appears to us t')at, if the organisation now ])roposcd be adopted, it will be 
absolutely necessary for the Durbar to delegate to the Soobas larger powers than 
they now possess, and to require tliorn to perform their duties with much more energy 
and attention than has heretofore been the practice. 

(3.) Wc are further of opinion that, in the present condition of the Contingent, it 
will be hopeless to expect that the proposed organisation can be carried out in a * 
vva>' to satisfy the reasonable requirements of the case, without the immediate*super¬ 
vision and control of a British officer, specially nominated to that duty, for each 
division of the force, and associated with the Sooba in command, through whom it 
would be necessary for him to work The discharge and cnteitainment of men and 
horses, liowevcr, should, as regards the question of efficiency or otherwise, rest 
wholly with the Superintendent. 

''I'he employment of Superintendents, as thus suggested, is not altogether in 
accord with the view's of all the officers who have written regarding the Contingent, 
and some of them are in favour of the force being directly controlled by and subor¬ 
dinate to the Political officers within whose district it is serving, without any such 
intermediate or intervening authority. Mr. Peile indeed proposes that as regards 
Kattywar the Superintendent should be the I’crsonal Assistant of the Political Agent, 
but he would give tlie Political Assistants within whose districts the force is serving 
considerable powers over the men so employed within their limits. • 

It appears, however, to the Commission, in considering this part of the question, 
that it must be borne in mind that the Contingent is a “ Gaekwari ** force, and that 
it would be most distasteful to the Gaekwar’s Govenimej^t to have the men com¬ 
posing it subject to the sort of control proposed, fct the hands o!* every local officer 
in whose district they happen to be seizing. With an active Superintendent, who 
could devote the necessary time to the proper supervision of the portion of the 
Contingent under his control, and efficient commandants of companies, who would 
be located where they could most conveniently look after their men, it seems to fts 
that there would be little necessity for the interference of the local Political officers 
with the internal eednomy or discipline of the portion oi the force employed within 
their limits, though they would of course employ it as required, and might properly 
be left to deal with such matters as the location of the men, and the sanitary arrange¬ 
ments of their lines or huts, &c.*, aiid should bring to the notice of the Superin¬ 


tendent any points in connection with the men requiring attention or correction. 

Whether the Superintendents, if appointed, should be directly under the orders of 
the Political Agents, as their Assistants, as proposed by Mr. Peile, or merely subject 
to their generm authority in respect of the distribution and employment of the 


force, while they report to the Resident, when necessary, on all matters connected 
with its interaaf economy and discipline, is a point on which there is some difference 


of opinion, T^c former arrangement would undoubtedly strengthen the hands of 
the Political Agents, and be more convenient and agreeable to them, while the latter 





would of course be preferred by the Durbar, and would perhaps have the advantage 
of ensuring an uniformity of system in the proceedings ot the Superintendents. 

Looking to the practice elsewhere, it is not clear to us that the entire dependence 
of the Superintendents on the Political Agents is absolutely essential, and such an 
arrangement, under the peculiar circumstances of this force, might be open to 
objcctiotf. 

(4.) The due mustering of the force is a most important question, and special 
precautions appear to be called for lo ensure the^aintenance and presence for duty 
of the full number of men that ought to be available under the Treaty. With tbs 
object, a nominal roll of each company should be prepared as soon as the formation 
' of the company is completed, under the signature of the company commandant 
and copies of the same should be furnished by the Soobas to the Superintendents, 
or the other British officers under whose control the force is employed, and be filed 
for record by them. 

Musters ^ould be taken and muster rolls prepared on the first day bf each 
month, and copies of the same, signed as above, regularly furnished to the Super¬ 
intendents, who would thus be kept informed of the state of each company. The 
duty on which every man absent from muster is employed should be clearly stated 
in the muster rolls. 

Every detachment or detail from the head -quarters of a company should be 
furnished with a certificate from the officer commanding the company stating where 
and on what duty it is employed. This certificate should contain a nominal roll of 
the# men composing such detachment; and the officer commanding the detachment 
should be prepared to produce it whenever required to do so by the Sooba or 
Superintendent, or the Political officer within whose district he is employed. With 
these precautions and occasional inspections by the Superintendents, the main¬ 
tenance of the proper complement would, it is thought, be fairly kept under check, 

52. Having thus submitted our views on the foregoing points, wc deem it to be 
our duty to add th<ft no permanent benefit can be looked for from the measures wc 
have proposed without a complete and radical cliange in the present mode of 
employing the Contingent. 

Complaints of the inefficient and non-military character of the force arc made by 
almost every officer wlio has written on tlic subject, but many of the duties on 
which it is used arc altogether inconsistent with efficiency in any shape, or of the 
very lowest standard. 

It is unnecessary for us to enter here into any details on this point, but references 
thereto will be found iu the letters which form an Appendix to this part of the 
lleport. The mode of employment to which wc allude has doubtless l)cen the 
growth of circumstances. The Contingent has been at hand and has l)ccu freely 
used us exigency or occasion arose, but the result is that which now forms the 
subject of such general complaint and reproach. 

^ According to our view, the reorganised Contingent should be employed solel 3 ’' 
on the ordinary duties that would devolve on local horse, or mounted police in the 
British service. Jt should be kept together as much as possible, in order to ensure 
proper supervision and a reasonable amount of discipline. Due care of the horses, 
arms, uniforms, and equipments should be systematically enforced. The locality of 
permanent posts should be fixed on, as mu<jh as possible, with reference to their 
central position, in respect of the work such posts may have to do, so as * to avoid 
unnecessarily harassing the men and horses. Careful arrangements on this point, 
'with a good system of patrolling, would probably render the employment of some, 
at least, of the present numerous detachments unnecessary. 

The practice of using the Contingent sowars for carrying the daje and communi¬ 
cations all over the country, foi escort duties of every description, some of which 
greatly try both men and horses, and of allowing them to lie employed by minor 
Native officials, should, we are of opinion, be forbidden. 8uch duties are unsuited 
and ruinous to mounted men, and, looking at the cost of maintenance of the latter, 
it is a waste of money and, material to employ them thereon. Colonel Walker 
supplies a statement of posts furnished by the Contingent, under Native officials who 
arc paid by the Talukdars conocrncck which he urges should be reduced, the 
employment of the Contingent oxi sum duties being in future exceptional, instead 
or as at present a matter of course. It is no doubt very desirable that the practice 
of establishing such posts should be rt^tricted as much as may be possible, but 
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With a property oi^anised fotyt police in the several States concerned, 

the deinands on the Condngent should be greatly reduced; and where the States 
maintain sowars themselves, we see no reason why they should not undertake with 
tliem some of the sort of work referred to above as unfitting for the Contingent, 
bat which may yet, from local circumstances, require mounterl men for their 
performance. ’ 

Efficiency of a soldierly or even police character is not looked for from establish¬ 
ments of the ordinary class maintained by jtbc States, but the Contingent is 
expected to be at all times ready for any hard work or active service that may he 
required of it, and it appears to the Commission to be necessary to protect it as “ 
much as possible from any employment which is clearly inconsistent with such an 
expectation. The British officers in Kattywar, who are at times required to take the 
field against outlaws of the Waghirs and other desperate classes in that Peninsula, 
arc stated to be chiefly dependent on the Contingent in tjicir pin*suit audjSup{)ressioii 
of these locaP pests, and it is clearly necessary that the men with whom tlu^y 
undertake this important duty shall be fairly efficient and trustworthy, and tliat, so 
far as may be practicable, the body generally shall be relieved from all duties which 
are admitted to be inconsistent with these essentials. 

Lastly, with reference to the proposals that have been made for refonuing a 
portion of the Contingent, and allowing the rest to remain txa at present, for tlie 
performance of the miscellaneous class of duties to which we have taken objection, 
we beg to record our opinion that it will be fiir better to deal with tiie whple 
Contingent as a body in this matter, and to fix definitely for the future the standtird 
of efficiency up to which the British Government decides that fha whoh must l>e 
brought. 

That standard, if the measures proposed by us be approved and fairly carried 
out, will not be a high one, when regarded from a military point of view, hut it 
should suffice for the purpose required. 


.'33. With reference to para. 15 of your despatch No. 2:^01) P of the J9th Sep¬ 
tember, 'wc beg to state that wc have no doubt that the a(k)])tion of our proposals 
will render the employment in the Tributary Mahals of so large a force as the fiill 
streugtli of the Contingent unnecessary, and that we have reason to believe that 
2,()()() men, if so reformed, would probalily be equal to, or souiewhat in excess of, 
the actual requirements of these districts under this head. Shoulxl this prove to be 
the ease, a veiy large reduction of the force would be practicable, and the conversion 
of a ])ortion of it into foot police, if requircil for the administration of the districts, 
might undoubtedly he effected •with a large saving to the (raekwar*s Government. 

I'he Commission is not in possession of the information needed to enable it to 
submit an accurate opinion as to the inunbi^r of foot police that would probably 
b(^ required in the above event; but, if the several States concerned arc compelled 
to perform their duty as regards their own territory, it is not probable thf^Jt 
any very large force would be needed, and the cost would certainly be tar less 
than the amount of saving that might be effected by the reduction of the 
Contingent. 

The necessity for a foot police, in part substitution of*"the existing Contingent 

arrawrements, would ,probably be confined to 

Pahlanpur, Main Kftnta, lleM-a Kantn. ., • a i • xi. “ ^ * -n _ ai_ 

the Agencies noted in the margin. From the 
report of tiie Political Superintendent of Pahlanpur, it 'would appear that 1.50 men 
would suffice for his charge, and a like number would, it is believed, meet the* 
requirements of the Rewa Kanta Agency. 11'these figures be correct,,an aggregate 
of 500 men would probably be ample for the three Agencies. The Commission 
cannot, however, say that so large a number will be needed, and it thinks fhat such 
might not be the case, if the obligation to maintain their own foot police were duly 
enforced in the States of these Agencies. 


54. The foregoing proposals have been framed in accordant* with the instructions 
conveyed in your despatch of 19th September last, on - the understanding 
that the existing engagements regarding the Contingent are to remain in force; 
but we are w'ell aware, from the whole of the circumstances which have come 
before us in connection with this subject, of the serious character of the difficulties 
that will be experienced in working out those proposals and giving them a fair 
trial, and that, if adopted, many causes may conspire to prevent their poving 
successful. 

The traditions connected with the Contingent for the last 60 years and upwards 
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arc not hopeful on thie point. It has been the subject of endless correspondence 
and disagreement, and considering the original constitution of the force and the 
nature of tiic service required of it in the Tributary Mahals, it ougiit perhaps to 
])(• lit) matter of surprise that this has been the case., 

Tiroiigb, therefore, we have proposal the measures that appear to us, after the 
fiilltsl consideration, to be the most suitable for adoption under the existi^ engage¬ 
ments, we deem it to be our duty to submit, for the consideration of His Excellency 
in Council, that it would in our opinion he far preferable, under all the circum¬ 
stances, to t*nd(^vour to obtain a revision of these engagements, with the view of 
substituting tor them anlirrangemcnt which would relieve the Gaekwar’s Govern¬ 
ment altogether from its present obligations in respect of the Contingent, an*d 
furnish the means for the maintenance, under the direct orders of the British 
G<jvcrniiient, of such u police force as wouhl meek the real requirements of the 
Tribufary Mahals on the points hitherto provided for, or supposed to he provided 
fur, by tlie r\>ntingcnt. 

Such an arrangement would, the Commission feels assured, be advantageous alike 
to both (Jovennnents, and it would remove finally a fruitful and endless cause of 
tlispufc and disagrirement, which cannot bo set at rest in any other way. 

To obv iate the necessity for ihc dismiss'd (if the large body of men now coiV.- 
posing the Contingent, that would in such event have to be dealt with, any uf them 
found fit for service might be retained for employment in the police force that , would 
htavc to be raised under the new arratigemt nts, and the remainder, who would be 
recalled to Baroda when no longer required in the Tributary Mdhals, might be 
gradually absorbed into the other State establishments there, or otherwise disposed 
of as the Gaejiwar’s Governuieut might think })roper. No doubt many of the men, 
who arc old and licarly worn out woidd l>e glad to accept a fair sum us gratuity on 
retirement, and by this and other means the cost of tlie measure might, it is thought, 
be brought within limits which Would not exceed the present charges betrne by His 
Highness’ (iovernrhent on account of the Contingent. 

r>5. Having brought our labours to a conclusion, we venture to express our 
earnest hope tlin( the results of our inquiries, though not—owing to the peculiar 
circumstances of the case—of so decided and satisfactory a character as wc shoidd 
ourselves have desired, will yet prove sutficient to enable the Government of India 
to take such adion on the questiejns at issue as may in its opinion be called for, in 
the interests of His Highness*the Gaekwar and his people, and for tlie due settle¬ 
ment of the long standing disagreement regarding the Contingent. 

Wc have, &c., 

R. J. Mkajik, President. 

E. W. RAVKNSeBOFT, '] 

Nawab I’aiz Au Khan Bahadoou, i-Members. 

A. T. Etukuidg^, J 
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Casks iiHiuirod iiitoby Commiissiun ; with their Kinai. Dkcision thereon. 


SCHEDirLE 1. 

‘ • » • 

Cask No. 4. 

Complaint of Sadak Ali Maudat Alj, Camel Contractor oPAhraedabad, a British subject. 

Thk complainant was employed by the late Uaekwar Khunderao for some years as a contractor 
for supplying camels to the Pagah and military establishments, and at the time of that chiefs 
demise had 12i? caraob so employed. Subiotiuent to that event he was required to pay a sum 
of Hs. BOt) to the then Dewaii as a Nozaraoa, and as a difficulty arose about his paying the full 
atriount, and tlie Dewan was informed he had abused his Karkun, his establishmoni, consisting 
at the time of 94 camels, was athielied.. am^ eoniiHeated, together with some carts and bullocks, 
his private property. This was about seven months after Khunderao’s death,#r about May 1871. 
Ckimplahi^t petitioned the Resident ami the Bombay authorities, but could get no redress. 
About five or six months after the attachment of his establishment, or about October or November * 
1871, he was seized,.and imprisoned by oSrder of the Dowan, who, a few days after, had him 


due to him» and to sign a statement that he bad no complaint to make to the British Government 
against tlmt of the Oaekwar. On complainant's demurring to sign such papers, the D^wan or^red 
the men, in whose charge he was, to compel him to do so, whereupon they tied a rope to his 
handcuiFs, and fastening it to the roof pulled him up by the wrists, when he swung round, and fkll 
to the ground, breaking his right ailn. He was then taken back to jail, where he i-pmained six 
weeks, when he was released on his wife petitioning the Resident, after signing a bond for Rs. 200, 
not to go near the palace, the Dewan’s house, and the Pugah head-quaitere. On his release 
complainant petitioned the Resident, by whose ordor some five or six months afterwards the 
Assistant Resident inquired into his ca^, and after an investigation of it directed the payment 
of the arrears, Rs. 8,000, due to him, and the restitutfon of his property. Qomdlainant claimed 
a further sum of Rs. 7,000 as compensation for the loss and injury he had sustained, but the Assistant 
dlesidont referred him to the liosideiit regarding it. The Assisiant Hosident’s order was 
objected to by the Durbar, and alter some days the Resident told him he was to get nothing. 

* Subsequently, hearing that he was to be arrested, complainant went to Bombay, where he 
remained for six months. On hia return to Baroda he found that a “rath” (native bullock 
carriage) of his, worth Hs. 260, harl been sold during his absence by order of tho Durbar for 
Rs. 8. Conipkimant has hitherto failed to obtain any rcAcss or corapenJation from the 
Durbar. 


2, The complainant produces three witnesses in support of his case. The first, who was in his 

service when his establishment was attached, and had known him for 15 years, states that his 
arm was all right when he was imprisoned, some ten months after Klmnderoo’s deatli, that he 
used to lift up weights, &;c., but that he did not know what was under his sleeve. (2) The second, 
who was also in his service up to the same period, states that he was imprisoned two months after 
Khunderao’s death, that his arm ha»l been broken two years previously by the bite of a camel, 
but that he had not witnessed the occurrence ; that he had seen the broken arm before tho com¬ 
plainant's imprisonment, and that he was in the habit of wearing an iron splint on it, (Sf The 
third, who states that he was in jail, on a charge of murder two and a half years ago, wjtli the 
complainant, doposc.s that his arm was all right when ho came there, and for some days afterwards, 
and that he used it in the ordinary way; that he was taken away by sepoys onq evening, and on 
his return th)*cc hours afterwards was put into a separate cell, the other prisoners being forbidden 
to notice him. He called out as if in pain, and afterwards pointed to his arm, as if suffering 
from it, but deponent, though in prison with him for 20 or 22 days after this occurronce, did nok 
know what injury had happened to him. ^ 

3. The Durbar agent, in his remarks on this case, denies that the complainant is entitled to 

protection as a British subject, his residence in Baroda previous to his imprisonment having 
exceeded six months. ^ 

He further states that complainant owed Rs. 400 to the State, which he was called on by the 
Khas I^agah Karkun to settle, and that on his threatening to^hcat the latter he was taken to tho 
Naib Dewan, and ordered to bn bound over to keep tho peac(*. As he would not furnish security 
be was detained in tlie police station (ebahutra) for a montli ^nd 20 days, when he was released. 
iJe was subjected to no ill-treatrncnt. From the station descriptive roil of prisoners it appears, 
the Durliav agent a<kls, that ho had sustained the injury to his arm before his imprisonment. 'Phe 
Resident, Colonel Shurtt, did not mention to the Durbar that such injury had occurred iu the jail. 
With reference to the Durbar s statement to Colonel 1'hayre that the complainant had not been 
put in jail, the agent suggests that a mistake may have been made at tho time of writing to that 
effect, or that there was a niisconcejjtion regarding the woicl used, the man having been confined 
iu the police “ chabutra,” and not imprisoned in tlie jail. 'Jlie statement was made on the ireport 
of the Karkun. 


Tho agent further produces at the request of the Commission the dcBcriptive roll of priaoiiters 
confined in the chabutra referred to in his preceding remarks, which on inspection is found to 
contain the usual record of tho complainant's committal on tlie 22nd April 1872. Jn the column 
,. . ,, . . . „ of “ Description of tho prisoner ” is the remark noted 'in 

^ •' ^ tlie margin in a separatorime by itself at the foot of tho 

entry. This line appears to the Coiuraission to be written in a different hand and at a dift'erent 
time from the rest of the record in that coIumki, and on the circumstance being pointed out to the 
Durbar agent, he admits that it is so open to suspicion ;is a spbsc(iueiit entry, that he requests 
permission to withdraw tho register as evidence on the point. • 

4. Dr. Seward, Ucsideiicy surguon, having carefully examined tho complainant's injured arfki, 
deposes before, the Commission that he is satisfied thaf the injury could not have been caused 

by the bite of a camel, that ho is of opinion that the complaiiTant's account of the manner in 

wnich it took plactf is a true one, and that the injury must have occurred at least 18 months ago. 


5. Tho only documents connected with this case forthcoming iu tho itesklency records are 
(1) a Durbar yad, dated Ifitli August 1872, replying to one from the Resident, dated llth May 
1872, forwifrding a petition from complainant's wife regarding bis imprisonment. Nb allusion 
was mado in any of these papers to complainant's arm having been injured. The Durbar yaii 
states the views of tho Government as to complainant's claims and the proceedings that had l>een 
taken towards him, and remarks that he had oeen reijuired to give security in consequence of 
having used threatening language towards the Pagah officers, fmt hatl ii<ft been impriimed; and (2) 
a petition from Sadak All to tho Resident, dated llth November 1872, with a prdcis of the same 
prepared in the Residency Office, endorsed by the Resident, Colonel Shortt, and signed by him. 
This peUtion gives a full detail of complainant’s grievances, and states the circumstances under 
which his arm was broken from the ill-treatment to which he alleged he had been subjected. 

The Resident’s endorsement is to this effect—“ A verbal answer was given to the petitioDer 
by the Reudent on the 16th November 1872, that his petition was returned” 


6. In oonsequenct? of the conilictiiig «t«(teinciit8 regarding the injury to the complainant’s ari^ 
the Commission deemed it desirable to refer to Captain Hancock, the Assistant Ri^ident, who is 
aUeged by Sadak Ali to have investigated his complaint by order of the Resident* and to have 
awarded him Rs. 8,000 as the balance due to him by the Durbar- In bis replv dated 20th De¬ 
cember 1874 which will be found in the file of tlie ease,-Captain Hancock states that the 
complainant’s claims were referred to him by the Resident for r^ort, and that he made out the 
account showing a smalf amount in favour of Sadak Ali. 'I’he Resident, however, did not accopt 
his award* and subsequently continued the investigation himself, decidiihg e/oeniuaUy against the 
c(nn^mant. At the time of the inquiry held by him (Captain Hancock), m TnetUion was 7aade hy 
complainant of fRs arm having been brokm or other ^or^wre having been practised on him by the Dnrb^ 
officials^ and tt formed no part of his compUtint* 

7. In his final letter on this case, dated 27th December 187.8, the Resident reviews the whole 
of the circumstances connected with it, and urges that the complainant’s charge of ill-treatment 
has been fully established. 

. '‘GeNKUAL OUSERVATIONS AND OpIKION OK THK COMMISSION, 

I. The complainant, though Avarned by the Resident to produce adequate proof of hia being 
a British subject, has not brought forwiird any evidence on the point. The Resident has, how¬ 
ever, expressed his full belief that he was so when he came to Baroda, and the Commission 
accepts bis view on this head, and admits the complaint as appertaining to Schedule I., and to 
be dealt with by it accordingly. 

IL The grievance of the complainant consists (1) of the attachment of his establishmont and 
personal property, and the nonpayment of the arrears he claims ; and (2) of the personal injury 
sustained by him at the hands of the Durbar officials. 

WiA regard to Ibo former, the Commission considers that a British subject who enters the 
service of a Native Chief has ordinarily no titlo to the protection of the British Government in 
respect of transactions connected with or arising out of such service, and there is nothing of so 
special a character in this part of the complainant’s case as to vaXl for exceptional treatment in 
this respect at its hands. It therefore declines Uy enter into any inquiry regarding Sadak All's 
pecuniary claims against the Durbar. 

^ With regard to tke latter it is not clear that British subjects, circumstanced as the complainant 
was at the time of the alleged personal ill-treatment to which he states he was subjected, have a 
valid claim to the oMdnl protection of the British authoritic.s against the Durbar, at the hands of 
whose servants such ill-treatment may occur. In this case, Sadak Ali had been for several years 
in the.«erAdce of the Baroda State, and the Durbar apjiears to have had good ground for regarding 
him as one of its own subjects, or at least of being equally amenablo with the latter to its juris¬ 
diction in respect of his conduct as a servant of the State, of of any proceedings or property of 
his within Baroda limits. Looking, however, to the objects of its assembly, the Commission has 

. no hesitation in deciding that this part of the com- 
From Gkivcrnmciit of India to Government of plainant’s grievance should form the subject of inquiry 
Bombay, No. 2209 P, dated I9th St>|ittiiiit)cr by it under the terms of paragraph 5 of the letter noted 

in the margin, and it therelbre proceeds to consider the 
same accordingly. 

HI. The complainant idloges tliat a very serious personal injury, involving the fracture of his 
right arm, the bones of which still remain separated, and can never now be reunited, was inflicted 
on him under circumstances of cruel violence by certain Durbar servants when lie was bandculfed 
and helpless in their power. 

IV. The police chabutra register that has been produced fixes the date of the alleged 

iqjury at about the end of April 1872, .as it shows that he Avas received at the station on the 
22nd of that month, and Sadak Ali asserts that ho was ill-treated, as described, seven days 
afterwards. ^ ^ 

On the iTth May the Resident addressed a yad to the Durbar regarding his imprisonment, in 
reference .to a petition from his'wife on the subject^'^nd in its reply dated l.*)th August, or three 
months later, the Durbar explaiiual the case, and denied that he bad been imprisoned. 

V. Meanwhile, or about the 11th June, according to the complainant’s and the Durbar state¬ 
ments before tlic Commission of the duration of his confinement, Sadak Ali Avas released, and he 
at once petitioned tho Resident for redress os to his pecuniary claims, hut appears to have made 
no reference to the ill-troatmcn£ he had suffered, iiis claim was transferred ^by the Resident to 
his Assistant for inquiry, and after investigation by him, in the course of which tho Fouzdar and 
his Karkun are admitted hy the complainant to have been present, a small amount was awarded 
as being due to him from the Durbar, tho matter of the injury to his arm never having been 
alluded to by the complainant during such investigation. The Resident, however, difl not concur 
in this decision of his Assistant, and took tho case into his own hands, and ultimately, apparently, 
refused to interfere. 

VI. Up to this time, November 1872, no mention appears to have been made by complainant 
of tho injury to his pm, but on the lUb of. that month he addressed a petition to the Resident, 
in winch, amoii£[st his other pievancCj, he ^br the first time brought it forward On the 16th of 
the same monlli the Resioent informed ^mplainant A^erbally that his petition was returned, 
i.e, &at his complaint was dismi^ed, andvan endorsement to tliis effect waa recorded on ^e 
Residency Office prdcis of the pe^on. It is much to be regretted that the proceeding 'of the 
Resident’s Assistant w the investigation of the case held by him are not forthcoming, out they 



yil. The eridemo adduced hy comjEdaivi^^ b^pre the Cmmamou in si^ppert of the alleged 
injui^ to Ms arm, as described by hiM, is comficting. Otf two wxtorases oxanuh^ both fom^rly 
in hk serrice, one states that his ann was all right when he was imprison^t while the bt^r 
^em that it had been broken two years previottuy by the bite of a cankl, and tW he had been 
in the habit of wearing an iron splint on it A third witness who was in jail wi^ him deposes 
that he used his arm in the ordina^'way when he came tn jail, but that after hk r^turHf when 
taken away for three hours some nights afterwards, he called out as if in pain, and to point 
to his arm. This witness, though confined for 20 or 22 day^with coinpldnant, did not, however^ 
know what injttry had happened to him. 

VIII. The ovidenee of the Residency surgeon is oppfised to the idea of the injmy having been 

caused by the bite of a camel, and is favourable to the complainant^ account of the manner in 
which he alleges it occurred, but is of course inconclusive on the latter point • 

IX. The evidence offered by the Durbar in proof of the complainant’s arm having been injured 

when he was admitted to the police chabutra, vi/„, the record of the fact in the station register, 
would have been conclusive on the point, if trustworthy, but the Commission is satisfied tlmt the 
entry was not an original one, and it is compelled to concur with the Resident that it was probably 
made recently with an intention to deceive the Commission. • , • • 

X. If this view be correct, the fact of no note of the complainant’s arm being injured when 
admitted having been made in the descriptive column is undoubtedly strongly in support of his 
assertion that it was then sound, but the Commission, while giving every weight to this important 
point, feels itself absolutely unable to reconcile his siuteiiient of the injury with his silence 
regarding it fur so many months, ami under circumstances which gave him full opportunity and 
furnished the strongest inducements for ills bringing it forward and making the most of it. Fur¬ 
ther, looking to the fact that his case was inquired into by the then Resident, when the real truth 
was more likely to be got at than at the present time, and that he dismissed it, the Commission 
cannot acee])t that statement as having been so clearly established as to entitle him nw U> 
compensation at its hands, for the injury, from the Durbar. 

XI. It is, in the opinion of tlic Commission, quite possible that the complainant’s arm was 
previously broken or seriously injured, and that the rough troatment to which he was probably 
subject(;d aggravated such injury, but his statement, as it stands, does not appear to it to be 
altogether credible under the circumstances. 

XII. It seems to be proper before closing these remarks that the Commission should record* 
its opinion that the Durbar’s explanation of its denial, in its yad of 15th August 1872!, of the 
complainant’s imprisoiiTnont at all by it is not satisfactory, and wdion (‘onmdered with what 
appears to have la^en. so iar as can be judged, an attempt to impose on the Commission by a 
false entry in the poli(^e station regist('r, and stnne other instances that liavc come to notice, 
that there is grave ground for the doulits exj>rcssed ])y the Resident »,k to the trustworthinoss of 
tlie Durbar’s statements and dr)cumeiits in matters in which it has an interi'st in suppressing 
the facts. 


Cask No. 5. 


Natititva I'isi.o, Resident of tJie Rowa Kanta. 

'riiis cHse is vefcrrcul to by the Refli<Icnt in his correspondence with the Romhay (lovernj^ient, 
viz.:— 

Ijetter No, 144-750, dated 18th August 1873 (paragra])hs 2 and 3), and is one of the thftje 
.eases whoso thorough investigation l»y the C-oininission is specially ordorc<l in paragraph 5 
of letter from the (Jovernment of India to the (lovernment of Bondiay, No. 2209 P, dated 
29th September 1873. 

1. The circumstances of this case, as brought forward by the RosideiVt, are set forth in the 
schedule, and in the Resident’s letter dated 31st December 1873^ which will ho found in the file 
of the (^ase. 

2. Owing to the non-attendance of the (‘(miplainaid, from allfeged sickness, as deposed to by his 
father Tislo Govinda, and one Shankar Laldas, the Commission has been'unable to inquire in^O 
his grievance, which consists (1) of his having been unjustly seized and sentenced to seven years’ 
imprisonment on the alleged offence of defiling a shrine of Mah^oo, neai- Atarsumba, the head¬ 
quarters of one of theOaekwar’s Mahals ; and (2) of the Vahivattlar’s having extorted certain 
sums from himselt and his father for his release, notwithstanding the payment of which th<i 
complainant was again irregularly apprehended and sent to Haroda, where a further sum was 
demanded from him, and though its payment was arranged for by his father, he vras sentenced 
to imprisonment for seven years, and remained in jail till released ai the instance of the 
Resident. 

3. The Durbar agent’s review of this case will be found in the file. It appears from it that 
the complainant was digged with entering the temple disguised, and thereby—he being a 
chumar—defiling the shrine, and that ho was sentenced to rigorous imprisonment for seven 
years by the Maharaja’s prders, after consideration of the circumstances as reported by the 
Vahivatdar. 

4. The Resident challenges tlie correctness of the Durbar’s statement of the case ou all tlie 
important points at issue, in his final letter dated Slst December J87S, 




GtEMEBAL ObbBKTATIONS AVD ObJKION of the C0MMIB8IOK. 


*Noth.—A t the request of tUe CommUfdon 
inquiries vere imidc the Heridetit as to the 
poftribillty of tV oompiainunt'* coroiug tu Baroda 
to Htato hjfi coae, but no fUrther information has 
been obtamcd on this point. • > 


L In the absence* of the principal in this caae the Commission is not in a pc^tion to pass a 

^ trustworthy judgment as to its real merits, but as it is 

one of the cases ordered by the Governmeot of India to 
be thoronghly investigated, it deems it right to record 
the following remarks on it:— 

!T. As regards the alleged grounds on which the 
complainant was originally iM>i7.cd, the Commission has no doubt that he must have been, to some 
extent at least^ guilty of tlie offence charged against him, as it is quite unable to conceive that 
such a procedure would be taken absolutely without cause towards a man in his position, merely 
with the object of extorting mdney from his father, who did not even reside within the Gaekwnr^s 
jurisdiction. 

III. Under this view of the case, the Durbar appears to have been fully justifiod in apprehend¬ 
ing and punishing the complainant for what was undoubtedly, if committed, a very serious 
onence against the law in a Hindu State, and all that can, in the opinion of the Commission, be 
considered in ks proceeding on* this head is, that tho sentence was unnecessarily severe, and 
indicative of an intolerant spirit on tlie part of the Chief or the Durbar. 

IV. As regards the alleged extortion of money from the complainant and liis father by the 
Vuhivatdar of Atarsumba, the Durbar agent declared that a full inquiry into the charge should be 
made, as soon as the comphdnanfs father attended with his witnesses to give evidence in it. 
The Resident states that the complainant’s father was sent to the Durbar with one of his com¬ 
munications in the case, but tho agent was positive that he had not attended, and tho Commission 
tliinks it not improbable that he would have endeavoured to avoid the transfer of his coimdaint 
from the Residency to the Durbar. Assuming, however, thar the money was'domanded and paid 
as stated, it would appear that it was sts without the knowledge of the Durbar, to (jl)tain the 
release of tho prisoner on bail pending the receipt of orders on the case from Baroda, to which 
place the circumstances seem to have been reported, as the subsequent re-apprehension and 
despatch of the complainant there, were clearly made under orders from the Durbar. 

V. As regards tlic alleged farther demand of Rs. 300 made for the release of complainant after 
boin^ imprisoned at Baroda, and for which his father states ho made arrangements, there is 

.nothing to show that the Durbar was in any way cognizant of or concornod in the circumstance, 
and the fair inference is tliat it was not so. 

VI. (5n a full consideration of tho circumstances as thus glanced at, tJie Commission is not 
prepared to condemn the Durbar’s proceedings in treating tho complainant as an offender on tlic 
^und stated by it, and it (xmsiders that it was com|)ctent to pimisti him, if the crime with which 
he stood charged was proved to its satisfaction. '^Fhe sentence passed on him was, however, 
altogether excessive, and severe beyond all reason. 'J'here is nothing to show that tho Durbar 
was in any way a party to tlio alleged extortion of money by its local offcials in tliis case, and it 
should, in the opinion oi‘ tho Commi.ssion, be enabled to uupiirc into the allegations on that head 
by the attendance for tho purpose, under special arrangements by tho Resident, of the com¬ 
plainant and his witnesses, wlien, if proved, tho refund of the money and the punishment of the 
delinquents would doubtless bo secured. 

The alleged irregular apprehension of the complainant within the jurisdiction of tho Main 
Kanta Agency, and his being taken into the Baroda territory and there dealt with as described, 
a])pears to the Commission to be a matter for iiK^uiry by the Political Agent, who is fully coin- 
peteip: to dispose of such a case. It is, however, to be observed that the man iippears to have 
accompanied his bail, a private individual, across the frontier of his own accord and free will, 
and that there is no mention of any Durbar official liaving been cuncerned in the concurrence. 


4 Case No. y. 

^ • t 

CoMPi.AiXT 0/ Manekeae Vitha^ Goldsmitli of Ahmedabad. 

'I'hc case of this complainant ,is referred to by the Resident in his letter to the Bombay 
^lovcrnmont, No. H4-.750, dated 18th Au^juat 1873 (paragraph 4), and is one of those whose 
thorough investigation by the Commission 18 ordered in letter from tho Government of India to 
the Government of Bombay, No, P, dated iilOth September 1873 (paragraph 5). 

1. The complainant*s grievance is that, when at Baroda, some ten moq^-hs ago, about Kebruary 

1873, he was falsely accused by his cousin, one Amnitlal, who lives there, of having written to 
his brother at Ahmedabad, that the said Amnitlars daught(;r, Ganga, had gone to the Maharaja, 
and that he (Amnitlal) would be turned out of caste. Amrutlal brought 10 or 12 witnesses to 
prove his statement. Complainant was asked if he had written the letter, and denied having 
done so. He was induced to show bis handwriting, and gave a specimen of it. A lew days later 
he was informed that he bad been sentcmced to 14 years’ impriBonment, and was taken to jail. 
After being four or four and a half mondiB in jail he was released at the instance of the 
Resident Ho declares that he never wrote the letter which formed the ground of the charge 
against him* , ^ 

2. The original proceedings and other papers connected with the complainant’s trial and his 
case are produced oy the Resident, to whotn they were furnished by the Durbar, and it appears 
from them that the sentence passed on him was one and not 14 years’ imprisonment Amongst 



m questioii bearing hia signature, wbidi be alleges te be a forgery. The Commission* however* 
after a careM oomparison this enth his efoer i^gnature, is not at all satiafied that it Is so, 
8^ is, on ^ contrary, rather of opinion that it is genuine^ 

8. The jDurbar agent urges tiiat the complainant has no claim to the protection of the British 
authorities as a Bntish subject, and states that be is a subject of Baroda, as can be proved fh>m 
a reforence to the census papers of 1672, and irtm his having paid the asseusmeiit on his house at 
Baroda, as well as by other evidence. He adds that the depositions of the witnesses i^ere taken 
in complainant’s presence, and that the signature he denies was his, itnd was made by him 
voluntarily. The sentence passed on him was one year’s imprisonmont, and to find security of 
Re. SOO not to repeat the offence. 

4* The Resident, in hts final remarks on tliis case, dated 2nd January 1874* questions the 
genuineness and trustworthiness of the original proceedings in h produced by the Durbar as. 
having been held by it, and urgos tliat the complainant is entitled to protection and redress as a 

Ih'itish subject,” and tliat whether he be the latter or not, he is still entitled to the protection 
of the British Government against the oppressive action of the Durbar Court. 

Oenerai. Observations and Opinion of tji^ Commission, • 

I. I'he Commission has given full consideration to the complainant’s statement and the obser¬ 
vations of the Durbar agent and the Resident respectively in this case, and as it is clearly cf 
opinion that there is no sulKcient ground for its interference in the matter at all, unless the (Com¬ 
plainant is clearly entitled to protection as a British subject, it has deemed it necessary to Ibrm 
its own judgment on that point in the first instance. 

II. It appears from the Durbar agent’s statement and the complainant’s own admission before 
the Commission, tha^ the latter’s grandfather and father were subjects of, and in the servi(5(^ of, 
the Baroda State, and that the complainant, himself was born .at and resided in Baroda till he 
was four or five years of age. He then wont to livo at Ahmedabad with his mother, hut retained 
his father’s house at Baroda, and has continued to nay the; customary ratios for it and to occupy 
it whenever he has revisited the place, which, by nis own account, he has been in the habit 
of doing for a few months at a time, though his chief and permanent residence lias been at 
Ahmedabad. 

III. Under these circinnstances, it appears to the Comniissiou that the Durbar was justified in 
regarding the complainant as being .'imenable to its laws for any offence committed ngainst them,* 
and for which he might be apprehcmlcd whilo witliin Baroda limits; and it is unable tq call in 
question its full power and authority to act in accordance with that view. 

IV. With respect to the ofibnee with which complainant was charged and the sentence passed 
on him, the proceedings of the casi*, furnished Ijy the Durbar, cannot, in the judgment of the 
Commission, be called in question by it, and it could not, it considers, with propriety, under such 
circumstances, proceed to a ^‘-investigation of the charge on which the complainant has lieen 
condemned. 

V. The sentence of one year s imprisonment and the demand of Rs. 200 security not to rejxvit 
the offence, recorded in those prticeedings, though doubtless severe, anj not so excessive in a ease 
of this nature as, in the opinion of the Commission, to call ibv any special iuterferenct! on its pari 
in tln^ complainant’s fav(jur; hut it will be (juite proper for tlu^ llesidcnt to rcijucst ibc Durbar to 
send the complaiuanl to his otKce when tlio term of his sentence has expired. 


Case No. 10. 

Complaint of Pariuiitpas Parsuotan, rcsidont of Nariad, Kaira District, a British Subject. 


Complainant’s grievance consists of his having, when residing M'ith his umde (with whom In- 
had been for four or five months) in the I'atan Mahal, been sinzed on a charge of theft, and tahen 
by the Fou/dar to the Thana, where ho was tied up with*lns hanlts behind his back, and told to 
confess by the Karkun. He was thus tvcate|| on tlie morning nn(i evening of two thiys ; anti on 
the evening of the second day was struijk four times with a tamarind stick, when he bccaim^ 
faint, and was released and allowed to go home. Complaiilant adds that tlic ease Ims been 
inquired into by the Durbar, and that he only wants to have justice done to* him, and by be allowed 
to return to his house. 


2. The Durbar agent states that a preliminary inquiry has hcqn alrcjwly held in this and some 
other similar casos against the Fou/.clar, Katteli Uam, that they consider tin.* charges j)rcferi'<vl 
against him to be proved, and tliat he is now awaiting .sentence, the punishment to be awarded 
to him being under consideration. 

From the Resident’s final statement in this case, dated 2ud January 1874, it appears that 
the Fouzdar who committed the ofl’ence has been punished (the C/ouimissiuu was vcubally in¬ 
formed, before leaving Baroda,"tliat he had been removed from otHcc and sentenced to two years’ 
imprisonment), and Rs, 28 have been given to the oomplainant as compensation for the ill-treatment 
he received. 


Opinion of the Commission. 

The Conimiesion is of opinion that the punishment of the Fouzdar is suitable, but tliat it will 
be further proper to ipform thg Durbar that he should not be re-etnployed in its service in any 


Himilar capacity. The compensation paid to the complainant appem to be insuffidentj and 
should not have been less than Rs. 100 at the lowest which stun with propriety have 

been levied iroiD the Fouzdar as a fine. 


Casks 12 and 18, 

t 

Complaints of Naiianot, wife of Vithoha, and Salu, wife of Guanu, residents formerly of 

Khanwal and Sakarpa respectively, in the Ratnagarl District 

The case of these complainants is not referred to bv the Resident in any of his letters to 
Government, ahd appears only to have come to his knowledge shortly before tne Commission left 
•Baroda. The women in both' cases are llritish subjects, having, until they came to Baroda, a 
little more than two years ago, always resided in the Ratuugiri Collectorate. Their case, 
therefore, is classed under Schedule I, amongst those rofciTed to by the Government of India in 
paragraph 5 of their letter to the Government of Bombay, No. 2209 P, dated 29th September 
187.8, though it is not clear that it altogether falls within the scope and intention of that 
paragraph. ^ ^ • 

1. The first complainants grievance is as follows:—She states that about 24 years ago she 
was enticed away from her husband's house in the Kutnaglrl Collectorate by some servants of 
Nana Saliib, JTis Highness the Gaekwar’s Minister, who, it should ho mentioned, is a native of 
that part of the country ; that on arrival at Baroda she went to jive witli Nana Sahib as his 
mistiess ; that after some time she went voluntarily to serve in the Rani’s palace, hut the duties 
wore distasteful to her; that after serving for four or five mouths in the Palace she was confined 
in the chahutra, or lock-up, for 14 months, and subsequently for 14 years in jail, because sho did 
not, in answer tt» the Gaekwar’s question, give any information relative to An intrigue between 
the Raholkar and the Rani; that when in jail she was twice Hogged for some potty offence, re- 
ceiviftg four cuts on tho back from a cane, other women also having boon flogged in her presence; 
iind finally, that on tho occasion of tho last eclipse of tho moon, in November, she was uncon¬ 
ditionally released, since which time she has obtained hor living by grinding corn and other daily 
labour. 

2. The second complainant's grievance is as follows :—She states that she was seduced from 
her home by some servants of Nana Sahib, the Minister, who, promising hor jewels and clothes, 

* induced her to leave her mother’s houai^; that on arriving at Baroda she went to live with Nana 
Sahib as his wife, when the child she was carrying in her arms, when examined by the Com¬ 
mission, was begotten ; that, some little time after, sKo was taken by Nana Sahib to the palftcu, 
and forced against hor will to become a Loundi ” or domestic slave under the orders of the Rani; 
that after serving about five months shi^ was sent first to tho “ chahutra ” or lock-up, where she 
was confined for 14 months, and .subsequently to the jail, where she was confined for 14 years, 
presumably because she (^ouid not or would not answer satisfactorily questions put to her by 
the Gaekwar relative to an alleged intrigue between one Balwuntrao lianolkar and the wife of 
His Highness ; that when in jail she was once flogged, receiving four cuts on the back from a 
cane for some petty offence, and that on two or three occasions ^ther women had been flogged 
in like manner in her presence; and finally, that she had been released from prison unconditionally, 
and not compoUed to return lo serve as a “ Loundi,” on the occasion of the eclipse in November 
last, since when she liad obtained hor living by grinding com and daily labour. 

3. The Durbar agents state that tlmsc women w'ere not seduced from their homes us they 
allege, hut came to llaroifa of their own accord in search of employment; that they applied to 
Nanfi Sahib, the Minister, who engaged them for service in the Rani's palace, where they received 
fopd and idothing, and were otherwise well treated; that, w'hen in service they were guilty of theft, 
and were on this aecoutit sent to prison, from which they Avore released on tho occasion of the 
eclipse in November last as an act of clemency. As regards the alleged flogging of the com¬ 
plainants while in jail, the Durbar agents state that no complaint was ever made to the Durbar on 
the subject; that the practice of flogging women in jail, if it exists, is contrary to the orders in 
force, and tljat inquiries will he at on»e instituted to iiscertain if aucli is the e^e. Complainant 
No. 13, while in jail, was allowed milk and ('xtra n^ions, in consequeniie of having given birth to 
a child while imprisoned. 

4. The Resident's rqmarks on the case of the complainants will be found in his final statement 
ftp the seizure of respectable women to servo ns “ Loundis ” in the palace, appended to the file of 
that case, Schedule iL, No. 40. 

a 

Genkrai. Ohskrvations and Opinion of the Commission*. 

I. The Commission has given diu^ cimsideration to the Resident’s views on these cases, but 
finds itself unable to adopt them in t\w manner desired by him. 

II. If tlie tale of the complainants is true, it is clear that they came to Baroda entirely of their 
own accord, and that.tlrey have absolutely no ease on tliat score calling for redress at toe hands 
of the Commission. It is, however, quite within tho Resident’s power to have their case brought 
to the notice of the Magistrate of Hatnagiri, who can, at the instance of their husbands, if they 
desire it, deal with the enticement of these women from their homes as an offence under the 
Penal Code. 

HI. M'^ith regard to the allegation of the second complainant of enforced service as a Loundi at the 
..Palace, her bare statement of the fact can b^dly, under the circumstances, be accepted as proof 
of any compulsion having been used towards her in the matter, while the first complainant states 



ly. with reference to the imprUonmont of the coimpluiftants, end tb^ di&voat versions 
of the grounds ^erefor given bv them and the Durbar agonts» the Commission deems it an- 
necessary fcnr it to enter into any further invest^ation with the object of eliciting the facts* Such 
a course could not possibly lead to any conclusive or satisfactory results, and the release of the 
complainants two months ago makes it now needless. 

V, Finallv, it appears to the Commission that if these women were really Loundis *’ in the 
Palace, as tnat class is ordinarily regarded in the households of Native Chiefs, they would never 
have been sent to jail for such oflfences as those stated by tliemsolves and the Durbar agent, and 
afterwards released absolutely, as they ultimately were, hut would have been punislied wltltin the 
limits of the palace itself. The Commission caimot therefore consider that tifey were really 
Loundis in the sense of domestic slaves. •' . 


SCHEDULE II. 

Case No. 1, 

Grievances of tho Saruabs and MiLiTAur Classes of the Baroda State. 

The grievances of these classes were referred to by the Resident in his correspondence with 
tho Bombay Government as follows:— 

(1.) Letter No. 103-552, dated 25th June 1873 (paragraph 6 and translation of petition 
enclosed). 

(2.) l^etter No, 107-573, dated 28th^une 1873 (paragraphs 8 to G). 

(3.) Letter No. 14G-762, dated I9th August 1873 (paragraphs 2 to 8 inclusive). 

Summary of the Complaints of the Sardars and Militamy Classes, with the Opinion of the 

Commission on each. 


I. Tlio complainants in the Cases No. 1 to 0 (tho Pandare and Ghorparo sanlars) have no 
personal grievance. Thoir pay is in arrears for the post two yejirs, owing to their refusal to 
itsceive it, in consequence of the reduction of certain of the lesser Silledars, for whose permanent 
maintenance by the Gaekwar they allege they had received guarantees at the request of tho late 
Gaekwar at Kapura in 1858. 

II. The complainants In the six cases noted in tho margin liave had their griovance» against 

,, . „ . the present Gaekwar adjusted, and state that they have 

No.. 10 , 26.27.28,81, and now no compkints to make. ^ 

HI. Of the remaining 28 cases of grievance that have been preferred before the Commission, 
the following, 11 in number—Nos. 7, 8, 9, 22, 23, 20, 29, 32, 33, 39, 40,—originated altogether 
in the time of tlie late and previous Gaokwars, and any complaints in connection therewith 
against the present Chief have been adjusted by him, and are withdrawn. 


No. 7 complains that ho was .deprived by the late Chief of the management of the Purgunna 
of Saoli, which bo claims to have hold iuJaghir. The Durbar asserts that his tenure of the 
Purgunna was a mere yearly lease, with an assiguincnt of a fixed portion of its revenues as part 
of ins service allowances, and acids that on resumption of the Purgunna a special grant of 
Hs. 10,000 annually was made to him in lieu of tho said niauagcnient. The porusal of the 
so-called Sanads produced by the complainant appears to the Commission to support the Durbar’s 
explanation of the nature of the terms on which tho management, of the Purgunna was origbially 
assignod to him in 1818, and subsequently renewed, as shown in a similar grant of 1835 produced 
by the* complainant. • 

The Commission does not feel called on to record an opinion on the proceedings com¬ 


plained of. 

No. 8 has made contradictory statements, which leave it doubtful bow his case really stands , 
but bis grievances, sucli as they are, date from the reignioi' tho GaeWar, who, so far as Uie 
OommisBiou can form an opinion on a case, whicli is stated to have occurred 11 yeara'ago, appears 
to have acted towards him in a harsh and arbitrary manner, thoufeU quite in accordance with the 
then existing and previous practice on the point in force in the State. Tho complainant admits 
that the present Chief has restored to him a village of the annual value of Ra. 14,000, which 
formed part of tho property alleged to have been confiscated by his predecesaor. 

No. 9 complains that a reduction of 25 sowars, and the resumptipn of three villages and the 
management of thg Khoiralu Purgunna, were enforced agmnst hiln by the late Gaekwar hi 18G8, 
but Smits that a cash grant of Rs. 10,000 annually was made to him in lieu of tho said Purgunna, 
which is ^still continued to him, together with cash allowances to the amount of Ha. 07,000 
annually. He adds that these allowances ore in arrears for tw'o years, owing to his refusal to 
receive them on the same ground as that assigned by No. 1 to C. 

TTie case does not appear to be one calling for tho record of an opinion from the Commission. 

No. 22. The complaint in this case is against the action of tho late and preceding Gaekwars, 
who in 1864 and 1867 confiscated—* 

Rs. 


Two Inam villages, annual value - - - 10,000 

Establishment of Karkuns, &c. - - - 22,900 

Pagah of sowars ------ 80,000 

Personal, palki, &c., allowances - 60,000 


Total Rs. - 1,22,900 


the property of the complainant 


The proceeding of the late Gaefeirar, KhuaderaOf was taken on the ground ofhu aui^ag tiie 
liaroda Sf/ito, and pro«eedin^|r to Jodhpore without pcrm/ssiM. ^ I’ho prosent Chief has aoiie 
nothin^;; towanls restoring the above, and has continued a prohibition forbidding complainant to 
visit the city of Harotia issued by his predecessor. Complainant’s grievance consists in the present 
Gaekwar's.refusing to comply with his requests on these points, and tlie Oommission does not 
feel called upon to record an opinion on his case. 

No. 2ll. The complaint in this case is against the action of the late Oaekwar, who in 1868 
reduced two sowars and on footmen, with cash allowances aggregating Rs. 8,700 annually, from 
the establisbrnpiit previously held by complainant, leaving him only four sowars, and the remainder 
of his annual allowance amounting to Rs. 5,000. 

• Complainant’s claim consists of a demand for the restoration of the above; and no opinion 
appears to be called for from the Commission regarding it. 

No. $5. 'rhe comidaiut in this case is, Ist, against the action of the late Goekwar, who in 
“ IKfiO reduced two sowars, for whom complainant received Rs. 300 annually ; 2n(l, Rs, 637 out of 
Rs. 837 personal allowance, which he had also previously enjoyed, was stopped by the present 
Gackwar, but it has recently hesn restored to the complainant, whose only grievance now is that 
the sowars reduced in 1860 have not also been given back to him. 

I'lie case does not call for an opinion from the Commission. 

No. The complaint in this cose is against the action of Ganpatrao Gaekwar, who in 1865 
reduced complainant’s personal allowance of Us, 3,300 annually by Rs. 1,500, leaving him only 
Rs. 1,800, which ho still enjoys. He has no grievance against tne present chief. 

No opinion appears to be called for in this case. ^ 

No. S2. The complaint in this case is, 1st, againat the action of the late Gaekwar, who in 
i860 reduced complainant’s establishment of 30 footmen and Rs. 3,000 annual cash allowance 
by K) footmen and Rs. 826 cash allowance ; and, 2nd, against the appointment of a Mahratta 
J^arogah a year ago lo supervise his romaining establishment, but who has recently been with¬ 
drawn. Complainant’s gricvanc(t now consists only of the reduction under Head I., which he 
claims to have restored to him. 

No opinion appears to be called for in iliis case. 

No. 33. In this case the complaint is, let, against the action of the late Gaekwar, who in 18CG 
» resumod an Inant village'valued at Hs. 200, in lieu of which he assigned complainant a cosh 
allowance of Rs. 226 annually ; and, 2nd, against the present Chief, who reduced eight of his 
pagah of 32 horses in 1872, but who has recently restored the same. 'I'ho grievance in this case 
has now reference solely to the resumption of the Inam village by the late Chief, regarding which 
no opinion appears to be called for from the Commission. 

No. 39. In this case the complaint i.s, lat, against tlie action of the late Gaekwar, who in 1868 
resumed an Inara village worth to complainant Rs. 473 annually ; and, 2nd, against the present 
Chief, who in 1870 reduced four of his Pagah of 29 horses. Complainant’s original allowances 
aggregated Hs. 12,037 annually, which he now enjoys in full, the four horses reduced having 
been recently restored to him. He has no grievance except the resumption of the village by the 
late Chief, regarding which no opinion from the Commission appears necessary. 

No. 40. In this cast? the complaint is, 1st, tin* reduction in 1866 by the lato Gaekwar of 
Ra. 642 from his personal cash allowance of Rs, 2,642 ; and, 2n(J, the further reduction in 1871 
by tlve present Chief of Hs. 1,500, leaving him only a balance of Rs. 600. 

The present Chief having rttcently restored the Rs. 1,500 reduced by him, complainant has now 
no dri(>vance against him, but claims the restoration of tho previous reduction of Hs. 542, 
r(|gardiiig which the opinion of the Commission docs not. appear to be called for. 


IV. The remaining 17 cases, viz., Nos. 11,, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 24, SO, 35, 36, 
37, 38, more or less affect the present Chief, and arc summarized as follows;— 

No. 11. In this (‘use complainant states that he had a Tahinat (establishment) of 100 sowars 
and 10 footinen ; that* he received Rs,«l4,000 annually for tho former, and palki allowance, &c., 
and a s])ccia1 personal allowance of Us. 1,200 anniially for good service. He does not state his 
receipts for the footm(‘n. The'whole of the above was reduced in 1870 by the present Gaekwar, 
wilboul, be alleges, any assigned •reason, and be has since been left absolutely penniless. The 
Jlm hav simply states diat it has no confidence in tho complainant, and lias therefore dismissed him. 

• I’lie coinplainii.nt in tliis (tase is an Arab, tuui one of a class not unlikely to give trouble if dealt 
with inconsiderately oi* unjustly ; and in the absence, of any doBnite cause for his dismissid from 
employment, the Uuvbar s'protjectlings towards him appear to tbc Cymmission to have been 
arbitrary and imprudoiu. * 


No. 12. In this.caso the; complaint is that ihe present Chief in 1871 deprived the complainant 
of his Pagah of 10 sowars and annual cash allowance of Rs. 5,800 witliout any reason therefor, 
leaving him, as in the previous case, penniless. f 

Tho Durbar again, in this instance, simply states that it has no confidence in him, and has 
therefore dismissed him. . .. 

'i'iio Commission is of opinion that the {^oceeding adopted towards the complainant as above 
was, so far us k can judge, arbitrary and imprudent 


No. 18. Jn this case complainant held a 'harge^of 26 footmen, for which he received Rs. 3,000 
annually. He also had charge of a levy of 200 liien in the Okamandal Mahal. Of the former 
cbaTjge four men wore reduced by the order of the late Gaekwar, and Uie remaining 21 during 
thh current year b)r the present Chief, without any assigned reason. The charge of & levy was 
t^en from complainaiR on the accession of the present Gaekwar in, 1870, and given to some 


admits the <xarreotao8B of tho above ati^owent, sttd that the reatoraUon of 
me «8t^bu9&ment of footmen to eomtldnant had been It denies that he has any 

claim to, die restoration of the charge of the levy of ^00 men in OkamaOdal. 

The reduction of the 21 footmen leaving complainant, a Mekrani, who appears to have done 
useful service in Okamandal, penniless, see^ to the Commission to have been carried out in an 
unwisely summary manner; a mere verbal intimation of its being put in execution being made to 
the complainant The course token with regard to the levy docs not call for an opinion from the 
Commission. 

No. 14. In this case a Fogah of horse, with an annual cash allowance of tts, S4,91p, and an 
Inam village valued at Ks. 1^00 annually, was held by one Mahadavrao, who Vos killed by a 
boar iu 1871, and who had adopted by his predecessor in. the said charge, &c. On his 
death, his widow adopted the ^d Mahadavrao’s own brother, the complainant in this case, who 
states that the Durbar has abplishod the Pagab, reimmcd the cash allowance and Inam village, 
and seized all the State and otfa^r property hmd by tho deceased Mahudavrao. 

The Durbar denies the validity of the adoption, alleging that, according to Hindu law; an 
adopted son could neither himself adopt his own natural brother to succeed him, nor couhl his 
widow do so subsequent to his demise, and it states that the adoption was nevet sanctioned, and 
that the complainant is not recognised as having any claim to the succession in this case. It 
further asserts that the private property of the estate has only been attached, pending a decision 
as to the heirship thereto.. 

This case is not one on which the Commission feels called on to pronounce an opinion. 

No. 15. In this case a Pagah of sowars, with an annual cash allowance of lis. 85,000, and a 
share in an Inam villago valued at about lls. 2,200, was lield by one Radhan Mia, who died in 
1872. The complainant claims to be Ritdiiaii Mia's adopted son, and complains that tho Durbar 
has abolished the Pagah and resumed the cash allowances, the Inam villitge having boon resumed 
by the late Gaekwar in 1868, and lias also seized the horses and private property belonging to 
the estate of the deceased. 

The Durbar points out that adoption is not recognised amongst the Mahomedans, and that it 
has declined to admit it in this case, though a Nozarana of one lakh of rupees has been offered by 
the complainant to induce it to do so. It states that an allowance of Rs. 200 per mensem has, 
however, been granted to him for his subsistence, and denios that it has interfered at all with the 
deceased Radhan Mia’s private property. ^ 

The Commission does not feel called on to record any opinion on the merits of this ease. * 

No. 16. In this case a village of the annual value of Hs. 4|000 and an annual cash allowance 
of Us. 1,000 were granted to one »Telaji by the late Gaekwar, os a reward for liis instructing the 
chief iu gymnastics. About the time of the accession of the present Gackwai', Jelaji died, and 
the village and allowances were ‘at once resumed, and the deceased’s property, valued at 
Rs. 5.6,000, was confiscated. The deceased left two widows, one of whom has since died ; and a 
claim is ])ut forth by his fathcr>in->law, a pensioned Silledur, on behalf of the survivor, to tho 
property thus resumed and confiscated. 

'riie llurbar states that a compassionate allowance of Rs. 25 per mensem was made for six 
months to each of tho widows, ami that the private property was only attached, pending u 
decision as to the heirship thereto. 

The Commi.s3ion docs not feel called on to record an opinion on the merits cf this case, which 
does not appear to belong to the class of cases under immediate inquiry. 

No. 17. In this case the complainant wan in possession of two Inam villages of tho annual valueof 
Rs. 8,000, ami an annual cash allowance of Rs. 30,000, which he held with a Pagaii of horse.* The 
whole management of the above was transferred in 1865 to tho complainant’s mother by the Jpto 
Gaekwar, but was’restored to him by tho present Chief after hi.s accession. At the end of six 
months, however, the management was acaiii taken from him, and given over by the Durbar to 
complainant’s mother, with whom it still remains, a monthly allowance of Rs. 125 and a hojsc 
being assigned to the complainant. 

The Durbar admits the above to be correct, and state* that thS* arrnn^ment so described was 
made by it, in conseoucnce of the complainant being unlit to carry on the dutie.s of Fagadar. 

The Commission uoes not feel caUed on to record any opinion on the merits of this case. 

No. 18. In this case complainant, who was the son-in-law oV Maharaja,Seiajirao, held a Pagah 
of sowars with an annual cask allowance therefor of Rs. 22,00.0 and Rs. 2,000 personal allowanee, 
and an Inam village of the value of Rs. 5,000, the -same having been assigned to him by Sciajirao, 
on his marriage with his daughter in 1836. In 1858 tho Pagah, with tho l*agah and personal 
cash allowances, vum transferred to his two sons by the then OaekwAr, Khunderao, who added a 
further sum of Rs. 2,000 to the younger son, and complifinant was made Sooba of Deesa, with 
an annual cash allowance of Rs. 29,800. On the accession of the present Gaekwar, complainant 
states he was deprived of the office of Sooba and the cash allowance of Rs. 29,800, and the Inam 
villago alone was left to him. The Pagah with the aggregate cash allowances of Rs. 26,000 as 
shown almve, which had been transferred to his suns, was also resumed, and the Durbar seized 
six horses, houses, and other private property Iwlonging to him to tho amount of Rs. 55,000. 

Tile Durbar admits the truth of the complaint, but states that the complainant’s wife, on whose 
account the grants were made to him, having died, it was at liberty to resume the said grants; 
and that as complainant, when iu power, adopj^d the same course towards the present Oaekwar’s 
father-in-law, it saw no good reason for leaving him in possession of the grants that have been 
resume^ though he has not bpen disturbed in that of the village. With regard to the seizure of 
the horses and other properly, the former were taken in lieu of State horses, which complainant 
had not rest(^ed ; the hopses were Government and hot private property, and complainant still 
owes Rs. 15,000 to the rate. 


Nos. 19 and 20. The complainants in these cases are sons of the compkinant in No. 18. They 
state that the Pagah with a cash allowance of Rs. 24,000, which was transferred to them froia 
their father by tho late Gaekwai’, and Rs. 2,000 additional grant to the younger of them in 1858, 
was resumed by the present Oaekwar on his accession, and that they are left without means of 


subsistence. 


DSLoKnce. 

The Durbar observes that the custom of the State fully warranted the resumption in these 
cases, and that it does upt admit that either the father or the sons have any gnevance in the 
course that has been taken in the matter. 


iViauaTaja i^vlBJirao ycain piWiuuojj, uo ujr ulcul, 

by tho two Biicceeding. Chiefs, however warranted by the custom of the State, was a harsh 
measure, dictated apparently by personal animosity on the part of tho Chief 


No. 21. In this case the complainant is the representative of one of the old State bankers. 
His grievances are of two kinds: 1st, the resumption by the present Chief of a Pagah of 62 horses 
and 10 footmen, which bad boon granted to the firm with three Inam villages, and cash allowances 
for the maintenance of the above establishment, tM'o palkis, &c., &c., all of the aggregate amount 
of Rs. 35,000, by Maharaja Coviiidrao about 100 years ago, and his successora up to the late 
Khundcrao Gaekwar’s time ; 2nd, the seizure by the Durbar, about months ago, of the 
private proi^erty oi‘ the firm, atui its refusal to aid the latter, as was always customary, in realizing 
its just dues from the Sardars anti Silltafars, by wlmni fifteen lakhs arc owing to the firm. 

In the matter of the first grievance, the whole of tho cash allowances and Inam villages, for 
which complainant produces Sanads, admitted by tho Durbar agents to bo genuine, assigning the 
same to him in peipetuity so long as the firm continued to be servants of the State, were 
summarily resumed by the present Chief about 1«5 months ago; the Pagah and footmen being 
takeij over by the State, tho horses of ibo Pagah (which was serving in the Contingent in 
Kattywar), which were tlir jirivatc property of the firm, together with ;ill their equipments, of the 
aggregate value of about lls. 12,000, being at the same time confiscated. The reason assigned 
by the Durbar to complainant for the above proceeding wtis a claim preferred by it agaiust the 
firm for debts due to the State, which coinpbiinant alleges to be unfounded. 

The second grievance, being one connected wholly with the position of the firm as a State 
banker, will be dealt with separately under another head. 

* The Durliar states that it denies the right of tho firm to hold the Pagah in perpetuity ; and 
that as Motilal, the late head of the firm, who died about two months ago, loft Raroda about fifteen 
months ago, without the (iaekwar’s permission, it considers it had a right to resume tho I'agah. 
The Durbar admits that the horses wore the private property of tho firm, but asserts that when 
they were confiscated tliey were believed to Imlong to the State. It adds that they shall be 
restored on the adjustment of accounts between tlie State and the firm. 

On a full consideration of tho circumstances of this case, tho Commission is of opinion that the 
proceedings of the Durliar towards the complainant in the summury attachment of his establish¬ 
ment, and tho resumption of his cash allowances and Inam villages on the grounds stated, were 
harsh and arbitrarj^, and calculated to excite alarm amongst the old cmploy^^s of the State, who 
held similar charges under grants from previous Gaekwars. 


No. 24. In this c*asc the complainant held a Pagah of 13 horses, which bad been conferred on 
his grandfather by Maharaja Anaiidrao many years ago, with cash allowance of Rs. 7,800 and an 
Inam village worth Rs. 440. His great grandfather previously enjoyed another Inam village of 
the annual value of Rs. 1,000. In 1808 the late (laekwar resumed the village, worth Rs. 440, 
and Hi 1870 his casli allowances were stopped by tho present Chief. In July of the prcsctit year 
the 13 horses composing his l*agah, which were his private property, were confiscated by the 
li&rbar. 

Within the last two months the Pagah establishment and horses with the cash allowance have 
b^eu restored to complainant with tho arrears due therefor, and his only grievance now is that 
the Inam village rcsumc.d by the late Gaekwar has not also been restorecl t«» him. 

The Durbar agent obseiwos tliat the wHago was held by complainant in part payment of his 
allowances, and that on its rfjsiunptiou he received in cash the equivalent at which it had been 
originally assigned. 

The Commission docs not feed oalled upon to record any opinion on tho case. 

No. 30. In this caso'thc rnmpliummt, an ArabSardar, held a Pagah of ;t0 sowars and an estajb- 
ifshment of 72 footmen, which had been granted to his father many years tigo, with ciuih and 
personal allowances of Rs. 8,085 for tlie former, and Us. 0,072 for the latter. In .1871 the 
present Gaekwar took Iroia.complainant thi> Pagah of horse with the cash allowance assigned 
therefor, and personal allowauce, and -transferred the same to Yesliwuntrao, a relative of Hariba 
Gaekwar, the Revenue Commissioner, and in 1872 he resumed the establishment of footmen with 
the allowauce fi :;d for it. Complainant states that the charge of tho establfetoent of footmen 
has boen recently restored to him, but the Pagah |ias not been, and his gricva,pce is now confined 
to the latter point 

The Durbar agent reniarkR that the establishment both of horse and foot held by complainant 
was rosmned by the late Gaekwar in 1861, l|ut the nominal charge remained in his name, and 
was stilt held by him, a personal cash allov^ance of Ks. 1,200 annually being assigned to him. 
On the present Chief’s accession the Case was inquired into, and the Pagah was transferred to 
pother person. The foot establishmei^t wjj^i allolvances Jixed at Rs. 10,000 annually has been 
regrantod to complainant, and he is now in ^koseession of it 

The action of the Durbar in this case, so far as tbe Commission is Jn a position to judgoi was 
BWmary and imprudent, con^ering that ^mplainant an Arab ^ader, wtia one of a class 

lilralv t/k nnitso (rniiidp if nrifli Tf So ulsn wrk*.*-U^^r i.i-_ -i-\_i_ . «■ 


which compMnant was deprive4 waii not; In thu kiistlMioe reduced^ hat tMoiftmct 
person* ■ ; ' ' , , 

No. 85. In this case comi^nant, who was an adopted aq^ succeeded his fiidKO* in the 
posBession of a Pagah of 25 horae, and a cash allowance amegating Hs. 11,550. Hisfath^had 
enjoyed a cash allowance of Rs* 32|250f of which, on his dea^n in 1861, Ra 20,900 w^ resumed 
by the late Goekwar, on the ground that his successor was an adopted sou. In 1^69, on the 
death of complainant’s adoptive mother, her priva^ property, to the value of one lakh of rupees, 
was attached by the late Gaekwar, and the present Chief in 1872 confiscated the same to the 
State, and at the same lime reduo^ complainant’s cash allowances by Rs. 1,900. Orders havo 
recently been issued for the restoration of the latter to complainant, whoso only grievance now 
consists of the seizure and confiscation of his, niother’s estate, to which he was the heir, and thu 
restoration of which he claims at the hands of the Gaekwar. * 

The Durbar admits that the property was placed under attachment for the benefit of com¬ 
plainant, who is still a minor, and that a portion of it, valued at half a lakh of rupees, but which 
only realized Ks. 35,000 on sale, was retained by it as Nazarana. It furthor alleges that the 
remainder'was made over to complainant’s grandmother, who is now his guardian, a receipt for 
the entire estate, including the portion reservod as Nazarana, being, however, tal8m from her. 

The Commission does not feel called on to record an opinion on the merits of this grievance, 
but remarks that the complainant appears to it to have lung passed the years of minority. 

No. 36* In this case the complainant, who was adopted by one Narnyenrao, son-in-law of the 
bite Gaekwar Khund(irao, on the day of bis doatb, and was recognised and acknowledged to have 
been so by th<^ Durbar in the usual luannor, states that his father enjoyed— 


Rs. 

Ist. A Pagah of 100 horse, with a cash allow'ance of - - - 31,080 

2nd. A personal allowance of - - - - - - 12,000 

3rd. Allowance as Killodar, with 10 Government horses - - 4,000 

4tli. An cstablisliment with cash allowance, including value of two 

limm villages ------- 13,288 

5tb. An additional Inani vilbige of the value of - - - - 18,000 


Total Us. - . 78,368 


Item No. 4 of the above was resumed by the late Gaekwar in 1868, but Narayourao Remained 
in the enj<tyment of tlu^ remainder during his lifetiino. 

On his adoption being recognised, the sum of three lakhs o{'rup<H»s Nazarana was fixed by the 
Durbar, and agreed to by him to be paid therefor. The transaction was not, however, completed, 
as llatiba Dmia, the Rovonuo Commissioner, roquired tho surrender to him of the Inam village 
(No. r» in the abovii list) valued at Rs. 18,000, whuli \yas refused by the complainant, but sulwe- 
quontly agreed to by Ins grandmother, together with the aurreiidcM* of a garden and bungalow at 
llaroda, thi private property of his father, of the value of two lakhs of rupees. 

Complainant rcsistisd tiiis arrangement, and was then deprived of the jjost ofKilledar with the 
ullowancfj of Rs. 4,000, the I’agah of 100 horse with the allowance of Rs. 31,080 attached thereto, 
and the personal allowance of Us. 12,000 being alone loft to him. 

With tho Inam village shown above as No. private property of the value of 2^ lakhs, 
consisting of houses, stable*-, garden, &e., was also seized and confiscated. 

Complainant states he was willing to give any reasonable amount as Nazarana. 

The Durbar does not question tho general correctness oI‘ complainant’s atat(;rncntB, ami n^erely 
remarks that at the time of recognition of his adoption it permitted him to retain such portion of 
his.predeooBsor’s estates as it chose, and resnnn'd the rest. • 

'Jlie Commission is of opinion that the action of the Durbar in this case was of an inconsiderate 
and arbitrary cliaraetor, ooiisidoring that the adoption of the complainant as the son and repre¬ 
sentative of tlic son-in-law of a previous Giu^kwar was formally rcco^iscd by it, though the 
course taken in tliis matter was probably not unsupported by^rocedept and tho practice on 
pi'cvious occasions. - • 

No. 37. In this case complainant, who was*an adopted son, succeeded to the possession of an 
establisliineiit of six horse, witli an annual cash aJlowaneo of -Rs. 1,932, which ho enjoyed from 
1844 to March in the current year, when the same was transferred to his cousin, Who paid a 
nazarana therefor of Rs. 4,0(»0 to the State, and Us. 6()0 as a personal gratification to the preseflt 
Minister, Nana^Sahib. Complainant, who was serving with his establishment in the Contingent 
at Sadra in the Mahi Kauta, on hearing of tho transfer, came to Rtp-oda, and appealed to the 
Minister, who told him that the, estahlisliracnt should 4o ro-transferrod to him if he paid a 
Nazarana of Rs. 5,000, which he refused to do, and the establishment has remained with his 
cousin. Complainant then represented his case to the J^andaro Sardars. 

The Durbar aimts the transfer of the estabUshuiont, us stated by tho complainant, but remarks 
that the Nazarana fevied therefor was only Rs. 2,000, and that the alleged payment to the Minister 

is untrue. ^ , . ,. , . , , 

The Commission is of opinion that the proceeding of the Durbar m this case, as admitted by 
it, was arbitrary and of a character to cause general alarm to the Silledars, the class of State 
employes to which complainant belonged. 

No. 88, In this case complainant enjoyed a' personal allowance of Rs. 1,800, which had been 
granted to him bv the two last Gaekwars, and a house in Raroda, which had come to him from 
his father, to whom it had been granted in perpetuity by Maharaja Ganpatrao. Complainant’s 
father was originally in personal attendance on Maharaja Sdajirao, who on . his marrfage made 
him ft personal annual ftssignment of Rs. 500. This was increased in 1854 to Hs. 1,000 by 
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his moessor, Maharaja Ganpatrao, who at the same time ^ave him the bouae at Baroda, .ami 
Alan ffranted complainant a separate allowance of Rs. l^OOO. 

Id 1859 the late Khunderao Gaekwar nncreased the aliowances of father and son to Rs. 1,800 
each, being pleased with them as smart soldiers. Complainant’s father enjoyed his allowance till 
his death, in 1806; when it l^sed, and the house passed into complainant’s possession. 

On the accession of the present chief the complainant’s allowance was resumed and the house 
confiscated. The complainant produces a Sanad from Maharaja Ganpatrao, granting the bouse to 
his fatlier in perpetuity, which the Durbar admits to bo genuine, and adds that he has been 
offered an annual cash allowance of Rs. 327 in lieu of that of which bo lias been deprived. This 
he has declined to receive. 

The Durbar floes not question the correctness of complainant s statement, but remarks that ho 
it a man of bad character, and that it stopped the allowance accordingly. It gives no explanation 
regarding the confiscation of the house. 

The proceedings of the Durbar in this case tow'ards a personal protogd of previous Gaekwars 
appears to the Commission to have Iwen harsh, though no doubt it was quite warranted by the 
practice of the State. 

^(iKNKIlAl- ObSEAY-'TIONS ANP OpIVION OF THE COMMISSION. 

I. hVom the foregoing summary and tlie opinion recorded on each case it will bo seen:— 

(1.) I’hatsixof the complainants before the Commission have no personal grievance, their 
discontent having reference solely to the Durbar’s proceedings towards others of tWir class. 

(2.) That the grievances of six of the complainants have been adjusted, and that they have 
withdrawn their complaints. 

(3.) That the cause of grievance ill the cases of 11 of the complainants arose in the time of 
the late or previous Gaekwars, and that the Commission does not feel called on to record any 
opinion in 10 of the number. In one of these cases, No, 8 on the list, the action complained of 
appears to have been harsh and arbitrary, though quite in accordance with the tlicn existing 
practice in the State. 

(4.) That there are 17 cases of complaint against the proceedings of the Government since 
the accession of the present Chief, six of which do not appear to the Commission to call for an 
opinion from it. 

(5.) In the remaining 11 cases the Commission considers that the action taken towards the 
’complainants is open to objection as having been harsh, arbitrary, inconsiderate, or imprudent, 
accordiitg to the special circumstances of each, though it does not doubt that such action can bo 
justified, in almost each case, by the Durbar, as having been in accordance with precedent and 
the previous practice of the State. 

II. The Durbar agent has furnished the Commission with statements showing the anqual re¬ 
ductions that have been made by successive Gaekwars during the last 60 years araosgst the 
classes whose grievances form the subject of inqui^ by it under this head, in view to proving 
that such reductions have been continued during that period, and that the proceedings of the 
present Chief in the matter have not involved the introduction of a new system or of novel 
measures towards these classes. 

It appears from these statem(;nts, of which abstracts arc appended—(1) that between Sanvat 
1870 ^. 1 ). 1818-14) and U)2r> (1869-70), at the close of which latter year Khunderao Gaekwar 
died, and the present Chief succeeded to the Gadi, reductions to an aggregate amount of 
Rs. 10,84,913 were carried out amongst the Sardars and vSillcdars classes, or on an average 
Rs. 19,373 annually; (2) that during Khunderao’s 14 years’ incumbency of the Gadi, viz., from 
A.u.l85()-»7 to 18G9-70, the reductions aggregated Rs. 2,66,400, as an average Rs. 19,028 annually ; 
(8) that since the present Chiel*’s accession in November 1870, or three years ago, the reductions 
made have aggregated Rs. 3,53,958, or on an average Rs. 1,17,9HC annually. 

It is also cieserving of notice that of the largo amount of reductions so made by the present chief 
ifu Ic^ than Its. 1,9.8,500 or nearly 55 per cent are admitted in the statement to have been 
enforced among the favourites and adherents of the late Gaekwar, Khunderao. 

The rediv^tions amongst the Sebundhclass during the same period were siriiilarly—(1) between 
Sanvat 1877 (a.d. 1820-2T) aq^ 1926 (1869-70) in the aggregate Rs. 7,69,064, or on an average 
Rs, 15,695 annually; (2) that during Kliunderao’fl*14 years’ incumbency of the Gadi they aggre¬ 
gated Rs. 6,30,575, or on an average Rs. 4.5,484 annually; (.8) that since the present Chief's 
•Recession they have aggregated Rs. 1,15,198, or an average Us. 88,.399 annually. 

It should also perhaps be mentioned in connexion with the roductioua carried out by Khun¬ 
derao, which wore very considerable amongst the Sebuqdi classes, that the Resident has brought 
to notice that subsequent to 1858 lie largely increased his military^force, and improved its 
efficiency at a considerable charge, thereby rendering the continued maintenance of so largti a 
force of Sebimdis no longer necessary. 

Til. In his concluding remarks on the subject of the reduction of the Sardars and military 
classes, the Durbar agent has alluded to the necessity for the reduction of 7 >xpetiditure in this 
as well as in other departments of the State service, conse(j|Ucnt on a probable decrease of the 
revenue from the proposed revision and lowering 6f the land assessment, but has added that in 
any general measure of this nature due reg^'d will be given to the ancestral and hereditary claims 
of the direct descendants rd' the classis, who are entitled to spe<4ul consideration on the 

seere of former services. 

• 

IV, In his concluding statement on tHs subject, dated 26th November 1873, the Resident 
explains—(1) the grounds for his apprehenlions of p^eible {rouble on the part of the Sardars 
atm militaiy classes, owing to the discontent that was prevalent amongst them in consequence 
of the action of the Durbv towards many of their number, and (2) the course taken him to 
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100 SiU^rs iWOTMured to rive furtbor evidc^ce reg^rdarnff the guarantee of e^utinued service 
conveyed to them by the late ^ekwar in 1868} the Commission mies not deem It necessary to 
take such evidence. r' 

/ t 

V. On a full consideration of the circumstances connected with the grievances of the Sardars 

and military classes as already net foi^h, the Commission is of opinion that the uncertainty of 
service and the liability to summary dismissal without special cause or reason, to which these 
classes appear to have been suMoct at the hands of previous Oaekwars, have hoed seriously 
aggravated since the accession of the present Chief by.tlie wholesale redhetions he has carried 
out amongst them generally, in an arbitrary manner, and as regards tho followers and dependents 
of his predecessor, rather apparently in a spirit of hate and vengeance than from a feeling of 
State necessity. * 

VI. The power of the Chief to make such reductions amongst a class that is generally unlit, 
for the description of service now required by the State, but whose maintenance involves a heavy 
annual charge, cannot, of course, be contested, but as the measure, if arbitrarily enforced aa 
hitherto, must bo productive of discontent and alarm amongst the hereditary military classes 
generally, and those dependent on or otherwise associated with them, the Commission would 
suggest that the Gaekwar's Government be advised to fram&, in ^consultation the Ilcaident, 
some general rules for adoptiou in giving eflcct to such reductions in future, which will cusurc 
their being carried out with due consideration to the claims of Jlie parties concerned, and will 
prevent the scandal and risk that must attend the sudden deprivation without compensutiun, or 
other provision of any sort, of largo numbers of old or hereditary military servants of the service 
on which they are wholly dependent for the moans of subsistence. 


Cask No. 2, 


Grikvan( Ks of the Bkkjapoor Tiiakoks. 

The case of the Bcejapoor Thiikors was referred to by the Hesiuent in his correspondenceVith 
the Bombay Governmenl, as follows :— 

(1.) Letter No. dated 2/)th June 187^1 (paragraphs 1 to 5), and enclosed copy of yad to 
His Highness the Gaekwar, of the same date. 

(2.) Letter No. J dated 28th .Tune 1878 (paragraphs t and 2). 

(3.) Letter No. dated 4th July 1873. ' ■ 

(4.) ricttcr No. dated 8th idem (with enclosed translation of Durbar yad), and was 
referred to by tho Government of India in paragraph (> of Foreign Secretary's lottor No. 2209 P, 
dated lOrii Sepfembor 1873, to tlio Government of Bombay. 


SummaIiv of the Complaints of the JIkk-jaboou Thai^ks as stated before the Commission, u iih 

the Opinion of ^e lattef on the same. 

No. 1 BummariHes his grievances as followsVillage urea, 2,(1U0 highas ; revenue, Rs. 2,000 ; 
number of houses, or 00. 

1, Increase of ‘'ghas dana” tribute by aliout 28 per cent, during the 10 y(*arH from 18(»3 to 
1872, two of the three jurreincnts made therein having taken i»la<a* during the late Gaekwar’s 
time. Complainant denies the right of the Chief lo increase the said tribute. 

2- Abolition in 1807 of Sirpao and Mesliviani allowances previously enjoyed, aggregating Us. 22 
annually. 

3. Reduction in 1803 of giras haks in Bijapur Midial from Ks. 171- 8-0, previously enjoyed, 
to 118,38-2-0, though tho Government continued to colled, the former amount in full, and 
retained the ditfercnco. 


4. Further reduction in 18C9 of 2 aniins in the rupee on the reduced amount, on attqouiit <jf 
Inam Committee tax, when complainant refn&(sl to accept the balance. 

5. Deprivation by Durbar officials in 1860 of ancient vight to certain petty ducs^from ryoljs of 

a Government village. ^ • 

6 . Neglect of Durbar since 1863 to enforce payment by ry^ots of a share in the produce of 
certain lands in the Beejapoor and Kadi Mahals, to which com'plaiuant is entitled. 

7. Stoppage pending settlement by Inam Committee, since 1-8G3, of girtis liak in a village jn 
Kadi Mahal. 

8 . Imposition of the Inam Committee taic of 2 annas per ruiiee on lands mortgaged, which falls 
on the mortgagors when redeeming-thc mortgage. 

0. Deprivation by Durbar since 1864 of petty powers of jmnishment in cases of minor ottences, 
formerly enjoyed by complainant 

10. Imposition by Durbar of tax on second marriages. 

11 . Abolition, since 1802, of the practice of granting safe-conduct passes to ^'hHko^s proceeding 
to Baroda. 

12. Summoning of his ryots, since 1862, by Durbar officials direct, instead of through com¬ 
plainant as formerly. 

13. Imposition by Durbar, since 180.3, of “Mohsals” (attachment officers) on conipialnanc and 
other Thakors, ancl compelling them to pay their cost 

14. Deprivation by Durbar, since 1864, of the right previously enjoyed by lum and other 
Xbskors of appropriating the property of such of their ryots as may dio without heirs, 



15. Levy of tolls by Durbar vrithin their districts during the last five or alx years. 

16. Iv^sition of “ Accession Nazarana” never before heard of, on the accession of the 

present Chief, at the rate of ^5 per cent on ghas clana tribute, and 40 per cent on giras hijrs 
for one year. ^ ^ 

Complaiuant was unable to pay the Accossion Nazarana’’in addition U> the other heavy 
deinanoH made on him, and was in consoquence imprisoned, and kept without food for tw<» days 
at Hoc^apoor. On his release he went to Barudfi with the other Thakors and petitioned the Minister 
twice against the levy of this tax, but, eoiild got no redress, and they all returned to tl^ir villages 
after one month. Thoy had no intention of making a disturbance. About October 1872 they 
petitioned the Resident regarding the “ Accession Wazaraiia,” but getting no answer, after three 
rnontiiH again petit&ncd him and the Maharaja, hut no notice was taken by cither. Two months, 
later, or in March 1873, deponent complained of the Mohsals (attachment officers) imposed on 
him, and offered to pay the ghas dana tribute due, but not the Nazarana. He was in reply 
ordered to pay the Nazarana first, and told that a force from Baroda would compel payment. 
He and the other Thakors then petitioned the Dew'an and the llesident, but without any effect. 

. In June thoy were summoned to llaroda by the Sir Sooha, but were afraid to go without a 
guarantee. A f«rce of 100 infantry then sent to Beojapoor, and 1,000 or 1,500 men were called 
in from the Mahals, 'rhe cultivators then lied from complainant’s village, leaving some 200 or 
SOO Kolis there. The ryots Mere forbidfieij to give the 'I'hakoi-s their due^ and deponent suffered 
a loss of between Us. 2,000 and Rs. 3,000, dwing to his lands remauiing uncultivated. The 
Thakors again petitioned the Dowaii and the Resident, and sent their Karkun to the latter officer, 
at w’hosc invitation in July they came to Baroda. The force w.os withdrawn about the Dussera. 
Deponent and the otlier Thakors have since been attending at the Durbar, but can only get one 
rojSly, viz., “Pay the Accession Naziu-aua and the Inatn Committee tax, and your grievance will 
then be inquired into.” 

N 9 . 2 (village area, 3,000 bighas; revenue, Ks. 6,000 ; number of houses, .'500 ; population, 
1,600,) complains as follows:— 

1 . His ghas dana tribute has been raised from Us. 1,000 in 1862 to Rs. 1,500. 

9. His giras haks hi nine villages were reduced in 1866 from Rs. 433-8-0 to Rs. 194-12-0, 
and in 1871 the Inam Committee tax of 2 annas in the rupee was further imposed on the latter, 
w'hen ho refused to receive the balance. Ciras haks in throe villages have remained unpaid for 
10 years. 

3. His rights ( 1 ) to petty dues from ryots wer(» stopped in 1864 ; ( 2 ) to a share in the produce* 

of four‘villages wore stopped in 1868 ; to certain grain dues were cut down and eqinmuted in 
1863 ; and Inam Committee tax w'^as imposed in 1871 on the small sum so granted to liirn, when 
he refused to receive it. ^ 

4. 1'he Inam Committee tax has been imposed on Wanta (or Inam) lands. 

This complainant’s other grievances are“preciscly the sumo as i.liosc of No. 1 . 

No. 3 (village area, 3,000 bighas; revenue, Ks. 2,000 ; number of liouses, 200; population, 
700,) complains as follows:— 

1. His ghas dana tribute has been raised from Us. 292 in 1853 to U.s. .379 in 1871. 

2. His giras haks in two villages remain unsettled. Those in a third have not biHsn reduced, 
but Inam Committee tax has been imposed on them, and ho has refused to receive the balance. 

3. His rights to certain petty dues from ryots remain unenforced. 

4. His grain haks were commuted in 1863. In 1869 the Jnam Committee tax was imposed on 
the amount so allowed to him, and he refused to receive it. 

The rest of this complainant’s grievjuices are the same as those of No. 1. 

No. 4 (village area, 1,200 bighas; revenue, Rs. 1,.500, number of houses, 70; population, 
24b,) ceniplaiuR as follow's■ 

1. His ghas dana tribute was raise<l from Rs. 240 in 1856, to Us. '112 in 1869, al w'hich latter 
rate it is now levied. 

2. Ciras haks in nine villages reduced in 1864 from Rs. 147 to Rs. 14-2-0, In 1871 the 
Inam Committee tax was Irnposed on tlfC latter amount, and complainant refused to receive the 
balance. Arrears, amounting (u Rs. 762, due to ccgpidaiuunt., remain unrealiBed from the ryots, 
but the (roYemment will give no aid in their collection. 

Remaining grievances are the sftme as those of No. 1 . 

*,No. 5 (village area? 2,500 bighas; revenue, Rs. 5,000; number of houses, 300; populalion, 
1 , 000 ,) complains as follows:— 

1, His ghas dana tribute woa raised from Rs. 880 ju 1863, to Rh. 962 in 186G, at which it is 

now levied. * • 

2 . Arrears of giras haks arc duo from Govurnment to the amount of Rs. 239-1, which com¬ 
plainant refuses to take, as Inam Committee tax has been imposed thereon. 

Complainant’s other grievances do not call for re\nark.> His case is generally the same as that 
of No. 1 . 

No. 6 (village area, 3,00o,bighafi; revenue, Rs. 1,600 ; number of houses, 300; population, 
1,200,) complains as follows:— 

1 . His ghas dana tribute has been raised from Hs. 503 in 1860, to Rs. 751 in 1870, at which 
rate it now remains. 

,2. Giraa haks in eight villages reduced frcm Rs. 462 to Rs, 290 in 1864, On the imposition 
of Inam Committee tax on the latter amount, complainant refused to receive the baiance. 
Similar haks, amounting to Us. 141 in two olJier villas, have remained unsettled since 1862. 

5. Orainhaksin certain villages were commuted in 1864, and on the imposition, in 1870, of 
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other grievances do not call for v&aiakf hie case geDexally being the same as those of th^ pre^ 
ceding numbers. 

Kbi t (village area« 1*800 bighas; revenue, fls. 1,500 to 2,000; number of housesj 226; 
population, 700.) complains as foliowB:— 

1 . His ghas dana tribute has been raised from Rs. 292 in 1862, to Rs. 361 in 1872. 

2 . His giras haks in one village were reduced in 1868 from Rs. 22-8-0 to Rs. 18-^-0, and, in 

another viUage have remained for 10 years unsettled. ♦ 

3. His gram haks were commuted in 1867, and be has not drawn the commuted amount, os 
the Inam Committee tax has been imposed on it. 

Complainant’s other grievances do not call fol remark. His case is similar fp that of the other 
complainants. 

Gknkbal Osbervations. 


The complaints of all the parties who have come forward under this head are almost identical, 
though the whole number of grievances is not applicable to every one of them, and it will therefore 
be convenient to consider all seven cases together In these observations. ^ 

2. Of the 10 or 17 subjects of grievance which have been stated before the Commission, the 
really important ones are only throe in numher, viz., (V) the tnihancement ol^ the 80 -('alled “ghas 
dana” tribute; (2) the alleged reduction of the gif'as liaks, aifd the subsequent imposition on the 
sums allowed in lieu of those haks of tlK> Inam Cnnunittce tiox of two annas in tlic mpee ; and 
(3) the levy of “Accession Nazarana” on the succession of the present Chief. 

As regards the other items of complaint, viz., («), the abolition of Sirpao ” and “ Meshwani ” 
allowances; ( 6 ), the refusal of the Durbar to enforce the payment by the ryots in Oovernmont 
villages to the complainants of certain potty dues formerly enjoyed by the latter ; (r), the levy 
of the “Inam Committee tax” on Inam lands; (d), the withdrawal from complainants by the 
Durbar of the powers of punishment in minor offences formerly exercised bv them; the 
imposition of a tax on second marriages ; (/), the abolition of the grant of safe-conduct passes 
to complainants when going to Baroda; (^ 7 ), the direct summoiiiiig of complainants’ ryots by the 
Durbar officials ; (//), the coininiitation oi complainants’ grain duos from the ryots into a mtiney 
payment; (/), the imposition of Mohsals (sowars or peons whose charges arc paid by the de¬ 
faulter) on complainants to enforce the payment of the Ooverninent dues ; (,/), the appropriation 
by the Durbar of the property of ryota of the comjilainaats dyin" without heirs ; and {l)^ the* 
levy of tolls by the Durbar within the limits of complainants’ villages,—the Commission is of 
opinion that while the action of the Ourhar appears to haA^e been som<'whatinconsidorato towards 
the complainants in respect of some of these grievances, it is iinpossibie for it to call in question 
its authority to act as it has done towards them. Some of the complaints appear, moreover, to 
be of a frivolous nature. 

Lastly, it is to he noticed that almost all the grievances brought forward in this ease had their 
origin previous to tlie accession of the prcselht Chief, who appeal's to he personally responsible 
for little more than the imposition of the obnoxious Accession Nazarana, and tho proceedings 
taken by the Durbar, consequent on the Thakors’ absolute and iletermined refusal to pay 
the same. 


' 'I'lie reply of the Durbar agent to the statements preferred by the complainants before the 
Commission will be found appended to them, and it will be seen from it ( 1 ) that the Durbar 
justiliM the enhancement of the aniiual payments made to it for their villages by the Thakors on 
the ground that they are levied really as a Jamabandi settlement, and not as a quitrent, as 
claimed by the complainants. The Durbar further intimates its readiness to lix the aanual 
payments for the next 10 years at the annual average of the last 10 years. 

(2.) The Durbar explains that the arrangement with regard to the complainants’ giras hafcs 
was made by it in consequence of complaints from the ryots concerned of the manner in which 
these haks were levied from them by tho Thakiirs, and states that the lattm* w'erc awarded yi 
each case such sums on this ai^count as they were able to jirovi' was t’;oir diie at tho inquiry 
held on the subject. Tho Durbar denies that it levies frpm the rjpots on Ahis account anything 
in excess of what is paid to the Thaktirs. • 

( 3 .) with regard to tho “ Accession Nazartma,” the Durbar attoges that before deciding on 
its impofjition tho Maharaja consulted the Resident, Colonel Barr, who said he could do as he 
pleased in the matter ; and it refers to taxes of a somcwliat similar chawujtor, though of mucl^ 
lesser amount, which were imposed by the late Gackwar. It adds that the said Nazarana was 
imposed on the whole State, and, with tho exception of .Hie seven ccnnplainants, has been paid by 
everyone liable to it, and even by the other Thakors of Beejapoor,.without objection. The Durbar 
made every effort to induce the complainants to comply with its demand on the subject of the 
payment of tWs Nazarana, and the move of troops to enforce it was only made as a last resource, 
and with the concurrence of the UesidenL 

With regard to the other grievances o<‘ the complainants, the Durbar intimates its readiness to 
restore some of the indulgences of which they liavc been deprived, and generally to make all 
reasonable concessions to them. < 

4. The Resident in his final statement, dated 12th January 1874, recapitulates tho circum¬ 
stances of this case, and the grievances of the complainants, and quotes various reports of the 
political officers of Guzerat, all tending to show that the (iaekwar’s Government never loses any 
opportunity of oppressing and encroadiing on the rights of tho Girasias, and Bhayads of Thakors 
of the class to wmch complainants belong. - He adds that it was this kind of policy that led. to 
the transfer of its tributaries from the Gaekwar's control to that of the British GoveBiment, ayd 
remarks that the complainants consider themselves in precisely the same position as their 
Bhayad tho Mahi Kanta Thakors, who enjoy British protection. 


V Opiniok 0 V tke Commission. 

I. Tn its general observadons on the grievances of the complainants in this case (puagraph t 
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viz., (1) the enhancomciit of the so-called ghas dana tribute; (2) the alleged reduction of giras 
haks, Hiid subsequent imposition on the sums allowed in lieu of them of the Inam Committee tax 
of 2 Riinas* in the rupee; and (3) the levy of “ Gadi Nazaraua *’ on the accession of the present 
Chief. • 

As the Government of India attaches importance to the case of the Beejapoor Thakors, it may 
be as well to discuss at some length the three grjevances, which are, in the opinion of the Com¬ 
mission, wortffy bf investigation. 

, As regards the first of those, viz., the enhancement of the so-called “ghas daaa,^* annually 
levied fron» each of villages, it should be borne in mind that the present Gaekwar is noi 
responsible for commencing the onhaneements. All that he has done is to continue, and, in 
some instances, still furthoi* enhance the increases made by his predecessor. The Durbar 
iiuthorities maintain that what has been done in this way is perfectly justiBablo ; and that there 
is no reason whatever why objection should be taken to the reasonable increases which have 
boon made. This being the ftaso, tlie Commission proceeds to consider, Ist, whether the 
Gaekwar’s Ciovernmout was justified in enhancing the ‘‘ghas dana” in the difterent villages at 
all; and 2nd, whether the increases are f'eusonable with reference.to the revenue derived by the 
Thakors from the villages. 

In the first place it is of importance lo bear in mind that no contract or Sanud has been pro¬ 
duced i)y the Thakors, or is alleged to have ever existed, giving a guarantee on the part oi the 
Durbar that the “ ghas dana” shall always remain the same. • This being the case, the Coln- 
inispion is not inclined, in the al>senco of any trustworthy evidence, to adopt the view put 
forward by the Tliakors. In arriving at this conclusion, the Commission has, to a certain extent, 
been' influenced by what is known to have occurred in the British Collectorato of Surat In 
lliat district are certain vilhigos, the rcpresentalives of which, up to a few years since, from the 
time Surat hccuriie Britisli Icrritorv, had always been i)) the habit of paying a fixed lump sum to 
Government, as the revenue assessment of their villages. On the introduction of the Revenue 
Survey and revised assessment into thp Surat Collectorate four or five yoars ago, the whole 
su^ect in connexion with these villages was fully considered. 

The Bombay Government then came to the conclusion that the villages should be surveyed, 
and their lands assessed at the same rate as the lands of other villages in the vicinity. 

The*conscquence was that a very much larger and a varying rental was demanded by Govern- 
inont in lieu of the fixed lump sum that had previously been paid. It is believed that tlic 
enhancement was proportionately much greater than has been mode by the Gaekwar and his 
late brother in the “ghas dana” of the Thakors’ villages. The Commission does not wish it to 
be inferred that the cases are exactly parallel, but they are suiHciently similar to have some 
weight with the Commission. 

With reference to the term “ ghas dana,” this levy seems, in the opinion of the Com¬ 
mission, lo he only one of the “ Aliilkgiri ” collections periodically made by tlio Maratha armies 
when i)roc(*ediiig on their annual tours. Other collection.s Jindor different names were levied 
siimiUaneouslv. which have all been lumped under the existing name of “ghas dana,” which 
may roughly ik^ termed “ .Jamaban<li,” and which, in the opinion of the Commiscion, is liable to 
he enhanced at the pleasure of Government. 

4. 'rhe Thakors’ cjaira that they are jtreeiscly in the same position as their relatives in the Mabi 
Kaifcta, in lespcct of their payments lo the Gaekwar’s Government, is evidently untenable. In 
the eas(^ of the latter a permanent settlmneiit of the Gackwar’s claims has been made under 
treaty, under the guarantee of the Britisfi Government, In tiiiit of the former nothing of the 
sort has been <ione, and the authority ol' the (laekw'ai’’H Government over them i.s as vinrestrictcd 
as over any other class of its suhjocls. 

5. The Durhar’s inoposal to make a 10 years* settlement with the Thakors, on tho basis of 
their avorace annual «paymcnt8 for tlv) last 10 years, appears to be i'air and reasonable. It 
might, however, be better if ho would make the settlement for 20 instead of 10 years, It is of 
course important that this dais of people, c.speciafly on the frontier, shall remain in a contented 
condition. However, as bettrre lyentioned, the Commission has no doubt that in onhanciiig tho 
.“ghas dana” as has been shown, the Thakors have no just ground of complaint, and any action 
Knuling to meet their wishes should volunUrily emanate from His Highness. 


selves, is c-orroct, it w'ould appear that the acreage and receipts by them in each village are, in 
round numbers, as follows:— ‘ f 


No. 

Villog.*. 

4 . 

• Itigbos. 

1 

1 ' 
j Iteecipts. ' 

VrSfleut OhuR Dana. Increase per-cei 

a 


1 

■ 

Hk. 

Rb. 


1 

, OliaiUa - - 

2,(X/V 

»,000 

675 

29 

a 

OuKaeta 

a,0flo 

6,Q00 

1,500 

50 

a 

: Itausipur . . 

a,000 

s,o6o 

379 

SO 

4 

KuTo^a ... 

1,200 

1,500 

413 

67 

S 

Xjakrpda - - 

2,600 

2jm 

953 

6 

s 

Mtthadi ... 

s,oou 

1,500 

751 

49 

7 

Anodio - • 

1,800 

1,500 to 2,000 

^ 361 

24 





The last column but one, it will be seen, shows the amount now paid as ^^ghas ejana,’* whilst 
the last column shows the per-centa^e increase during the period ranging from the last ten to 
twenty years, since when the rates have fluctuated. Looking carefiuly at these figures, and 
bearing in mind that the acreage and revenue have probably been understated by the Titakors, 
the Commission is of opinion that the enhanced assessments have not been excessive. 

7. The next grievance of the Thakors, which the Commission thinks should be in(]uired into, 

is the alleged reduction of “ giros haks,*' and the imposition, by the *Durbar, of the Inam 
Committee tax of two annas in tho rupee on the reduceti sums. On this subject the Durbar 
and Thakors are at issue on a matter of focL It appears that some years ago, previous W 
and during the reign of the late Gaokwar, it was thQ custom for the lieejapuor Thakors to levy 
direct from the villagers their giras haks. These haks, it may bo explained, were a species^ 
of black mail paid by the villagers throughout Guzerat to the turbulent ifeebootlng classes, to* 
induce them to abstain from robbery and pillage. The custom of directly levying these giras 
haks from the villagers proving inconvenient and liable to lead to disturbances, and the power 
of the oxacting Girasias to make thoinselves offensive growing less, the Durbar authorities, very 
wisely, it seems to the Commission, directed all Thakors and Girasias to abstJiin fh)m making their 
levies direct, undertaking themselves to collect their dues from the villagers, and Rand tliorn over 
to the Thakors and other Girasias. Exactly a similar course was, many years ago, adopted by 
tlie Britisli Government with reference to similar payments levied by the Girasias throughout 
the British districts in Guzerat. The Thakors now allege that the Gaekwar^s Governniont 
do 58 not hand over to them all the amounts they collect as giras.” I'hc Durbar declanw that 
it does. On this point no ovidonce was produced by the Thakors, neither, probably, was it pro¬ 
curable. In the British territories, however, when tho change in tlie mode of collecting the dues 
was effected, the Girasias were proved in many instances, in collusion with tho heroditary and 
stipendiary servants of Government, to have caused larger sums to lie entered in the GoNurnnient 
records as their dues than they had previously roceiv€»d from the villagers. It is not impossible 
that similar uttonipts at imposition ar(* being practised now. Be that, however, as it may, tho 
Commission is not in a position to state, in the absence of trustworthy evidence, on which side the 
truth lies. As regards the iTii]i(>sition of tho Inam Committee tux of two annas in the rupee on tho 
reduced sums, it should be mentioned tliat the tax is inipos('d on all alienations from tho Stale, 
and is not confined to these giras dues. 'Hie Commission having discussed this tax in its 
general aspect elsewhere, there is no necessity for considering it particularly witli niference 
to the Bcejapoor 'rimkors. * 

8. 1'he last grievance of the 'Fhakors into whicli the Commission thinks it necessary to*iiiquire 
is in connexion with the “ Cadi Nazarana,” which was a levy of l^5 per cent, on the land aesesH- 
ment, and 40 ])er cent, on all alienated lands and Inams of every description throughout the 
Baroda i^tate, levied for one year, to commemorate the a(:ees8ion to the Gadi of tho present Chief. 
Tliis grievance is not more pressing on the Thakors of Beojapoor than on other hakdars and culti¬ 
vators ; the only difference being that the former havo so far successfully resisted its payment. 
With reference to this ‘^Gadi Nazarana,” it has alrearly boon mentioned elsewhere tliai prior to 
its imposition, His Highness the Gaeliwar declares that he spoke on the subject to the late 
Resident, Colonel Barr, and informed him of his intentions, and that ('olonel Barr replied tliat 
he should in such a matter follow his own inclination. The Ccmimission sees no reason to doubt 
that sueli was actually the case ; ami tiiough it is to be regretted that such a general and heavy 
tax, though limited to one year, was imposed, the Commission docs not consider that any further 
remarks on its jiart on this subject are necessary. 

t). In concluiling its observations on tlu* case of the Beojapoor 'lliakors, the Commission i^ould 
desire to point out that the Resident seems to have been misled by the Minister, when in his 
letter No, 103-552, dated 25111 June 1873, he informed the Bombay Government, “that tho fii*© 

“ Thakors who have been representing their grievances to the Resident since October lust year,' 
“ as reported by me in tlie Administration Report for 1872-73, have now broken into open rebel- 

lion, and have taken to the strong ground on the banks of the Sabarmati with about l,0(rt) 
“ Koli followers.” ^ , 

As a matter of fact, not one of the Thakors went out iftto rebellion at all, nor didsiny of thoir 
Koli followers, the former appearing to bo much astonished when ^juestioned by the Coimiiissioii 
on the subject. The Cotiimission is at a loss to understand whence the Minister obtaiiu J the 
erroneous information which misled the Resident. * , 


. • Casi-^ Nos. 3, G, 11, 12, and 13 to SI. 

Grievances of the agricultural clasBos in connexion with the ill-treatment and oppression to 
which they are subjected in the collection of the Government land roveniic and other cesses. 

Comidaints of the representatives of villages of tlie Pitlad and other J'urgunnas. 

Ditto of the inhabitants of the village of Viriao. 

Ditto of the inhabitants of Patan and Gahej. 

The complaints of the inhabitants of the Pitlad Purgunna are referred to by the Resident in 
paragraph 3 of his letter to the Bombay Government, No. 118-608, of 8th July 1873. 

1. The Resident has brought forward the cases of tho inhabitants of the Pitlad and other 
Purgunnas, with tie object of an investigation being made by the Commission into the general 
abuses of the revenue administration of the Baroda Government, and the alleged oppressive rate-^ 
of land assessment imposed by it Ah these subjects were not, however, referred ti iu tlm 
instructions issued to tho Commission as matter for inquiry by it, and as it was obviously out of 


V J 


its power to take up bo large a question to any satisfactory purpose, the orders of the Oovomment 
of India were solicited on the point, and under Us authority this^rtion of the^ievances of the 
complainants has been excluded from the consideration of the Commission. The complainants’ 
allegations of ^ncral and systematic personal ill>treatment and oppression at the hands of the 
Durbar officinTs have, however, been inquired into, and are summarised in tho following 
paragraphs:— 

No. 1 deponent states that in July 1871 an old widow of 50 odd years of age died on the third 
day from the effects#of a beating she suffered from some sowars and sepoys who wanted to 
compel her to pay the ** Aetcesaion Nazarana ” and the Government revenue, her sons having run 
away. Tim tffepoys wore afterwards, on the onse being inquired into, imprisoned for one month. 

Subsequently, deponent iind 10 or 15 of his fellow villagers were placed in a row by ii 
Government KarUun, and had a wooden l)oam put across their necks to compel payment, as in 
tho previous case. This opproHsioii was practised by order of the Pitlad Vahivatdar. It is 
the customary mode of roulising the (lovornment revenue, when it cannot l>e got otherwise. 
Complainant })etitioiied the Resident only. 

No. 2 deposes that when at llaroda, in 18Go, he met people of the Pitlad villages who refusoil 
to pay the increased rates of as’4‘ssnient tlmt had been imposed. One of them, a respectable man 
of considerable wealth, was in consequence seized, handcuffed, and made to sweep the publics 
road for two days. J’lns example induced the other people to pay. 

In 1805 the tlliats and rtralimins refused to pay the Timm Committee tax then imposed, when 
a force was sent ^gainst thtun, ami soiiie 100 or 150 were seized, 18 or 19 being woundt^d, of 
whom six subsequently died. 

In 1808 the assessment of th(* whole Purgunna was raised by two annas in the rupee, and some 
500 people came to Baroda to protest against the same. One of them, a Patel, was seized and 
put into a wooden frame, with a beam over his nock, and hia person “spread-eagled.” Ho then 
received two blows, Avhen he agreod to pay the assessment, and deponent followi'd his example. 

It is a common practiire to make vi'wnue defaulters stand stooping in the sun, touching tfieir 
toes, in water, with weights t>ii their necks, and such like, and deponent has soon his fellow 
villagers so treated. 'I’wenty-iivc Kanhis have left his village Avithin the last two years, being 
unable to pay the assessment. 


No. [i makes the same statement jis tlie ]»recoding deponent regarding tlu* proceedings towanls 
the llhats and Brahmins for non-payment (d‘ tin? Inain Conimittm* tax in 18().5, and adds that in 
consequence of tlu? alarm therel)} oo'easioned the rest i>f the people paid tin* tax. 

Two years later some 20 or 25 Kanbis fled (Vom bis village in conseqiicn(;e of the imposition ol' 
a fresh tax. Som(? were nuuJe to pay by lieing eonipellcd to stand stoojung in the sun. 

Dqioncnt saw the J*at(?l relbrvod to by tho ]?receding deponent put into u wooden frame, «Sc:c. 
at Barodji, as described by him. 


No. J states that in 1871 he wa.H seized ami kept in custody for me day fur non-payinenl of 
the “Accession Nazaruiifr* tax. On the. same occasion the Sf?war win? seized him seized a Koli, 
and putting his saddle ami bridle on him, then mounted him. Seeing this llu? rest of the pe<»ple 
at once paid the Nazarana. 11ie sowar was alone. 'IVn Kolis then quittixl tho village'. 

No. 5 states that soum six months ago a Karkuu came to his village to realise the “ Accession 
Nazarana.” The vdlagers refused payniont, whereupon .some 5(» ol them, of whom deponent was 
one, were made to stand on hot hrielxii, touching their white sepoys mounted on their hacks 
for 20 minutes at a time, JTie sejuu s further turned (he women ami children out ol“ their h<)uses, 
which they attached. The villagers then agrei?d to })ay uj), and gave tin-. Kavkun Kb. 7 to l(?ave 
tbc'Aallage. They addressed a [)critiot) lo tin; Maliaraja, l)ut tho Karkuu refnsefl 1o take it. 
^Venty “ Taggis ” (watchmen) left the village in consequence of the above, hut subsequently 
returned. 

No. () states that he was imprisom>(l ami fettered for six days in 1871, because he refused to 
Y>ay the “Accession Nazarana.” His cousin was imj)risoned for 14 days on the same account 
on payment of the Nazarana ho was released. Tie went to Ba.rocla and complained, and was told 
tlie tax wo*dd be levied by instalments. Cousccpient on the levy of the Nazarana some 40 people 
left his village. Of these alnyit half have since rqjurned. 

No. 7 states that in June last h«! (being 70 years old) and throe otlier men of his village, who 
went to Pitlad to pn^fest against the levy of the “ Accosaion Nazarana,” were placed, by order of 
".the Viiliivatdar, in a privy, ami kept there till nexi, day, when, on giving a wi-itten promise to pay, 
they were released. Deponent fuid other villagers went to Raroda to cuniplaiii of their ill- 
tr(?atmcnt and oppression, but^wore not listened to. 

No. 8 states that in 1857 a Nazarana of Us. 50,000 v\(;aS levied from tiie Purgwnn:i, on the app(tint- 
ment of Hhow Scindia as Ministei*. and the following year^the assessment Avas raised two amias in 
the rupee. Deponent, with some 51)0 i)thers, went to Baroda to complain against tlu? latter 
increase, but Bhow' Schidia ordered him to be taken away, and he Avas put into^a wooden frame 
and “ spread-eagled,” as staled by Non. 2 and he being the Patel reterrf^ to by them, lie 
then agreed to pay, and make the others tlu so. Deponent ‘adils that the present chief has 
imposed new taxes, but has hot exercised (q)pression in realising th(?iii. 


No. 9 states that in 1854 the jvtople of Ihc Pitlail Purgunna were summoned to agree to a ten 
ars’ settlement of the land revenue. I'he rates being excessive, they refused to accent thrs 
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settleniont, whereupon one of the chief of them was prdered to sweep the public road. They 
then agre^ to the settlement. Deponent describes the attack on the Br^rnins and Bhats in 
1865, as stated by preceding witnesses, and adds that 290 Kolis lied at that time from liis 
village to tho Kaira districts, owing to the iU-ti'eatmcnt they received from the Government 





la 1867 the deponent’s vilU^ was i^ated at Ra 400, on account of tl;^ 

Bhow Scindiu’s nomination as,Minister, and on bis and others refiising to pay the s^e, as.boiug 
contrary to the ten years■ settlement, he and seven other AVuttunUars were imprisoned for 16 dajrs 
by the Valuvatdar, to whom oii their release, on, paymont of the ‘Nazai-ana, they paid Rs. 800 Ipr 
himself. In 1K08 deponent witnessed the ill-treatment of No, 8 as described by him. In 1872, 
on their refusal to ])ay the “ Accession Nazaraua,” deponent and some 50 other villdgers werp 
made to stand in the sun touching their t(»es, while pieces of wood were placed on tlieir hacks. 
They then paid the On tliis occasion 10 cultivators left the village. Deponeul and 

others petitioned the Maharaja, hut could get no redress. 

No. 10 states tliat in April 1870, the “Acceasion Nazurana" not being paid by his village, 
five villagers were stdectod by the Mahal Karkun and nuule to touch their toes, while prickly pear , 
leaves were put on their backs, and stones on them. 1'he money was tlieii coUected and paid 
througli fear. Four families loft the village. Dcpomuit saw the above. A complaint was made, 
but there was no redress. 


No. 11 states that in 1804 he and others demurred to the propo.4ed ten years’ settlomont, when 
some of them were imprisoned, and one man was sent to sweep the public ro*d, as already 
described. They then agroed to it. He then refers to tlui attw'k on the Hhats and Hrahtnins in 
1805, as alreaily recorded, and states that owing to ill-tr(‘atnu‘iit iu eomieetion with tiio levy of the 
Iiiain Committee tax, some 200 or 250 families of Kolis the village, ami have .since subsisted 
by robbery. In 1807 deponent was imprisoned for J 5 days with otlu.Ts for refusing to pay his 
sfiareof the Nazarana levied by Bhow Scindia, and had to give Rs. 800 to the Vabivafxlar, besides 
the Nnzaraua, for ultimately releasing them. In 1808 deiiuuent witiu'ssed’ the ill-treatment of 
No. 8 as described Ijy him in connexion with the iner eascfl assessrnont ef twi> ami'»s in the rupee. 
In 1872, iu eonsequenee of their rcl'usnl to pay the Inmn Committee tax, some 50 villagers, includ¬ 
ing deponent, wane made to stand in a row timching their toes till they agreed to pay up. In 1872 
<leponent and his hrother-in-lnw were made to pay Rs ‘100 to the Thanadai* of Bliavaiita hnd 
Us. 550 to the Valiivaldar of l*itlad and liis son, al'tcr l)eing detained in custody eight or ton days, 
in connexion with their bringing a woman from Visrairipnr, whon* his bn)ther wanted to marry. 
'Hjc woman ran away, and they only su(;(*epded in getting hack Rs. J>75 of the snins so paid by 
them, on complaint to the Sir Soobix. 

Tlu^ foregoiiig evidence has been given by men all belonging to the I’itlad Uurguiina. Many 
more are in attendance, but the Commission deems it unnecessary to take their dejmsitions 
separately. ^ 

No. 12, a WiittUHdai ofa village in the .Sinor I'urguniia, shitea that in .raniiary 1873 the Vahi- 
vablar cuin(‘ t<» bis village, and demanded Us. 8,500 on account of “ Arcession Nazarana,” Tlic 
villagers declaKul tln'y could not pay, whereupon be 9eiz(M] the whole of them. ’J’he liands of 
25 men were then ti(id tog(‘thei', and they were nnuh^ tf) stoop, while three beams of wood wore 
j)uL on their backs. Four men 0)11 down, and were boaien by tlie sei>uys. w'lien the rest tqp'ccd 
to pay up the amoiinl demanded, riie VahivaUlar at the same time t(5ok a eliit for Us. 2,800 on 
ju'count of a tax of his owm. Till 1872, sneh was not the mode of levying the revenue or taxes. 
Similar oppression has been practised in other villages. Thv. amount was made up by the sale of 
the reserve, grain (d thc village. The villagers petitioned the Maharaja, but got no redress. 

No. 13, a P.atel of the Sinor ihirguuna, states that iu 1872-78 tfu* Vahivatdar summoned him 
and told hitn he had to re<M>ver the atim of Rs. 20,t)00 Nazarana, which lie had had to pay to the 
present Minister, and that his village must make up Ua. 2,0lt0. Deponent protested that the 
“ Accession Nazarana ” e(mld hardly be* made up, and that this furtljer demand could not be met, 
but Im was imprisoned fi>r seven days, and then agreed to its payment. 7’he villagers, howiver, 
r(‘fu8tul, on which ten of tlieni were s(*izo<i and two flogged. They then agreed to pay. Tljp 
payment of the Acc.cssii)n Nazarana” was also refused, v^'hen the Vahivatdar made some .50 men 
stand iu the sun touching thoir toes till they agreed to make up the amount The Vahivatdar’s 
tax had never been h'vied before. • 

Deponent atidressed a petition to the Maharaja on the above, hutjt was not received. 

No. 14, a Wuttundar of Sinor Purgunna, makes the same statement as the preceding deponent, 
regarding the Vahivatdar’s proceedings in theJevy of bis tax from his village, to which No. 13 
also bfdongs. Deponent and another villager ^ero seized and flogged with horse-wlnps, receiving 
ten cuts on the back, when they agroed to pay. 'Die Vahivatdar reduced hip demand to Rs. 1,500, 
of which Hs. 1,600 were paid down, ITie balance of Rs. 100 has to be made up by deponent* 
and “ Mohsals '* arc now imposed on him to com|)el payment.. Dp]>onent potithmod the Maharaja 
and gave his petition to the Dewan in open Durbar, but could get no redress. 

No. 16, a Patel in the l^atan Purgunmi, states that, in 1871, on the refusal, from poverty, of his 
village to pay the “ Accession Nazarana,” some sepoys sent to collect it took 20 of the villagers, 
and placed them in the open with their hands touching their toes, and with heavy stones on their 
backs, and kept them so for fully throe hours. They then agreed to pay the tax, and sold thtnr 
cattle and gram to enable them Jo do so. Twenty families of <niltivatnrs and 15 of Kolis then 
left the village, and none of them have returned. Similar oj)prcssioiis have been practised in other 
villages. Deponent petitioned against the tax, and was in consequence imprisoned for 13 days at 
Baroda, by order of Hariba Gaekwar. 

No. 16, a Wuttundar in tho Patan T’urgunna, of the same village as the preceding deponent, makes 
a similar statement to his. He adds that, besides the 35 cultivjitors and Kolis, five shepherds 
also have deserted the village. 

No. 17, a Patel in the Patan Purgunna states that in 1862 some 200 Bliats were collected from 
different villages, and brought to Patan l,o bo compelled to pay the Inam Cojnmittoo tax. . They 
were there attacked by sepoys, and eight men ana one woman were killed. Deponent saw the 


bodies next day, being one of tho Panch that was held on them, and was ofopimon that they died 
from sword cuts and o%er wounds. In 1871-72, to compel payment of the *'Acces8ionNazarana** some 
5U men of his villa^ were made to stoop with wooden beams on their backs, and other ill-treat¬ 
ment was practised on others. The money was then paid. Some 200 families left the village in 
consequence. From personal inquiries n 60 or GO villages of thePatan Purgunna, deponent states 
that somc.2d0 families^chiefly Kanbis, have quitted it owing to the high taxation, and the oppression 
practised in its realisatibn. Deponent was not personally ill-treated. 

No. 18, a cultivator of Naosari Pimgunna, states that the “ Accession Nazarana ** was levied from 
his village in 1871-72 by force. 'I'hc Briimins were ke^»t in custody for one or two days, and 
their cattle tied up. The Kanbis wen» made to touch their toes, carry stones on their backs, and 
Ko the money was realised. 

No, 19, a cultivator of Naosari Purgunna, states that payment of the Uovernment dues is 
enforced in bis village by making defaulters hold their toes, burying them in hot sand up to the 
knees, putting weights on their backs, forbidding them access to wmls or tanks, and so on. 

The “Accession Nazarana’* was paid in deponent's village two years ago with difficulty by 
borrowing monvy for the purpos^v Deponent has himself been ill-treated to compel payment of 
bib land assossmeut. Some ten families have left his village consequent on the oppression 
pra(^tiscd. 

No. 20, a cultivator (»f Dehgam Purgunna, states that, in January 1873,13 of his fellow-villagers 
wore imprisoned for non-payment of the Inaiu Committee tax. In the evening they were taken 
to tho river ami made to hold their toes, and were so kept all night. From the exposure ami 
cold, deponent’s brother, who was one of the number, died. Upwards of 50 families then left the 
village. Deponent petitioned tho Maliaraja about Ids brother’s case, and an official was sent to 
investigate it, when tho offendor was coiivict4*d and lined Ks. 1,000 by the Maharajk, his lands 
being also attached. 

No. 21, a cultivator of the Khangi Mahal, states that in 1870 the rates of assessment were so 
raised in his village that they could not be paid, whereupon tho village accountant made nearly 
every villager stand touching his toes, with weights on their hacks, and thus compelled payment. 
Deponent saw this, hiil was not so treated himself. Some fifty families of Kanbis Itsft the village 
in consequence. Jn 1872 the “Accession Nazarana" was levied similarly, their women and 
children being turned out of their houses, and their noses and cars being pulled. 

No. ^2, a cultivator of the Khangi Mahal, states that, about two years ago, ho and other men 
of his village, who were too poor to pay the “ Accession Nazarana” were compelled to stand in 
the sun holding their feet, while stones were placed on their backs, till they were bent down by 
the weight, and othiTS were put in j.hc stocks till they agreed to pay up. Deponent petitioned 
the Gaekwar, but was told that they must all pay their dues. 

No. 23, a cultivator of tho same village as the preceding witness, deposes to the same effect, 
and states that he and all who refused, or were unable to pay the Nazarana, were tortured ns 
deaevibed, and in various ways, to compel compliance. 

No. 24, of the Dhabhoi Fiiri^unna, states that, in tho boguuiing of 1878, payment of the “ Acces¬ 
sion Nazarana ” was enforced in Ids village by similar ill-treatment to that described by tho other 
deponents, and that ho himself was subjected to it In tlie end of 1872 the Vahivatdar summoned 
deponent, and demanded Rs. 4,000 from his village as its share of a “sadhnukri” tax he was 
levying to recoup himself, :is he stated, I'or a Nazarana of Rs. 36,000 which ho had Jp pay to the 
Sarkar on his appointment. Depcmeiit refused to pay this levy, on which he was seized by order 
of the Vahivatdar, and taken to tlie top of the house he was occujiying, and there tortured in 
v|^rious ways till ho agreed to pay up Rs. 1,900 on this account. Of this sum Rs, 1,000 have 
been paid, and “ Mohaals” have been imposed on the village to enforce payment of the balance. 
Other villages wen; similarly ill-treated in this matter. 

• The same Vahivat-dar also enforced tho levy in the same way last year of a tax of Rs., 226 on 
dtqionont’s village, for providing clothes for his newly-married wife. Consequent on these 
oppres8ions^60 familiel^ left the village.* 'rhe villagers petitioned the Maharaja on the subject, 
but got no redress; on the contrary, the bearer of the petition was imprisoned by the Vahivatdar. 

N(». 2.6, a cultivator of Dhabhoi Purgunna, the bearer of the petition referred to by the pre¬ 
ceding comjdainant, scales that* in March last he wiis deputed by all the villages of the 
•Unrgunna to go to Haroda, and complain of tho tyranny practised towards them by the Vahivatdar 
in compelling payment of the illegal'cesses imposed by him. Deponent has himself witnessed 
the ill-treatment and hardships^ to whicli the' people have been subjected by tliis official, and de¬ 
scribes them as stated by previous complainants. He presented a petiUen oq the subject to the 
Gaokwar, but received no attention, and was driven away by the sepoys. As a punishmeul for 
presenting the petition, the Valiivatdar afterwards seized and confined him in his noqso for three 
days, when he managed to escape. 

No. 2G, a cultivator of Kheiralu Purgunn^ states that the rates of assessment have, of late, 
been repeatedly raised, .and improper cesses imposed in his village. In 1867-G8 a Karkuu came 
and practised all sorts of ill-treatment on tlie villagers, as already described, because they would 
not pay up. The Vahivatdar waw subsequently changed, but the same sort of oppression was 
continued to comjiel payment of these deinaiids, and 60 villagers left the village in consequence. 
Deponeiii petitioned thh Gaekwar .cpeatedly on the subject, but got no redress. 

2. The statements of the complainants in this group of grievances being generally a more 
repetition of the various modes of ill-troatiiient practised towards them to compel payment of tho 
Government land revenue and taxes, the Commission deems it unnecessary to record further 
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1 he 26 depouentR whose statements are summurised above belong to eight different Purguiiiius, 
Pitiad r^irgunia u Ktiad l*urffuima 43 Commission has taken verbal statements from 

6“®*" » 3 Patan „ 15 165 Other complainants who belong to tliosc and six 

" I I’ttrgunnas and have attended to submit the same. 

NaoBiSi ” 2 KhSi " 1 porsons depose to the practice by 

nehgam „ 1 Dainala I, 3 l^he Durbar offioials of the same i^ysteni of personal ill- 
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that some 300 more who have attended at the Residency 
are desirous to come before the Commission, and repre^ 


and requested to recommend tliein to ictuni to their re8pcctive»villageii. 


3. The Durbar agent states that while the Durbar neither admits nor denicR the truth of the 
allegations made by the complainants, it believes that thoir description of the* ill-treatment to 
which they have boon subjected is considerably.exaggerated, if not totally fajse. Tlie probabh; 
truth is that when they refused to pay the Government dues they wore kept'in con/incrncjut for 
short terms with a view to enforce payment. If anything beyond this was done, which it does 
not admit, it was so without its sanction. The rules in force do not permit such proceedings as 
those complained of, and a general circular issued in Kebruaiy 1873 distinctly prohibitH the 
oxerciso ol any ill-lroatmoiit of any jjersons by the Durbar otfieiala. (A copy of this circular is 
handed in, and will be found in the file of this (;ase.) The conduct of tlie Durbar has l)i;pn in 
accord with the spirit of this circular, and all complaints of oppression reaching the Durbar have 
been regularly inquired into, and the parties guilty thereof punished. With regard to the land 
assessment, and the “ Accession ” anci other Nazaranas complained of, the former having been 
fixed for a term of 10 years, when prices of produce were high, may now appear excessive, hut tlie 
term is about to expire, and a new st'ttloment will bo made in accordance with the circumstances 
of the cultivators. The Nazaranas, generally, were levied according to previous custotn, and the 
“Accession Nazarana,” specially, was so with the knowledge of the then Resident, Golonel llari*. 

With regard to th(< stateinonts that have been made relative to the’action of thi5 (Weriiineut 
towards the Rhats and Brahmins of Batan and Pitlad in 1805, tlic Bhats of Patan were iII-<li8posed 
to Ciovenimeiit, and were required to give seemrity to keep the peace. They declined, and went 
about from village to village committing self-immolation, and even killing their own associates. 
7'lie Government officials killed none of them. 

'rhe Sojitra (Pitlad) llhats and Brahmins refused to pay the Inam Committee lax, and were 
moving people against the Goveruincut. A force was sent to uprest them, and twelve of the 
ringleadep.s were seized and brought to Baroda, where they wore tried and sentenced to iiiiprlson- 
inenb While in jail three or four died from natural causes. The present Chief has exempted 
these classes from paying Inam Committee tax. 


4. The Resident’s final stuteinent in this group of cases, dated 5th January 1874, which will bo 
found in tlie file, challenges the Durbar’s remarks, as summarised above, in reply to the deposi¬ 
tions made before the Commission ; and, in reference to the circular alleged to nave been issued 
in February 1873, forbidding the ill-treatment of ryots by the Durbar officials, observes that “the , 
“ system of farming out Vahivats and other offices, judicial and executive, initiated by the present 
“ administration, together with the prevalence of bribery and corruption, fosters the very abuses 
“ which the circular was supposed to suppress, and thus it will continue to be in tliis unfortufiate 
“ State, so long as the present administration is In power.” 


Uknkral OnsmivATioxR akd Opinion ok Tiijf'CoMMftjsioN. ^ 

• • • 

I. The statements made before the Commission describe various sorts of personal ill-treatment 
and oppression alleged to have been practised by the Durbai' officials, during the last ten years, 
on the complainants and their fellow-ryots, to compel payment of the Gotreniment duds and other 
collections demanded by such officials. 

II. Thq items of degiand referred to by the deponents arc (Jiiefly, (1) the increased rates of 

assessment impodfed under the ten. years' settlement in 1864 ; (2) the levy of the Inam Committee 
tax in 1864-65 ; (3) the levy of a heavy Nazarana (apparetftly general throughout the SUte) by 
the late chiefs minister, Bhow Scindia, on his appointment to thePo8t>ol‘ Dowan in 1867; (4) the 
imposition by certain Vahivntdars in 1872 of private levies on the ryots, to recoup themselves for 
alleged payments of Nazarana to the Durbar on their appointments; (6) the levy of the 
“ Accession Nazarana” tax in 1871-72. • 

III. As regards these several ileins it would appear that (1) the ten years’ settlement of 1864 
was made at a time when the prices of produce were much higher than has been the case for 
some time past, and that it probably, even then, pressed heavily on the ryots. The fall in prices 
has no doubt rendered it difficult to pay the high assessment imposed under it, and this is m a 
measure admitted by the Durbar agents who states that a new settlement will be made on the 
approaching expiry of tlie present one, in accordance with the circumstances of the cultivators. 

(2). The Inam Committee tax was devised by the late Chiet in 1864, and consists of a specw 
cess of two annas in the rupee on the annual valuation of all Inam holdings. The levy of this 
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tax appears t(t have been an arbitrary measure, as no benefit of any sort seenis to liave been 
bestowed on Inamdars to rewmcilc them to its briposition. 

(t>). I'be circumbtances of the levy of a NaKai*ana by tiic late Dewan, Bbow Scindia, on his 
appointment to tliat post, have not been stated to the Commission, am! are not known by it, hut 
it ajiitoers to bo probable that it was in aeeordaneo with the custom of the Stat«, and it must, it 
is presiintod* have be^ known to, and hccu sanctioned by, the late Chief, Khuuderao. The 
hardship of imposing' suoh levies where a iixed land settlement exists is obvious, 

(4). The levy by the Vahivatdars of money from the ryots, to recoup themselves for the 
payment of Nazaranas to tho Durbar on their appointinont, is a common practice in one form or 
jiuoth.a- in many native states, and was foriimrly universal. It is, liowevcr, inconsistent with a 
fixed land settlement, and, where the latter exists, such extra levies cannot but involve groat 
lihrdahip on the ryots. 


(ri). 'llio “Accession Nazarana” was devised by the present cluef, and was imposed by him 
afttn- ascending Ihe Cadi, with, the Durbar sUtes, the knowledge and cmieurrcuco of the 

thou Uesident, Colonel This tax consists of a special cess of per cent, on one year’s 

rental of all Governinent lands, and of’40 iiev cent, on one year’s valuation of all Inam lands. 
Such a cess has soever, it appears,, been levied before in tho State, and its imposition no doubt 
added seriously to tho picvioiisly iieavy burdens borne by the people. 

IV. ’I'hc responsibility of the present Chief and liis admiuistrution, in rospeet of these five 
heads of grievance, is thus seen to he limiteil (I) to the allegcil levy of Nazaraua from tho 
Vahiraldars on their appointment, and to the eo>th(‘(pient measures of these oilicials to recoup 
tlicinselves from the ryots ; and OJ) the imposition of “ Accession Nazarana” at tlie rates stated, 
together with the oppression and i]]-tr(*atinenl. pi a(;tised to eni’orce the collection of the same. 

V. With regartl to tho jinyinont to the Durbar of Nazaraua on a])pointine.iit by tho Vahixutdars 
tho I)url)ar agent has c(inliin*(l InniHolf to the general statement that “ tli(‘ Nazaranas w(‘re levied 
accortling to previous eusiom ; ” and it. is therefore to he inferred tliat the fact is not disputed, 
^rhe Commission has no iiH ans of knowing what llic ordinary amount of such ])ayiiients is in the 
Jkiroda State, hut while well aware of the existi'iiee of the ]>ra<*tice. as already stated in many 
nativt? states, it eanuc>t hesitate to <amdemii ii as an inevitable and fruitful s(Jiirce of abuse and 
oppression, ainl one which tlm Maliaraja should bo urged to abolisit absolutely, as being utterly 
inconsistent with good (lov^u'mnent. 

* VI. As regards tly*Aeoeshion Nazarnua,'* lh(» Conmiissioii has no reason to doubt the state¬ 
ment thift the imposition ol’this tax was known to and concurred in by the then Uesident. 'fliert' 
can, lujvvever, he no doubt that the tax is altogetlicr a novel one, and that its imposition lias been 
productive of scri(ms hardship to the people ; and the (lommission consifllcrs that the Maliaraja's 
atlenlioii should be strongly drawn to the lact lliar. such levies arc wholly inconsislcnl with a li\(‘d 
land settlement, the tern>s of which are virtually hrokon liy tlieir exaction, and that lie should he 
urged, in the introiluction of the new sctUemCnt now at hajid, to d(‘clare that no such levies shall 
ill future he made from the ryots by the Cliief, or for State purposes. 

Vll. Lastly, as regards the alleged ill-treatment and o])picstjii>n practised on the ryots as statml 
by tlwise who att(mdcd tlie CommisHion, theixi ajipi'ars to he fio grouml for doubting that such 
has boon the common custom for enforiting the <;olieclioii of the revenue. The punishments 
described are generally of the ordinary (haracter in force, in such casos iu Native tmTitorj’, and 
though <]oubtl(?ss painful to tlie Bufferer, do not appear to have been of a very cruel description. 

^I’wo instances are ticjmsed to (by Nos. 1 and kM)), in one of which, it is alleged, a woman died 
from ,the oifects ol’ ill-trealmimt by the Gov(‘rnmenl sepoys, and in tlie otlier the deponent’s 
brother lost liis life from exposure and cold, to wliieh he hail been subjected by the local oilicial. 
jn«thc former case the sepoys were very imulcquatcly punished with only one month’s imprison¬ 
ment. In the other the case*! was si)CciaUy iave,?Ugiilc(.l, and the otfender heavily lined and his 

lands attached. 

• 

VIIJ. In considering this jairt of the case, it is necessary to bear in mind that tho practice in 
native vstates js to <*ompM payment of th* (jovtwnmenl dues by seizure of ])roperty and t>ers()rial 
process, ami not by the attachment and sqlo of the i^cfaulter’s lands, as is the wise under British 
rule, and tlnat, however iihliorrent jiersonul ill-treatment in any slmpc in such matters is to the 
l!luroj)ean feeling, it is by no meaifc certain that tiie ryotR IhemBtdvcs would not think it a greater 
hardship to Ixulepriveif of tlunr lands for ever, tlian to have beiui subjected to the personal 
tyl-anny exercised towards most of the complaiuanis as stated t)y tlierii. 

IX. The Commission is in no way disposed to palliate unjust or harsh measures or proceedings 
on the part of the Durbar or its officials, but it deems it to be its duly in •those remarks to 
consider such practices as those under adv(*rtonce, as far as possible, dispassionately, wltii 
reference to what its merateers have reason to believe is common in such matterB in other Native 
States. It is, however, clearly of opinion that t;h<' ditficulty in realihing the Governnicnt revenue 
that has neceasitattal recourse to such punitory measures iu so many instances iu this State 
appears to be chiefly, if not allogethor, due to the heavy burdima imposed on the people, and that 
this should be pointed out to'the Maharaja, liis Highuohs being at the same time advised to 
remove the cause of such difficulty by a moderate ami etpiitablc land settlement, and u faithful 
adherence to its terras in future, all iurllier exactions of every sort or description, whether here¬ 
tofore customary iii th(< State or noJ, l aing absolutely interdicted, and the coiitiiiuauco of such 
oppressive pnietices on the .pan of Durbar bflicials as those, brought to notice in this case being 
wnctly forbidden. , . 



SCHKDTTLE II. 

Cask No. 4. 

SCUKDITLE III. 

Cases No. 10 and No. 14. 

Cown^AiKTs of certain Vahivatdahs. 

Tho general complaint in this group of cases is, that the Vahivatdara, or chief executive officers 
of districts, after havinjg paid con.sideraldc sums of money as gratification to various Durbar 
ojficials for their appointments, have becMi summarily, and often not long aftor nomination, 
displaced, witliout just cause, and without refund of the sums so paid. 

Tlie evidence given before tlie Commission in this group of cases may be summariscid 
tlniB 

I.— Case No. 1, Schedule 11, 

1. Jothabhai Dallabhai states that in 1872 he agreed to take tho Vahivat of Kheiralii Mahal 

for five years, 'J'he revenue exceeds two lakhs. Ho promsied tef j)ay lls. 1,000 aiifiually more than 
had been levied in the previous year. '^I’his .mnoiint was to b(‘ realised from ryots, who had unautho- 
risedly railtivatod land, and who hold wjLste land without paying for it Ho jiaid Us. 10,000 to 
Nana J^ahob to induce him to give him the Vahivat, This sum was to be paid in one year, in 
i-onsidcration of de)>onent koejihig the olfiee for the five following year^. He paid Rh. 5,000 in 
cash at once, and Hs. 5,000 two or three months after. No entry was made in any ac(^ount book, 
and no receipt was given. He got liis acquittance from Nana Saheb and w'ent to his Mahal. 
Six or seven months after a new Vahiviitdar was appointed, ami deponent was displaced. He 
could get no explanation, and accordingly complained to the R(?sident. gratilieatiou of 

Rs. 10,000 was given to tho iVlinistcr according to the custom of the State, In addition 
aforesaid sum of Us. 10,000 to the Miiiist(*r, deponent paid Us. 1,500 to Naraycnbhai, the 
Sir Sooba’s Karkun, and Rs. 500 to one Gopalrao, tht‘ Minister’s Karknn, Vakil of tho Petlad 
Mahal. signed the agreeiuLMU, but from ignorance of the Marathi (Modi) character in 
which it was clrawri up, cannot testify to the conloiits. The specified tcriii in this agrecmmit 
is one ymr. Imt dopouent distinctly nmierstood that he w'as to hold t.lie Vahivat for five years, an 
annual renewal for the period oi'five years taking place, on tlio payment at Bartala of ('ach year’s 
revenue. D(*]ionent has never In'jird that any complaints have beeti lodgiMl against him at 
llarnda, nor has the Durlwiv ever informed him that any complaints had been made. • 

2. Tho Dinbjir agent replies that the Mahal was made <»ver in management to deponent 
for one year only, at the end of which time his suecessor w'as appointed; that his case has not 
bcc'n inquiriMl into by the DuTi>ar liecause lie failed to appijar, thuugli riqicatedly summoned, 
w'ith proofs of his complaint; thal lui emb(‘7,/d<'d puhlic money, and has not giv(*u in tho accounts 
of his Mahal ; that there are now junidmg against him before the Ouiliar several charges of 
l»rib(My and oppression: and that thongli dir<*cb‘d to return to his Mahal, to give over charge to 
his successor, he has not done so. , 

S. Uie Resident in his final reply to this case, dated l)t.h .fanuary I «7 I, remarks that tho term 
of tiMiurc, wlusthor the Mahal was let for one y<‘ar or more, docs not in any way afiect the charge 
of bribery ; (hat the fact of depoueut having l>eeu displac<;d in /css than a year is no evidence that 
the fixeil term was one year ; that bail there been anv reasonable hojic of settleuumt of deponent’s 
case, it is most improbabhi lie w'ould not have availed himself of any opjiortuuity afforded, but 
that, UH a matter of fact, lu^ was in (constant attendance on llu* Minister, trying to get a hearing, 
and only appealed to him (the Uesidonl) as a last resource; that tho oltargcs of embezzlement, 
bribery, ojipression, and contumacy ari‘ irrelevant, and that tho Resident is aware that, when ibis 
case vvas first reported, attempts were made to [)uy off petitioner. The Resident conclmles 
by observing that his chief object in bringing forward tins case is to illustrate and reform the 
most jM^rnicious practice of tho Minister of a ritate and tho revenue ollieials trading in high 
civil and judicial appointments of tliis kind, ;t practico^which, tlwtugh jpore or less always in 
force, has been carried to excess under the present administration, and which induces men of 
deponent’s class to run heavily into d(‘bt lUKku- promises which arc frixiuently not realised. The 
bribe is always retained, and the purebiuser of tlio appointment often ruined. 


II.— Cask No. 10, Sciikwole ill. 

1. Vasudeo Stiivrani stales that in 1872 he agreed to tAla?*the Vahivat of tho Knral Mahal. 
The rov(‘mio wak about Rs. 1,00,000 annually. He ngieod to pay thc; Sarkar Rs. 2,oon more 
than had previously been realised. He knew that many ryots held lands unautliorisedly from 
Iniviiig bribed tlic Vahivatdars not h) enter them as holding land, and lie iiitomhul to reeinip this 
extra sum from siu^h persons. In addition to the agreement above stated, lie promised to pay 
tho Minister Rs. 2,000 snkhdi ” for himself as gratification for having given him the pla<*-e of 
Vahivatdar, but it. was not until this piivato ]>ayiiierit to thc Minister had been ma<lc that he 
signed tho appoinfmenr. Deponent expechMt to recoup this sum jiIho from the ryots unautlio- 
ri.sedly cultivating land. He saw no entry of this payment made* in any account liook, nor was 
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these Patels for suffiending these survey operations. He did not realise anything from his 
Vahivat that year. He had not been in possession more than ten months when the .Sarkar sent 
a Karkun to AsposseBs him. He does not know why. This Karkun forbad the ryots to pay him 
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anyttiing, and rhoy obeyed. Consequentlv deponent got nothing for having stuped the survey 
operations. He then came to Baroda, ana complained to the Minister^ whom he requested to 
refund the “ sukhdi,” or else to enable him to recover the amount from the Patels. A month 
before this tlie Minister bad taken In advance from him another gratification or sukhdi ” of 
Rfl. 1,000, and it was only because he had not paid a further call of Rs, 1,000 that the Karkun was 
sent to relicye him. Deponent has several times petitioned the Maharaja, but ineffectually. 

% The Durbar agenUreplies that the sukhdi,” or gratification, was received into the treasury 
and not by the Minister ; that a Karkun was sent to dispossess deponent in consequence of his 
embe/zling Rs. 16,000 public money. The levy of further “ sukhdi ” is denied. 

3. ^Jlie Resident in his final reply, dated nth January 187-4, remarks that the mere statements 
of the Durbar arc entitled to little or no weight, in face of the fact that not a single question was 
put to this witness when under examination before the Commission ; that if deponent had 
embezzled Rs, 16,000 of public money he might have been convicted and sentenced according 
to law, but that, as no proceedings whatever were taken against him, the obvious inference is 
that no crime had been committed at all. The llcsident concludes in this case, as in tlie pre¬ 
ceding, by observing that the present ^^rievanci^ is not brought forward so much for the sake 
of procuring individual redress, as of illustrating a system which has done more to demoralise 
the revenue administration than atiything else; that the farming system, at all times bad for 
the agricultural jmpulation, is especially vicious when the farmers themselves hold their farms on 
the* most precarious tenuVe, as then tl»e collection of the revenue becomes merely a scramble 
among tlie odiitials, each eiid(*avouring to collect the largest amount during his tenure of oilice. 


111.—Cask No. 14, Schkdui.k 111. 


1. Dalpat Vrema states that in 1871 he and two others, named Shankar Lalji and Daji 
Pandurang (the latter did not appear before the Commission) entered into a written agreement 
with the (lackwaPs Oovi'rnment to take the Vahivat of the Vasruvi and (lala Mahals of the Naosari 
Plant for five years. They w<tc to pay Rs. 10,000 during the first yoai*, in 4»xcess of what 
previous Vahivatdars had done, by a careful collection of the revenue, and looking more closely 
after cultivation, 'fhe Vahivat. was to be continued to them for five years, and it was distinctly so 
jitafod in the written agreement. In addition to the above extra payment, they agreed to give a 
Niizarana to the Minister of Rs. 3,426, and to furnish security for carrying on the work properly, 
'riiey were in joint management of the Mahals for li months, when, security not having lM»en 
lurnished, they were deprived of it. I'hey paid the Nazarann, or gratification, to the Minister in 
two sums ; the lirst sum of Rs. 2,6()() Avas paid in Naosari, and the second of Rs. 3,426 at 
Raroda. 'I’hey got no rec<*ipt for this money, and all they now want, since they have? been 
turned out, is to get back this sum of Rs. 5,426. 'riiey irskcd the Minister for its refuiul, but 
ineffectually, and they also petitioned the Surat Collector, who forwarded their petition to the 
Resident. 


2. .Shankar Dalji states that he took the farm of the Mahals, pf Gala and Vasravi in Naosari, 

in company with Dalpat Prema and Daji INindurang, but has no personal knowledge of the 
terms or details of the agreement or Nazarana. His cousin and suh-sharer, Dalla Khushal, can 
give particulars. ^ 

3. Dalla Khushal states that in company w'ith his cousin, Shankar LaUi, and others, he took 

the farm of the Vahivat of Vasravi and Gala for 1872 in 1871. He paid, to secure the Vahivat, a 
Nazarana of Us. 6,.500 to the Minister in three sums, Rs. 2,000 in Naosari, and tw'o sums of 
Us. 3,426 and Rs. 1,075 at Raroda. Deponent says that they only remained in posse-ssion for 
lllnonths, wdieri through some treacheiy they were deprived of it. Deponent came to Raroda, 
and demanded the refund of the gratification to the Minister, hut the Minister imprisoned him 
foy a day and a night. He was released on security, and told to go to Naosari. It was stated in 
the agreement that security for the proper, performance of the work was to be furnished within 
one month from date tiiiereof. This siMiurity was offered accordingly, but was not accepted. 
Deponent made no complaint to tbc Maharaja, and when he complained to the Minister, the 
Minister put him in jail. ' " 

4. The Durbar agent mates no Veply to these statements beyond observing that they sum- 
taoned 1st deponent to appear before His Highness with proofs of his complaint, and that as he 
failed to appear, his case was not inquired into, llie 3rd deponent was imprisoned for a deficiency 
ill his accounts, which he was required to makegood. 

5. The Resident, in his final reply to tfiis case, dated^26th Deceoibek 1873, summarises tho 
evidence of the complainants, who, together, paid to tho Minister, Nana Saheb, an aggregate sum 
of Rs. 11,925 as Nazarana for the privilege of farming the two Mahals in question lor five years, 
but were deprived of their farms within 14 months. They Consequentlv demand the refund of 
the amount so paid. ITie Resident remarks that he has brought forward these cases to prove 
that the Minister has been in the habit of selling Vahivatdps’ appointments, and that had the 
Commission considered it net'essary to go fully into the question, complete proofs of the nature 
ami details of such transactions would have been afforded. With reference to the Durbar agent’s 
femark that Dalpat Premn had not been sent up to them for examinatioh by the Resident, 
Colonel I*hayr<i replies that his roas';n for acting as he did will be found recorded in paragraph 4 
of his letter t(> Government, No. 173-862 of I8th September, in which he brought to notice the 
impossibility of subordinates sitting in judgment upon the acts of a superior, that superior being 
tlie Minister of the IState, in full possession of his ministerial duties. He further remarks the 

• 1 m.'ll » . 1* .. __ J.J.. I 11* 



nSoiiey^ vartoos waj^ m order to r^mbutse tfaemttelVee for their hearT piymeoti^ to ttieMinurter 
and other pwbar officials. Hence complainu against the syst^ of Ntuearahft d^d sale of offices 
are justly, it is 8aid> universal throughout the Gaek war’s dominions ; and whm it is c<>nHiderod 
that the Vahivatdar of a Mahal is not simply a farmer -of land revenue, but the sole executive aud 
judicial authority of the district, carrying with him, locally, the entire authority of Government 
m both civil and criminal departments, some idea of the importance of the*officeof Vibivatdar may 
be formed, an importance quite unknown in British districts; and when it is added that the pay of 
the appointment IS generally small, that large sums are otfered to obtain the post, that every 
other office is sold to the highest bidder, and that bribery and corruption prevail in all quarters, it 
is not to be wondered at that the people are oppressed, that justlco is sold, Ijfo and property 
insecure, and in short that the whole machinery of Government is obliged to have recourse to 
unlawful means to extort money from the people. The Resident concludes bis remarks by 
stating that the above observations .apply to the whole group of bribery ca^es, as exhibiting their 
effects upon the revenue, police, and juaicial administrations, in all of whkb violence is resorted 
to, to extort confessions and agreements as well as money. 

Gkneual Obsekvations and OriNiON OK THE Commission.* 

I. The complainant in the first of the above cases deposes that in 1872 he paid the Minister a 
Nazarana of Ivs. 10,000 and Hs. 2,000 to the subordinate Karkuns, for the Vahivat for a term of 
five years of the Kheiralu Mahal, tlie revenue of which he agreed to increuso by Rs. 1,000 annually, 
but that be was deprived of the post at the end of six or seven months. 

The Durbar stares that Ins ap])oii)tinent was only fur one year, as shown in the agreement 
produced before the Commission; that his case has not boon inquired into because he failed to 
appear; and that lie stands charged.3vitli the embezziement of public mone^ and not having 
rendered the accounts of his Mahal. It does not call in question the allegatiod^>f the payment of 
the Nazarana, &c., and this appears therefore to be admitted. * 

II. The complainant in the second ensu deposes that in 1872 he paid the Minister a sukhdi ” 
of Hs. 2,000 for giving him the Vahivat of the Rural Mahal, the yearis revenue of which he agreed 
to increase by Rs. 2,000. The Minister would not sign the appointment until the money was 
paid. He subsequently paid Hs. 1,000 more, in part of a second ^‘sukhdi,” but was deprived of 
nis Valiivat after holding it only 10 months altogether. 

The Durbar states that the “ sukhdi *’ of Rs. 2,000 paid by this eomplaiuant was received into 
the treasury, and thal: he was dispossessed because ho had embezzled HsPl 6,000 puUic money. 
The levy of the second “ sukhdi ” of Us, 1,000 is denied, 

III. The complainants in the third case depose that in 1871 they agreed to take the„VaWvat 
of the Vasravi and Gala Mahals for five years, and to increase their revenue by Us. 10,000 
annually. 

The 1st deponent states that they paid the Minister a Nazarana of Rs. d,426 for the. joint 
appointment so conferred on them, but that as they did not furnish the security required they 
were deprived of it at the end .of months. 

The 2nd deponent, states that he has no personal knowledge of the terms or details of the 
agreement or Nazarana on which the farm was taken by them. 

Tho Srd deponent states that the Vahivat was conferred on them for one year, viz,, 1872 only; 
and that he paid the Minister Ri- 6,500 as Nazarana for it ; that security, as required in the 
agreement, was offered but was ndt accepted, and that on his complaining to the Minister of 
their being deprived of the Vahivat he was put in jail. (Note ,—There is a discrepancy between, 
the statements of the 1st and Srd deponents as to the term of the appointment aud the Amount 
of Nazarana paid.) ^ 

The Durbar agent states that the 1st deponent has been summoniri to appeal^ before tJie 
Durbar with proofs of his complaint, but that he has failed to attend. The Srd deponent was 
imprisoned in consequence of a deficiency in his accounts which he was required to make good. 

IV. The Durbar has admitted the levy of “ sukhdi ” as a State Nazajana iu the 2nd case, and 

has not denied tlm allegcil payments in the two other Ases. • 

In reply’to the statements of some of th# comphiinants in tho group of griovancos of the agri¬ 
cultural classes, in connexion with the levy of Nazarana by the Minister, the agent stated that 

the Nazaranas, generally, were levied according to previoufe custom.” ^ 

The Commission can therefore have no hesitation in coining to the ooncUisioii that the pracjke, 
on the part of the Minister, of requiring such payments, on appointinents of this and other 
classes, is the custom of the State. ' ^ , 

It further appears •that the Vahivatdars haye, on^the engagement to increase the revenue pre¬ 
viously realised, been permitted to "undertake the farming of their Mahals, an arrangement, 
considering the large authority with which they are invested, which clearly opens the door to the 
grossest abuses, and is wholly inconsistent witli good Government. 

The Commission is of opinion that the imperative necessity (l)'of aboUshiug absolutely the 
levy of Nazarana by the State, the Minister, or any lesser auuiority, on appointments oi' all or 
any descriptions in tho public service, and (2) of interdicting and entirely preventing any Mrsonal 
interest on the part of Mahal officials in the collection of the public revenue in their Mahals, 
should be strongly and authoritatively urged on the Maharaja, and that he should bo advised to 
issue a proclamation notifying the same publicly throughout tho Baroda territory, a copy of such 
proclamation being furnished for tlie information of Government 




SCHEDULE 11. 

Casks Nos, 6j 9, 10, 41, 44. 

Complaints of Baroda SobAkots of pkrsonal ill-tjieatmkkt, amouutiag to toktoue, 

at. tho hands of the (Iaekwau’b Okkicials, 

Tbo followihg is a summary of this class of cases, as deposed to before the Comuussiuii. 

I, —Case No. ft. 

CoMi-LAJNTs Btfainst the Vahivatdar of Visnagar, Balvanttiao Tiiimuak. Gross case of 

torture committed by bim on a Brahmin woman of Visiiagar. 

The only complaint under this bead that has been brought before the Commission, in which 
the Vahivatdar named is eoncemod, is that of the Brahmin woman, which has formed the subject 
of a separate inquiry in Case No. 41. 

II. ~Case No. 9. 

Complaints of,.(l) Vv.lia Uma, Matadar, (i^) CriAOAX Ba\ia, and (a) Balvaxt Mkuu, Bhat 
of Jagral, Visnagar Alidial, of ill-trt'atmeni by tho Fouzdar Kattehram. 

(1 ) Velia Uma states that he was falsely accused by the Foiizdar Fattehram of theft; that his 
house was searched, but nothing found; that he was taken to the Waghrol Thana, when his 
hands were tied Miind his back, and he was suspended to a “ niinb tree. He was then beaten 
over the body and arms (th(‘ marks of which he shows to fclic Commission). He was beaten on 
three occasions; on the last oeeasion, tlie Tiuiua Karkun, Raghunath, called on him to confess. 
Worn out by con.staut floggings, he at last falsely statetl that bo liad given tho gold bricks (which 
it was said he hadstolen) to a Vania, by name Cliagan. He had not stolen the bricks, ami knew 
nothing whatever of the matter; I>ut, in couRuqucnce of this false statement, Chagan was seized 
and beaten in the same manner as ho had been. One Balia Bimt was also similarly beaten, 
though deponent did not give his name. Deponent was kept in custody for live days after he 
was beaten, and was then taken to Fatan and oonfinod there for two days, and was only released 
on his signing a paper tx» the cfioct tliat ho had not been beaten or ill-treated. The Bhat Balki 
imide a "petition bv post to the Durbar, which ho concurred in. Deponent is not aware of any 
inquiry having resulted from this ])etition, or puniajiment inflicted !»y tlie Durbar. (2 and 3.) 
Ghagan and Balvnnt Meru make similar statements to that of Velia Uma. 

2. The*Durbar a^t states that the alx)ve complaints havo formed the subject of im(uiry by 
the Durbar and that the Fouzflar has been arrested and T.h(‘ cas(^ clearly proved against him. 
The Durbar is accordingly only waiting for complainant to appear, to pass sentenct* u|)on the 
foujdar an<l his assistant, Raglninalh. 

3. The Resident, in hi.s final statement, dated (ith .lanuary ]874, describop this as a ‘‘very 
serious case,” and regrets that the facts have only b.ecii ]>:irtially idicitcd by the examination of 
three witnesses before the Commission. He proceeds to anticipate what the results would he of 
further disclosures. He express('s his satisfaction, however, that Uie charges have been brought 
home to the Fouzdar KaUeiiram, and Ifis accomplice Raghunath, liy the Durbar, which has 
expressed its intention of punishing them. 

4. I'hc Commission has taken the evidence of all the parties in this case who have attended 
before it to giv(i the same ; and it is clear from it that the Fouzdar of Fatan, Fattehram, was 
guilty of gritss violence amt abuse of autlmrity towards them, and probably tho other persons also, 

* whose jiantes arc stated in the Resident's final letter of 0th January 1874. As the latter have not 
appeared before the Commission, it <taniiot express any decided opinion as regards their case. 

*^^'he officuil whose proceedings form the aubjeob-of the deponent’s eomplaint is the same man 
who stands* charged h^No. 10 in Schedule I., with having had him fioggc<l for the [uirposo of 

extorting confession of a crime which he never'committed. 

Tho Durbar agent states that tiiis man’s gross abuse of authority in those instances having 
been brought to notice, lie anil his assistant have been arrested and brought to trial, and that the 
charges having been proved ugiiiust thomj tliey will be suitably punished on the attendance of tlie 

cimiplainantfi at the Durbar. • * 

Tnc Commission has since learnt that the Fouzdar has been sentenced t(f two years* 
imprisonment, and remyvod from flie public service, to which be will not be restored ou the 
eitpiry of his sentence. 

^ III.—Cask No. 10. 

This appears to he a furlbor cftniplahit o( the same character as in the preceding case against, 
the same Fouzdar Fattehram, but the conjplamaiits have not atlondod the Commission, and it has 
not therefore been inquired into. 

IV.— Cask No. 41. 

Tho torture of a Brahmin woman named Itaini, by the Vahivatilar of Visnagar, Balvantrao 
Trimbak. The complainant states tha4; last October, being Huspected by the Vahivatdar of 
having received certain stolen property frori h(^r brother, her house was searched, but none was 
found, and she was required to furnish bail S’or Rs, r»00. Subsequently she was summoned to 
the Vahwatdaris kutcherry, where she hvr|hrothe!' and a companion of his beaten, and was told 
that the former had implicated her, and slu^ inisl confess. She denied knowing anj tbing of tho 
matter# on which she was imprisoned, and her house attached. On the following day she was 
again brought before the Valiivatdar, who threateiitMl that she should be beaten and the skin taken 
S her, ana, as she persisted in her denial, one of hia aepoya by bis order commenced ill-treating 



following day she was 9^11 tidcen beibre Vttyvatdar,' inho said that Without a severe heating 
she would not come tu her senses, and ordmd chillies to be brought to torture her, using at 
^me time most indecojntt language towards her. Red chilUos were brought and braised and put 
in. small bags, and complainant was then taken by two sepoys behind a purdah,. wWch had 
put up for the purpose, at the end of the kutcherry, in which the Vidiiyatdar and hb ^rkuns 
remained. She was then again pulled violently about by the same sepoy as liefore, ^ho said the 
bags of chillies should be aj^lied to her private parts if she did not confers. She ciiw oiit loudly, 
but to no purpose. The Vahivatdar then oraered her, with indecent* language, to be taken to 
the stable and the chillies applied. She was taken there by the two men, and iier hands fastened 
to a post over her head, and after partially stripping her, one of them applied ope of t^e ba^ of 
chillies as threatened, while the other made indcceut gestures at her with a peg. She was again 
called on to confoss, but would not, and cried out from pain and terror. She was then released, 
and sent back to jail, where she wept all night from pain and shame. 

'Die following day she was ai?airi summoned by the Vahivatcbir, and told her skin would be 
stripped off if she did not confess. She still refused, on which she was beaten with a ropo. 'Hic 
Vahivatdar then ordered a ** tobra’^ of powdered chillies to be applied to her face, when a cloth 
containing some was bound round her mouth and nose foi; ten minutes. She suffered great 
agony. S^hc wanted water, but they would give her none, and the Vahivatdar sent her back to 
jail, with the remark that if she still hold out it would cost her her life.” Her nose and mouth 
gave her great pain, but nothing was done to alleviate it. 

llie following day she was again summoned, and threatened with a repetition of the same 
treatment. As she still refused to confess, the Vahivatdar ordered the room to bo cleared, and 
the door closed, and beat her himself with a small stick. She would not, however, confess, and 
was again removed to jail, one of the sepoys offering to get her released if she bribed liim, but 
still using in^ulont and threatening language to tn^r. ^ 

The following day, under the promise of being released, and the terror of further torture, she 
made a false statement, when she wius released on bail. 

2. The Durbar agent statics that immediately the case was brought to the Durbar’s notice by 
the Kesident the Vahivatdar was suspended, and a close and searching Inquiry instituted, which 
is still in progress. In the event of the cliarge being proved, a most exemplary punishment 
will be inflicted on the Vahivatdar. 


Ho subsequently informed the Commission that sulHcienfc evidence had not been adduced to 
wnrrant a judicial conviction, but that as there was reasonable ground for^ie presumption that 
the complainant had been treated with violence, the Durbar had decided to dismiss the 
Vahivatdar and the peon named by her as having so ill-treated her, and to declare them also 
unfit for re-i'inployinent in th(! Cfickwuv’s service. The Durbar also had ordered Rs. aOO to be 
paid to the coiiiplaiiuiut as cumpensution. 

tk The Resident, in his final statement, dated dtii January 1874, comments on this case, and 
observes timl, there is habitually aiiiiluve of justice in sucli lustaiiccs, where the chief criminals 
are high olUciais in liie Durbar’s so: vice ; that the llcsidonl has repeatedly brought to the 
Durbar’s notice the notorious behaviour of tliis Vahivatdar, hut that his reprosentations have 
received no attention whatever, he being u prolcige of the Sir Fouzdar; that ho bus served in 
several districts, in all of wliieli numerous coinplaiuts have been made against him, and ho is 
spited to have been dismissed by the late Cliief, and rleclared ineligilde for further service. The 
Resftlont adds his conviction tliat torture is systeinatioaliy employed by the chief officials in all 
the llaroda M.ahals, and that the crime i.s winked at by the Durbar. 

t. 'I'hc Commission Itaving beard the statennmt of the complainant in this case, who appears 
to bo a respectable and truthful woman, has no doubt that she was Hubjocted to ilUtroatmout of 
tlie shameful character dopo.sod to by her, though her statement has^not been 8i^)ported by 
evidence before it, to vemhu* it complete for the legal conviction of tho Vahivatdar. 'Ihe course 


proposed by the Durbar for adojition towards the vahivatdar, who is clearly a most unfit person 
for employment in so responsible a post, appcaretl tn tlie Commiasiou to be hardly satisfactory 



con8idcrntio% 

rigorous imprisonment, and to forbid his further employment In his service. 

llic ciise bcittg thus disposed of, the Cummi^sion can only record its opinion that it funiishbs 
a horrible instance of the abuse of power aud tho k>ufferiug to which respectable people are liable, 
directly consequent on the employment by the Durbar of unfit and untrustworthy men in such 
responsible posts., • 


IV.— Cask No. 44. 


Complaint of one Kasiuam Amjiauam, of Siilhpur, in Patan. 

This case has been included in this group, in consequence of its having been referred to by 
the Resident as one of violent personal ill-treatment by the then Fouzdar of Patan, one 
Naichand, of one Andra Sundra of that district, and his wife, both of whom are stated to have 
been severely flogged by the Fouzdar’s order, and to have died in prison from the ill-treatment 
80 received. The complainant, Kasiram, has not, however, attended, and the case has not been 
inquired into. 

The Commission can therefore offer no opiniou on its merits, but it observes thal it appears 
to have occurred ibur years ago, and that the allogations would seem to rest altogether on the 
simple petit^n of thc» complainant. 


f 

G^KNSaAt OBBEaVATXOXS. 

V. The Commission is satisfied, from the circumstances connected with the cases brought 
forward in this group, and other instances that have come to its notice, that many of the officials 
of the Vnhivatdar class in this state are seriously unfit for iheir reroonsible duties, and ^at the 
employment of such persons must involve a very large amount of misgovernment within^ their 
respective charges, which probably never comes to the Durbar's knowledge. Where, as in the 
case of Balvantmo 'rrinibak (Case No. 41), they are proteges of any of the members of the 
Durbar they appear to be practically subject to no real control, and to be able to do with impunity 
almost as they like. 


Casks Nos. 80, 654. 

CoMPi.AiNTS of certain Womkk, inhabitants of the village Vauiao, in the Naosaki Puhounna. 

1. The svibstance of the petitioners’ grievance is' that though their husbands are dead or 
absent, and they»are miablo to cultivate the land registered in the Revenue Department in their 
husbands’ names, they are compelled to pay the assessment falling due theroon, and are not 
permitted to resign the lands. Some of the j>etitioiier8 who left the village have been forced to 
retuni, and have been subjected to all kinds of ill-treatment. Where the land has even been 
leased to other parties, the petitioners arc still held responsible for aify deficiency in the 
Government demand for it. 

2. The Durbar’s explanation of this case is that no land is let out by it under settlement for 
10 years, except on the understanding that the lessee or his heirs and assigns, il' he dies, shall be 
answerable for y»e full and regular payment of ihe Government deinaiui on the same, for the 
entity, term of the settlement, and that security is further, as a rule, required to ensure the due 
fulfilment of this contract 

Where the land is leased out to other parties in consequouee of the representative of a 
deceased or absent lessee, or the latter’s security, being unable to cultivate it, such representative 
and security arc still held answerable for any deficiency in the full amount of the original 
Government demand on the part of the persons to whom it is let out for cultivation, and it has 
been always customary to exact the same. 

* 3. The Commission has no reason to doubt tlie correctness of the explanation of tlie grievance 
under this head afforded by the Durbar agent, and is of opinion that the case is one in which 
its intcifercnee is not warranted. 

liooking, however, at the undoubted hardship inflicted on the petitioners by the grievance 
represented by them, the President of the Commission requested the agent to have tlicir case laid 
before the Maharaja without <leluy, in view to the same receiving His Highness’ consideration, 
and in the hope that the relief of iho petitioners from the liability under which they now sufler 
may b(* sanctioned by him. • 


Cask No. .‘12. 

General Attachment of Wuttuns throughout the Bahoda State. 

1. No depositions have been taken by the Commission in proof of the gener.il attachment of 
Wuttftns, as the fact was notorious', and admitted by the Durbar. 

Phe Durbar agent .‘states thsit about K or 10 years ago His Ilighne.ss the late Kljundenu» 
attachod Wiittuns }>ending iuejuiry, and that His Highness Mulbarnio Ims issued a, pro(:lamaiion 
removing the attachment, by whic*h arrangement they will be restored and continue to be held as 
herotofore, until the right oi the parties has been formally adjudicated. 

3. The liesident, in ,his final statement on this case, dated 6th January 1874, observes that 
the titles of WuttundarcS are more ancient than that of the Uaekwar himself, and that the 
general confiscation of Inams and spoliation of alUclosses by the present administration have 
caused the greatest alarm and diecontont « 

, 4. It is admitted that the attacthmont of Wuttuns complained of was the act of the late Gaekwar 
8*ot 10 years agoj and that the present Chief is only responsible for not having removed it, which 
was, under the circumstances, hardly perhaps to have been looked for at his hands. This he has, 
however, now consented to do, and the Commission would suggest that he be advised to adopt 
some equitable method of dealing finally with the questions at issue, in regand to the vatans of 
the State, with the least possible delay, so as to remove all ground for anxiety or discontent 
amongst these classes. 


C^sK No. 36. 

COMTLAINT of KaXIR ShaHA >SaHII<. 

’ . I 

'Phe complainant’s statement is summarised as follows:— 

Compl<unant came to Baroda between tw'o and three years ago, from Southem India, and 
lived at a dharamsala near the railway station ; used to write general Baroda news to a news¬ 
paper published at Rampura in Moi-adabad, but wrote* nothing against the Gaekwar or his 


\? ctonsequenee of a person with whom he had a quarrel ipforming the Durbar 

that he wrote to the paper in question, and was taketi to the Fouzdfari, where his de^ition was 
recorded, and, on his admitting that he had written to the paper, he was sent to jiul; was not 
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out aid not refer to the charw against complainant ot writing to the paper, for which.he under* 
stood, he was punished. After nine months* imprisonment complainant .was released at the 
instance of the Resident. When he was arrested his property, of about Rs. 26 value, was 
attached and sold, and, on his release, lie was given Us. 4, which it had realised, and Rs. 2 more 
to pay Ibr^ a railway ticket to Bombay. He, however, went to the Residency to tell his story, 
and was given a pass to remain at Baroda. Subsequently, being discovered when bathing at the 
river by some Baroda sepoys, he was conducted out of Gaekwari territory, and threatened with 
imprisonment if he again entered it. 

Complainant admits that five manuscript papers in the Urdu character, produced Imforo the 
Commission by the Durbar agent, are in his handwriting, and that the signatures on three, other 
papers similarly produced are his own. 

2. The Durbar agent states that u regular inqiiiry was instituted info the t^e against the 

complainant, that the papers produced before the Coininission, which he admits were written by 
him, show the Ubcllous nature of his letters to the newspaper, and that he thereby comniiUcd an 
hftVnco against the Maliaraja personally and his govcrnmoni. He was accordingly sentenced to 
12 years’ imprisonment, but was released on the Resident’s recommendation that he should 
he expelled from Baroda territory. 'J'he agent denies that the Durbar ordered his expulsion, 
notwitlwtanding his being in pr)8Hcs,sion of a pass from th(j Resident to remain, and adds that the 
Durbar considered him to be one of its own subjects, and that it was justified in the action it 
took against him. . . ' 

3. The Resident, in his final stetement in this case, observes that the Durbar’s explanation, 
though plausible, does not afford information as to the real cause by which it was acituated in 
possing so severe a sentence on the complainant; that the latter was suspected of publishing 
libellous statements, on the strength of certain manuscript paj>er8 found in his possession, but 
that he denies that these were jmblished, and the Durbar has failed to offer any proof that they 
were so. Complainant declares that he only wrote the truth in the papers produced before the 
Commission, and there is no legal evidence forthcoming to warrant so severe a punishment. 
The Resident then remarks that there must have been another cause for the latter, and states 
that he was prepared to give evidence that such (‘ause was to be found in complainant’s con¬ 
nexion with tlio case of a house servant of the Maharaja’s, who is said to have been poisoned under 
aggravated circumstences. Tlie Resident furtlier avers that his interference in- this cose was 
based on the sole ground that complainant was a British subject, an<l that had the Durbar fur¬ 
nished its proceedings to him when demanded by him it could not have represented the case to 
the Commission in tine aspect it has brought it forward. 

4. ’J'he Commission has given this ease very careful consideration, and finds itself unable to 
adopt the Resident’s view of it, which is based on extranr^ous information which has not come 
before it, and on the trustwortliincss of which it can form no opinion. 


In the first place the complainant was not stated in the Schedule ti) be a British subject, and 
himself put forth no claim before the Coinmi8Bi(»n to protection on that score, nor has anything 
transpired in connexion with him or his casts to show that he has any title thereto. According 
to his !)wn account he is a wanthiring Vakir, and came’to Baroda three years ago from the sputh 
t)f India, and appears to have no tslaiui to any sfiocial nationality. Nex^ following his own 
deposition, w'hich is that with which alone tlio Coiiiniission has (o deal in the east^ Ije was 
arrested on information given against him by a jierson with whom he hud a quarrel, of Tiis being 
in tho habit of writing to the public papers, and admitted the fact. He does not state that the 
manuscripts produced before the Commission were then shown to him, but as these roanuHcriptS 
contain the libellous statements which formed the subject of the iJiarge, against him, and for 
writing which ho himself understood be was punished, there can be no reasonable .ground for 
doubting that they were so. 'i'he manuscripts in question, whi«h are admitted by the com¬ 
plainant to betn his own handwriting, proved on perusal by the Jeypore Minister, who is one of 
the mombors of the Commission, to contain a string of highly defamatory,statements regarding 
the Maharaja personally, which, however founded on fact, were no doubt grossly exaggerated/ 
and could not but render the writer liable to a very sevexc jiunisbiiient in any Native State in 
India; and, after hearing their purport, the Commission is quite,of opinion that, however they 
came into the hands of the Durbar, it was fully warranted in taking proceedings against him in 
connection with them, and in punishing him therefor on his own acknowledgment that h« had 
written them. . 


The Commission, iiowever, at the same time, considers that the sentence was very excessive, 
and, though the complainant is, in its opinion, altogether undeserving of sympathy or inter¬ 
ference on his own account, it has no doubt that the action of the Resident in his behali 
appeared to be warranted under Colonel Phayre’s view of the case, and that complainant s escape 
^m the long term of imprisoimicnt imposed on him may be regarded as a not unsatisfactory 
fesult of that action. 


SCHEDULE II. 
Casks Nos. J57 and Cl. 


SCHEDULE HI. 


Casks Nos. 1 and 4, 

■ 

GrtiEVANcKS of the State und other Bankers at Baroda. 


The case (tf the (grievances of the hanking firms is referred to by the Resident in bis letters to 
the Bombay Uovermnent, No. dated y«th Jtine 1H73 (paras. 13 and 14), and No. dated 
Slst August 1873 (para. 3), • 

The following is a summary of the .evidence laid before the Commission iu the above cases :— 


f. —Cask No. 37 of S(’HKDui.k II. 


1. The complaiiianU a youth of 18, the howl of the old State Rank of Hari Bhagti, of Barotla, 
states;— ' * 

(1.) On his jwioption t)y Iho then head of the linn, the laticr paid r» lakhs as Nnzarana to the 

Smio. 

(S?.) Tn 18(!3, when lie was a child, his adoptive father being then dead, the late Gaekwar 
oxiK^ted from his inothor n liond of lakhs ol‘ rupees, which, on the allegation of a (Joomasla, 
Ifis lliglinoss ehiiined to be due by the firm to the State. Some live or six years subscc|uent]y, 
diiriui', which six lakhs had been paid up iu part of this amount, proof was adduced that the 
money was not really due, and Khundorao vi'niittcd further payments on the bond und ordered the 
rijfund of the six lakhs then jmid up. He, liowevor. neither repaid tins amount nor restored the 
hoRd, though be lived for a year and a lialf or two years longer.' 'riie present Chief has restorod 
the bond, but has not refunded the six lakhs. 

(3.) Rs. 75,000 were lent by the firm to the present Chief, as a jirivate transaction, before he 
succeeded to the (ladi, and inunerliately after Ins accession comjilainant was eoinpollcd to give 
him an acquittance ihereofi 

(4.) Some seven or eight months ago ho was similarly compelled to lend some diamonds and 
other valuiihle jow<‘ls, of the value of which he is ignorant, to the Maharaja, by whom they were 
kopt,snhse(piout to wliieh the bond f»r 20 lakhs was returned to him. 

(5.^ At the Dewali, in 1872, deponent wa.s veijuired to give u]> tt» the Maharaja an eim'rald 
necklace worth four er five lakhs of nqiees, to nxleem which from the person to whom it was 
mortgaged the (Government lent (toinplainjuit two and a half lakhs, ef wliicJi sum he has since 
repaid Rs. 1,00,000, and at the sanio time His Highness took a chandelier and clock from liis 
house. 


ere 


ffi.) Ah<mt the same tinu; eonifdainant way compelled against his will (o give the (ioveninumt 
I'dit to the iiuMimt ol lbs. 2o.0t)0 on account of tlie uomfintn'ent of a certain person as cashier 


upiiointn'ent ot a c('rtaiii person 
to Governmctil, merely heeaui-o his OnomahU iiad promised that such slmnld he dune. 

(7.) In 187] ilio T)l■c^ent Cfisief resumed feu*’ Inain villages and cash uliowancos, aggregating 


rhe 


Rs. 20,000 In vrlne, ami look pijssossion (d* a gardt'ii at Ranala, all belonging to the firm, 
v^anads for the villagers av(‘ produ(5ed and are admitted ))y the Durbar agent to be genuine. 

9. 1^110 Durbar agent repli(5s:— 

(1.) 'I he levy ol a Na/.araua of live lakhs by the late Chief on Cemplahiant/s adojttion was 
made in ae^nrdauco witli the cu4mn ef l:h(^ State. 

(ti.) I'here is no recoid of the late Gaekwar’s Inning ordered t,h(5 return or cancehmmt of th(‘ 


bond fur 20 laklis. 


managet^ to v 


iklis. it was retunK‘<l by tlui presont ffiiief, on the representation of coinpIaiiimU’s 
anwent tin* firm being ruined, and complainant ttien presontetl u Nazarana oi' the 


emerald necklace and <dhei- ovnaim nls, Us. 25,000 iu cash, and the garden in Baroda. 

• (3.) The ac(juittanee for tin* loan of Us. 7-5,000 was given by complainant vohujtarily, 

(4.) Complainant oH'er(Hl a Nazavana (-f Us. 7.5,000 for the removal of the tuanager of the fir 


. . , . . manager ot me tirni 

appointed Ji>y the late Chief, and grfvc a bond for tlmt amount. He afterwards solicited the 
re-iippointment of the same ntan, und his rotjUCot was complied with. 

(r>.) As regards the resumpti(»u of the Inam \ jllagcs, and the stopjiagc of the cash allowances 
enjoyed by the firm,^ all debts true to the latter from the State having been paid off, the con- 
^titmance of such grants was no longer necessary. 


3. ^rhe Rcsidonl, In his final statement on this case, dated 3rd January 1874, enters into «ome 
alters which have not !>c*tin'noticed by the corapUinaiit iu hia ^deposition, and calls in 
leation the accuracy of the Durbar Hgenrs explanation on all the points on* which the same has 


matters 
question 
lieon oftered. 

There is, however, a discrepancy between lys version und that of the <*.oinplaiuant before the 
Commission as to the year iu which the payment of instahmiiits on the bond for 20 lakhs exacted 
from oomplaiuant\s mother ceased, the former making it 18C4 and the latter 1808-011. 

4. The Commission deems it bott*n*, in oDusidcring this case, to adhere to the several items of 
grievamic made before it by the complainant und admitted by the Durbar, and, after duo con- 

siderjr^- '.. ^ ^ - 

exaction 
sev' 

pass an opinion. 


•levaime made before it by the complainant und admitted by the Durbar, and, after duo con- 
leration, it has conic to the conclusifm (l) that the levy of the Nazurana of 6 lakhs, and 
aclitm of the liomi for 20 Inkhs* with tlie payment of G lakhs thereon, which occurred 
vcral years ago in the time of the late tiaekwar, ore matters on which it is not called on to 


(2.) As rog.ird^; the exactir.n («) of an 4^quittauce for the lU. 7.5,000 due by the present Chief 
to the firm on account ol hiau made by it to him before his accession, and when ho was in 

7 7/il. nf t.hn vnliiiiKln inu’i.lci 1 m- *1... .A.... ......I..._i i_ aL. _ ta _i. 



viz., the return of h bond that appears to ^ve been no longer justly valid, whatever the circum¬ 
stances under which it was originally obtained j (o), of a bond for R«. 75,000, as admitted by . the 
Durbar agent,, for the removal of too maoj^er of the firm appointed by the Durbar itself; and 
(d, the resumption of the Inam and cash allowances helu by the head of the firm under 
hereditary Sanads and enjoyed by him and his predewssors for many years past, the Commission 
is of opinion that, considering that the complainant in this case was a minor and a ward of the 
Durbar, whicli bad made its own selection of a manager for the firm, and wp therefore in a way 
responsible for the proper conduct of its business and of its interests, the proceedings thus 
admitted by the Durbar itself towards an old banking firm of snch respectability, and which 
seoras to have possessed many chunis to the good offices and support of the State, cannot but be 
regarded as discreditable and indeed spoliatoiy. 


TI.—Cask No. fit of Si:iikdwi,k II. 

1. The agent of Chunilal Dahjharam, banker of Baroda, with branch lirms at Bombay, ’ 
Ahmedabad, and other places, states that Chunilal has been on bail terms since with the 
Sir Fouzdar, by whose order, ill January 1871, the houses and property of the fini^"Were placed 
under attachment, and the records and papers removed to his housb. liepVniont was summoned, 
and directed by the Sir Fouzdar to inaKC a false statement, im])livating a cerbiin person in 
connexion with an alleged transaction of the late lihow Sciudia, and, under a tlireat of being 
imprisoned in fetters, signed two papers, of the contents of which he was ignorant Four or five 
inontiis subsequently he was again snmraoiiod and told he had been lined Rs. 15,000. On his 
refusing to pay his debtors were forbidden to pay. him their dues, owing to wliicli be had suflered 
a loss of Ks. i7,00(t I’he branch firm at Visiiagar \v;is also attaclied, but was rclcasejl three 
inoi»ths afterwards at the instance of the Hesitlcnt Thrt'c months later the uttaehiiient on the 
fini! at Baroda was removed, and deponent w.as released from confinmiiontf at lus hoas<5, to whicii 
he had till then been snbjoct(*d, on Ids furnishing six’urity for Jis. 15,000 not leave Baroda. • 

Mo rmteived back the ^lapers of the linn I j years aft(?r they bad been tak<iu by the Sir 
lA>uzdar. 

De])oncnt now solicits (1) tlwit be may be allowed to collect his debts and carry on his business 
without intovJereuco; (il), that the fine ol' Its, 15,000 nuiy be remitted ; and (8), that his socurity 
may be released. 

a, 'rhe Durbar Agent states that it wes brought to the Durbar’s notice that tlie coniplainmit 
Jiad Iweii indulged by the laic Bhow Sciudia t,o make a false entry in his accounts hi onler to support 
a charge of bribery against Captain Salmon, the Assistant Resident, and that the accounts of the 
firm had heeii tamport*d with with this ol)jo(5l. J’ho Diirliar intended to fine complainant, who 
ottered jiay Us. 5,()0I) if allovvcil to rectover Ins debts, the payment of wliicIi it Jiad stopped, 
and it is now prepared to limit tln^ lint' to that amount, and to (cancel tlie security .bond when it 
is paid. Thi* coniplalnant’s allegation of lus bignatnn* having Ixion taken <‘ompulsorily to certfim 
documents is untrue. Mo signed them voluntarily. 

S. 'Fbo Resident, in liis liual stiitemcsnt on this case, cbalicngos the Durbar’s version of its 
proceedings in it, aiul urges that tlun’c is no record in the Residency of any such nature in 
corinoxion with Captain Salmon, and tlmt the action taken against tlii^ complainant appears to 
have been merely owing to personal ill-will and spite on the [lart of the Sir Fouzdar. 

-1. 'rile Conmiission is not in a pofdtion lo form a trustworthy judgment as lo the exact, merits 
of this case, but it infers frop) the course taken in it hy tliu Durbar that thoro could have been 
no formal couvictioii of the eomplaiiiaiiL on any specific charge, and it is therefore of opinion tliat 
tlie {U'.tion taken towards him was aililtrary, and unjust, as regards the stoiipagc of his business.'* 




III.— (.‘ask No. 1 of ScHKOUM-; III. 


'riie agent and ropresentativ<? of the firm of Motilal Samal, banker of Baroda, with branches 
at Surat, Alimetlabad, and Bombay, stales that the firm was o-stahlished at Baroda 125 years ago, 
and at the perioil of the aeceasuni of the present Maharaja«Mulh{irra5^ that ^t enjoyed,[from tlnj 
State cash emolunieiitK and Inam vilhige.s, granted to it by bis predecessor, of■ the annual value 
of about Ils. y5,00t), and a l^agah cstidilisliment of C2 horses employed in the contingent. 


About 15 moiitlis ago the whole of these were resumed on the plea of an unfoinidod claim for 
‘bts duo hy the linn to the State for 50 years jjast. I’he sum claimed was Rs. l,25,t)00, and the 



objects to pay. 

About 15 lakhs of rupees arc duo to the firm from the Sirdars and Sillcdars, for the liquidation 
of which, from their pay, deponent claims the aid of the Gaekwar’s Oovemment. 

Motilal, the head of the house, went to Alimedabad on urgent business about the time of the 
resumptions stated above, and the day after he left, all his pronerty and everything belonging 
to the firm was attached. Ho returned from Ahmedabad about six months ago, and tvas 
assigned a dwelling in the Baroda Cantonment by the 'Resident, in -whii-h he lived about four 
months, when he fell ill and wont back to Ahmedabad. He died there after a few days. 

The firm has lost lakhs of rupees from the Durbar’s nroceedings, and has been (:oin])ellcd to 
close its branehcH. It lias lost its credit, and no one will do any business with it. 

2. The reply of the Durbar in this disc is given in j'ull under No, 21, Case I, Schedule JI., lu 
winch that part of the complaint which refots to the resumption of tlio Pagahestabliahnicnr, and 
the emoiumenta and Inam villages enjoyed by the firm from the State, bus been considgretl and 
deposed of. 


V ) 


The Durbar agent states^ 

(1). With roi»pect to the attachment placed on the property of the fimi) tiiat this was done in 

one in 
no liBt 


(*2). With regard t6 complainant’s efaim on the Durbar for aid to recover the iums due to the 
firm by the Sardarayind Sillrdars, that t!ic payment of any sums of this account guaranteed by it 
will bo mode .a^ording to the terms of the guarantee. 

(3) . With'regard to complainant’s claim to exemjytion from the payment, of Rs. 20,000, on 
account of court fees due by him to the State, that the Durbar denies that such exemption 
was ever granted by the late Chiefj and that the fees demanded are only such as ore usual in 
such cases. 

(4) . As regards the resumption of the Inam villages, that they were given to the firm, when it 

had extensive dealings with the St^ito, and large sums were due to it by the latter, in part 
satisfaction of which these grants were made. When it appeared from an examination of the 
accounts that*thc tlebts were f>aid in full, the Durbar considered there was no necessity for 
continuing the grants, and tlioy were therefore resumed. ‘ 

3. The Resident, in his final statement, dated Si!6th December 1873, on this case, alludes to 
tlie Maharaja's jiersona) treatment of the deceased head of the firm, Motilal, and observes that, 
on his accession, His Highness closed accounts with the old State bankers witli the object, 
according to his own account, o(‘clearing oft’the larg(» debt he found to be due by the State. He 
first, however, endeavoured to make this firm pay up U lakhs in fuli of all demands, which sum 
was afterwards reduced to i{ths of a lakh, ana finding that this arbitrary demand was resisted, 
commenced to ruin the linn, by a-tfciching its household and other property ; ignoring the SUitc 
debts and its responbihilities in connexion with the sums due to the hanker from the Sardar and 
Sillcdar class : and, finally, confiscating the Inams Nemiiooks, Pagah, &c., enjoyed by the firm 
under grants from previous Hac^kwars. 

The Resident has during the last eight months cinloavoiired, hut unsuccessfully, to obtain a 
fair settlement of accounts between the State and th»» firm. 

The agent who at.tend(*d the Durbar for this purjxise in September 1872 was detained in 
custody by it, to compel him to yield to its demands, till released at the. instance of the then 
Resident 

The resumption oftlu^ Inam villages on the grounds stated by the Durbar was never customary 
before. These villages were granted for foriiior good services, and not in connexion with (current 
transactions, and the present Chief is the first lliiler who has treated the banking and mercantile 
classes in the manner set forth in this and other similar instances. 

Finally, the Resident urges that the Durbar agent has made no attempt to refute the serious 
evidence adduced in this case. 

4. The ConuniBsion has already recorded its opinion, under No. 21, Case 1 of Schedule II., 
that the proceedings of the Durbar towards this firm, in the summai'y attachment of its Pagah 
establishment., and the resumption of its cash emoluments and Inam villages on the grounds 
stated, were iiarsh and arbitrary, and calculated to excite alarm amongst the old employes of tlu? 
State. 

It is not in a position to form a judgment as to tlm claims of tlie Durbar on the firm, or vice 
verad of the firm on the Durbar, in the final settlement of accounts between them; but according 
to^the statement of the complainant these have been now adjusted, with the exception of the 
Durbar’s demand of Us. 20,(M)0 on account of court foes due to it by the firm, but alleged by the 
flatter to have been remitted by the late Chief by a verbal order. The original liability of the 
firm for this payment is not nispiited by tlie complainant, and it is not dear that the present 
Chief is bound to recognise as valid the alleged veii>al remission l>y his predecessor of so largo an 
item of State revenue, though a careful inquiry into the whole circumstances might show that 
such obligation didyoally exist. I'ho Cominissimi, can, however, ofTor no opinion on the point. 

Witii negard to the reuHon assigned hy the Durbar for placing an attachment on the shops and 
property of the firm, viz., tlie head of the latter having left no one in charge of them when lie 
went to Ahincdid)ad without leave, the (’ommission finds itself quite unable to accept so obviously 
imjirobable a statement, and it'eannot but regard this act of the Durbar’s as a needlessly high¬ 
handed and oppressive one, e.spo(tialIy with rel’eronce to the long-standing respectability 
and reputation of the firm, and n.s undoubted claims to the protection and support of the 
Government. 

It is not in the power of the Comrni.sgion to state what aid should #bo given by the Durbar to 
the firm in effecting an adjustment of its advances to tlie Sardar and Silledar classes, but it 
appears to l>e but reasonable that no clningc should be made in the practice heretofore in force 
on this head, without fair and suHicieiit notice. 

As regards the resumption of tlto Inam villages, the Commission has no reason to doubt from 
the wording of the Sanuds, that they were bestowed on the firm for former good services, and had 
no concern with cuii'ent tiVmsactions. 



.^msequence ot its nead, Motual, naving lett Darooa witnout leave, ana tnere being no 
charge of his shops and property there, that locks and seals were put on the latter, but 
was made out. The Resident was informed six or seven months ago that Motilal was at 
to come and take possession of his property, but he never came. 


IV.— Case No. 4 ofScHBDia.E ill. 


Amtha Ranchod, formerly of Baroda^ hut now of Bombay, states that he was formerly a 
subject of the Gaekwar's, hut in September 1869 took the oath of all^lsnce to the British 
Government, and became a British subjedl, of which fact he produces a formal certificate. 

Complainant imprisoned and his houses and firm were attached by the late Gaekwar iu 
1867, id connexion with a dispute witli hk mother ; and on his release and the removal of the 


_A 


^ re»ded thw the time required to euable him to become a 6ritish subject u&der the Act* 
When be was impiisoned, certain jewels and State bonds, of the aggr^ate valtte of Rs. 60|000 
were taken possession of by the late Gaekwar. Deponent subsequently returned to Barodo, on 
the promise of the late Chief that the attachment on his property should be removed, and the 
jewels were returned, with the exception of a portion, of the value of Rs. 4,000. Deponent 
therefore refused to receive them, and at an interview with His Highness KhuiidnraOf two months 
before his death, the latter promised that all the jewels should be restoreti and the attachment 
removed from the houses, but he died Iwfore these orders were carried out. 

Ihe present Chief did not remove the attachment on tho houses till 187% when at the iuHtaiioe 
of the then Resident it was done, but the jowels and State bonds have never,(men restored to 
the complainant, who states he has furthoi; suffered a loss of Rs. 75,000 from the cossation of his 
business, in consequence of the proceeding taken towards him. • 

In 1870-71 Ralwuntrao Kaholkar, the Naib Dewan, deposited Rs. 70,000 with complainant, 
taking his receipt for the samr, and a year afterwards this amount was demanded from him by 
the Maharaja, who, on his declining to give it up till the receipt was returned to him, atiaohod 
his firm, and his own ami his partner’s private houses. At the end of four months this attachment 
was withdrawn at the instance of tlio Rcbidcnt, on dejjonenfn paying over thoi Rs. 70,000, his 
receipt being then returned to him. 'I’liis proceeding involved a further loss to deponent of 
Rs, 13,000 (»r 14,000. 


2. Ti»e Durbar agent sPites that in the late Chief’b time an award of Rs. 50,181 was given 

against coniplainant in his dispute with his step-inolhcr, and that Rh. 30,41.1 in cash and 
Rs. 19,708 worth of jewels wore accordingly given over to her from his estate. The late Chief 
subsequently look thejowcL back and deposited them witii complainant, but on his step-mother 
representing the case to the present Chief, he ordered them to oe again restored to her. 7’hc 
agent docs not dispute the fact of the attachment of the finq by the ptesont Chief, in connection 
with the Naib Dewan’s deposit of Rs. 70,000 with it. ‘ ^ 

3. The Resident in his Huai statement in this case, dated blst I^ecember 1873, observes that 
the arbitrary proceetliugs to which the complainant has been subjected have involved him in 
losses estimated at Rs. 75,000 and Rs. 1.3,000 respectively, and that he is entitled to a full inquiry 
into his case, in ^'icw to obtaining compensation from the (laekwar. 


4. The Commission is not in a position to jiass any ojiiuion as to (1) the grounds on which the 
attachment of complainant’s property was originally ordered by the late Chief in IH67, or (2) thq 
real value of the jewels iuid (lovernmeut bonds of which he states he was then deprived, tho iti- 
foniiation before it on both points boing insufficient to enable ii to form any judgment on*them. 

5. With regard to the alleged proceedings of the presunt Chief hi agatii attaching complainant's 
property 1o comjiel payment him of a large sum deposited with him by the then Naib J)owan, 
the measure was undoubtcdly a harsh one, but few Native (/niofs would j)robabIy have scrupled to 
adopt it under similar ciri-umstances, it appearing that tin* Naib Dcuaii, wliose rapacity and gross 
abuse of liis official position were notorious, had fallen into disgruco, and that he was imprisonod 
ami an ordi'r issued for the soi/uro and attachment of all his property. I’he rofusal of the banker 
to give up the amount depositccl with him, without the return to him of bis receipt for the same, 
was a natural measure ot precaution on his part, but the course taken by the Durbar to enforce 
(oinpliunce with its demand Hoems to the Commission to have been quite in accordance with the 
ordinary practice in such cases of nativij governments. 


(xKNKUAl. OkhKHVATIONS AND OlMNlON Or THK COMMISSION. 

V'. In its closing remarks on each of the foregoing Ctises the Commission has recorded its 
opinion as ti) the merits of each, so far as it has been in its power form the same, and it will 
only add that the general charactci of tho Durbar's proceedings in them appeal s to it t<» warrant 
the view that tlu> banking classes at Raroda liavo, for some time past, been liable to harsh and 
arbitrary treatment of an unusual charaeter at the haiuls of the administration, and that froirf tho 
instancos of such troatment that have come boforo the Commission under this and other heads of 
its inquiry, it is impossible to doubt that wealthy individuals or jirms at flhrodn, why are niif in 
favour with tlie Maliaraja or his principal officials, have grave groqtids for alarm and anxiety as fo 
the freedom from molestation of themsolvos and their property. 


SCHEDULK 11. 

Cask. No. 30. 

Thk Floc.gino Cask. 

In this case, which has formed the subject of correspondence between tlio Resident of Haroda 
and the Durbar, and between tho Resident of Raroda and the Ronihay Government, eight 
persons were charged by the Durbar with poisoning one 'J^atia l*owar, a coiitidential servant of 
Ills Highness the Gaekwar. It appears that on Sunday, 16th March 1873, the said Tatia 
Powar was present at some ceremonies in connexion with the Holee festival which took place in 
the city of Baruda. All^er returning from those ho went to dinner, and shortly afterwards whs 
seized with liolent vomiting and purging, which caused his death in a few hours. His sister 
appears to have suspected at once Uiat her brother had been poisoned, and she gave information 
to tho police and judicial authorities, which lod to the arrest of the following persons;— 

Narayen bin Shivba, 


1. Diqiba Kamati, 

2. Ghanu, 

3. Vithoba, 

4. Raghu Savant, 


6. Laksuman bin Paiutoba. 

7. Borah EatU*h Ali, 

8. An oilman. 




V ) 


These eight persons were at once arraigned and tried by the judicial aitthorides; and, being 
convicted, were sentenced to be imprisoned for Ufe, and to receive twelve kshes each, at each 
of certain Hxed places. The flogging was nccordingly indicted; and one of the wen (No, % 
G'hanu), 2>eingy it is said, of a delicate constitution, died under it. 7'iie Jiesident states that 
those of the aliove eight persons who confessed their guilt allege that the confessions were 
ext(»ri<'d by'tbc flogging in question, and points out thatjt is a question for consideration— 

1. Whether Tatia Pewar was, in fact, poisoned us alleged ? 

2. Whether tlio flogging inflicted was a judicial sentence inflicted after a legal investigation, 
or whether the floggii^ in question was the cuuso of, and preceded the confession of, four or five 
out of thf> aecjttsed eight jiersons ? 

Tho CommisHinn did not, when this case was brought forward, feel in a positinivto settle these 
two points satisfactorily, and thoiiglit the only means of forming some sort of judgment on the 
matter was by explaining the particulars to the Durbar agents present, and requesting them 
to make any remarks thereon tuey thonglit necessary. The Coumiission also requested to be 
furnished with the original proceedings held by tho Judicial Court which tried the previously- 
mentioned eight prisoners. 


2. 'I'ho Sir l^)uzdj,;r, Halwuntrao Yeshwuiit, one of the Durhar agents who daily uilended before 
c Coinniissinii, then proj)oscd to jtut in tlie original proceedings, containing full particulars of 
c trial, ami all information as to what took place at the trial, winch, he informed the Corn- 
si(Ui, was held before him as Chief .liidicial Olllcer of liarocla. lie added that tho coiifepHiuns 
e taken dowii in his presence, atid signed hy the prisonors before him in the course of the 
c-eedings, ami that these proeoiidings were completed, and the sentence of jnmishment 
iiounced, bcf«m^ iiunishnieiit was infli(tt(id. Tho original proceedings were tluui received, and 
ered by the Commission to be tratislated into the English language. 


the 
the 

missitui, was held hefore him as Chief .Judicial CJIllcer of IJarocla. lie added that tho coiifepHiuns 
were taken dowii in his presence, and signed hy the prisonors hefore him in the course of tho 
procecdii 
])roHoune. 

ordered by the Commission to bo tratislated into tho English language. 

:i. 'i'he Resident of Raroda, in hiB final reply, takes exception gcticrally to the judicial pro- 
•eedings, and makes a iletaihul iiommenl on them, and on the proceedings of the linrhar in this 
imi other eases, lie also forwards translations of some ilejiositions taken after the Com- 

..i;..-.. A,. .1... i:.._.iiA „ ■ i • .• .« 


mission loft Raroda, tending to throw discredit on the judicial investigation held belbre the 
Durbar authorities. 


^ OciXION AND (inNKIlAt. UkMAUK’S RV THE CoAlMISSlOX*. 

In this case it is impossible to form a satisfactory judgment. On the one hand, the Resi¬ 
dent is cvidciilly ot opinion that the jmlicial ])incpodings which have boon placed before tho 
Commission by tin; Durbar are perfectly usele:-s, and that they wore framed snhsequcntly to the 
punishment inflicted, lie also, it is dear, cm irely disbelieves the facts stated in the difleront 
depositions. On the other hand, th('rc can ho no doubt that the death of'J'atia Rowar was very 
suspicious ; am], as far as the Conmiissiou can judge, he seems to have died cither from cholera 
or the ertocts of pois(m. In an Englisli court of justice more ddinito evidence would have been 
ix*quired before the alleged poisoning could liavo been held to be proved; and certainly more 
evidence would have heen re<|uircd before the guilt would have been hold to have hoen estab¬ 
lished against tlio eight prisoners. Rut the Commission does not feci itself in a position to sit 
as a i;ourt of At)pcal, to dctermiiu' wbethm- ])risoners liave been properly or improperly convicted 
by the judicial courts of Iho Raekwar. in this instanco the formal proceeding.s held on (lie trial 
have been placed before tlu- (.’oiiimission liy the judge before whom tliey were held. This 
oiUcer Stab'S that tlio dej>ositions and statements were taken down in his presence with rino 
fonntilily, and all the proceedings were completed lioforo the infliction of tluj punishment. 'I'hc 
iimtter was then Inlly ox])hiined to His llighncss the Rackwar, who himself, as he told tho 
ItcMdcnt, orderi d the punishment to ho inflieted ; though under tho circumstances ho would 
have licou justiJit'd, he allegc's, in passing sentence of death on tho prisoners, 

. There seems to be no pani(rular reason why, if hand fuU suspicions were not entertained 
ugamst the eight prisonors, ihev should have been singled out as the tdlegcd perpetrators of a 
coUl-bluudc^l murdi'v. • And whether Tatia Rowar was really poisoned or not, and whether the 
eight persons cmivicted of beiim coiieoriied in his death wore really guilty or notjtheCommi.s-. 
Hion IS not coMMiiced that tlu'Dnrlmv authorities have any doubt on the matter. It is much to 
he regretted that the flogging was rarrri^d out so brutally or carelessly that one man died at 
.once Iroin the cfiect of such tri'at^^ but bearing in mind that under the laws now in force 
fn England and Rntisli India, garotlors and other oftendors are punished, and very properly, 
with severe flogging, the Comimssion does not feel called on to condemn flogging in Riroda 
when adjudgcil as a puinshiflciii for heinous ofleiices. In this particular ense the Raekwar 
imght ho invited b> uuimrr and mfom Govermnent how it was that a man'who is now alleged 
to have been delicate should ha^c been so severely flogged as to have died under it: and if 
any careJossness or needless severity could he substantiated against the subordinate who 
mlhcte-d the pmushminit, or those whose dut^^ bci' it carried out, due notice should bo 

taken ol tto conduct. All tho proceedings, depositions, and the remarks by the Resident will 
be found lu the proper plat e. ^ 


Cake No. 40. 

The soizure of respectaW.; n.aiTicU ami ani..8ino(l Women at Baboiu for compulsorv servioc 

‘ Locnuis ’ or Hocseholu Slaves in the Palace. 

Tlie {p-ievanoes of this class of complaints are referred to by the Resident in para. U of his 

August isrs. and enLsed ooiVof 


1, The iwmos of nine oo^kioanta are brought forward by the Healdent under this head 
in Schedule II.» as instances In support of the general charge, and the case of each k summarised 
as follows:— 

No. 1 . Kaisobal Jetba Shaimali, of Saroda.'—The statoment given of this case, which is 
recorded at length in paras. 5 and 6 of the Resident’s yad to the Maharajja of Iflth August i87fl 
(referred to above), shows that the complainant’s wife was seduced from her hubbandis house by 
a private individual, and that she refused to return to him. There is noj^ing whatever to bhow 
that compulsion of any sort has been used towards her to make her a “ Loundi” in the palace, 
and the btatemont that she is permitted to carry on her intorcouihe with tbu niau who seduced 
her appears to bo opposed to the allogatioii that she is really a “ J^iindi,” lu the ordinary acci*p- 
tation of the term. 

T'he Resident has been accordingly informed to this effect, and that the Commission does not* 
consider tlio easo to be one that it can interfere in. 

No. 2 . The daughter of one Malsabi, stated to belong to the Indore ton itory.—Tlio cireum- 
stanccB of this case are given in para. 7 of the Robich‘iit’s yad to the (iaekwar of J5th August 
1873, already referred to, but as neither the coinjilainaut noi her mother ih in attendance, flm 
(Commission is unable to investigate the case. • * 

No. 3. Vithabai, wife of one Khondaji, of Haroda.—'T'heeoinplninant d<*poset. that on<» morning 
when her hubhand was away from home three persons, otu* of nhom was a rrninent sepoy, 
eanie and told her she was to go to the l*alnc<* by orrier of the Sarkar. Sin* refused, but, in 
hpito of her entreaties and ro’^istance, was made to accon»])any tlu'in through the btrc<‘ts, in 
which then* were many people, but she did not call for help. *Shc was, on arrival at the Palace, 
taken l^efoie the Maharaja, who inspe<*ted and approve<l of her, and dive<‘tp(i her to be taken to 
serve his niistiess as a Ivoundi. She did nor ciy out oi make any petition t(j llks lliglinebb to lx* 
allowed to go home. Aftei seven or eight days she was released, her husluml iiaving maih* a 
complaint to the Hesident abriut her ease. Slit* was not insulted or injured while in the J^Mocc, 
but was not allowed logo out without being followed by ouc of the sepoys on guanl at her 
inistresh’ apartinents. 

’J'liere weic tea oi twelve rjoiiiidis at the lath'r when complainant first went there, and 
some t(m t)r twelvi* were brougiit subsequently, of whom ahe reinemhers the numcb of some. 
'I’lieso women told her they had been bei/(*d similarly to herself. She received no cornpeusalion 

on her release. • 

• 

'j'liib eomplainanfs statement is confirmeil by the (lovernmeiit Hepf>y, who w'as ouo» of the 
ihvee persons by whom she was seized and ttiken to the Palace, and whom the Conimisbiou 
<lceiiM*(l It desirable to cNainine. I'hixS man is identified by tlu* eom])lainant os the person 
referred to by her. He is now undergoing imprisoiinieut by imlcr of the Durbar, at the instauee 
of the Pesidont, for having been concerned in anothei r ibc of violence. He Htafes he seized 
cimiplaiiuinl at her own lion-.e, as desenbed by hei, by ordei of a Karkuii of the Seiwjmtty’s 
(the Maharaja’s brothei-in law) and a private servant of the C’lin)f himself, that lie look her 
against her wdl to the Palace, where she was .isUed by fin* Maharaja himself if bhe was willing to 
remain. She saiil she was not, and was then oi il(*red to be kept there, I )eponeu( has taken eight 
or ten other women, who had no guardians, and wdio consented to go to the Palace, ('omplainant 
is tin* only woman In* has sp taken against }n*i wdl. He umlcr^-tood that she was taken to bo a 
servant in the Palaco. 


No. i, Jlnmbhao Hnlkri&liua, of Ilarotla.—'Hie < ircumstances of this case are set torth in laira. 
10 of the Kesident’b yad to the Mahaiaja, dated IMb August 1873, already referred to. 

The Resident is informed that the roinmishion is nrepared to investigate the complaint in thiw 
cjiHc, but as neither the romplniuaiit nor his wife will, it appenrs, attend for the purpose, i^is 
unable to do so. 


No. o. One (langJi.—'I'he complainant is sfated by tlie llesidcnl to have left Baroda, and 
her grievance cannot therefore be imjuired into by the Commission. 

No. G. A Koli girl from the Main Kanta, in the keeiiiifg ol 0141 . Balvanfrao Nagarjcar.—Iu this 
case it is stated in the ScUodule that the girl, whose parents ^ro unknown, wishes to remain 
with Balvantnio Nagarkar, uml there therefore appears to be no complaint for inv»*rftigation by 
the Commission. 

No. 7. Chandra llhaga, daughter of one Kasi, of Baroda, states that about 2 ^ months before 
the Diissera she was sewed one rooming, when at her mother’s house, by some five or six (jlovern- 
meut feopoys and two Karkuns, and, in spite of her own and her mother’s entreaties, was taken to 
the Maharaja at the Pdlace. The Karkuns said that she had been brought to be made a seivmil of, 
on which the Maharaja himself ordered her to bo taken to the Rani, in whose bei-viee sue 
remained 2 ^ months. ?sho was not ill-treated, but performed ordinary service a*, an attendant. 
She told the Rani she did not wish to be a servant, but no notice was taken of her complaint. 
There were some a.*) old '‘Loundis” there, but she was the only now one. Deponent was 
roltvaw^d, at the instance of the Resident, three days after the Dubsera, but received no ^xiy for 
her servicos, and no compensation of any sort. She has now no complaint to make. 

This eomplainmit's Btutemcnl is confirmed by her mother Kasi, who states that m*r daught(*r 
was released ns describ(*d by her al the instance ot the Uosideiit, whom she p<*titioned 
regarding her soi/aire and detention in the Palace, 

No. a The case of two girls from Kattywar in the service of the widow of the late Oaekwar, 
Khunderao. 

The girls roforred to have returned to their homos, and their case cannot therefore be inquired 
into by the Commiasion. 


No. 9. Jagoba Jagtap, a relative of His Highness the Gaokwp.—Tlie oomplunant’s grievance 
consists of an alleged aUempt by the Maharaja to possess himself of the person of bis kept 
mistress. This case is not, in the opinion of the Commission, one that it \b eall^ on to investigate. 

R^ident, however, states in hU letter No. 1096, dated 8th December 1873 (in the file of 
this group of cases), that it has been settled. 

No. 80. Ujan, wife of one Partab Bharot, of Baroda, states that last August she was seized 

NoTE—ThiH CBie it not In the Schedule, it one day by Government sepoys when at her father’s 
having come to notice tince the latter’a sub* house, and taken by them, in sDite of the remonstrances 
mission. of lier parents and other people who were in the house 

at the time, to* the palace, her parents following her. On arriving in front of the Palace her 
father induced the sepoys to agree to release her on payment of Rs. 60, which was given them 
6n their return to her home. 

Complainant knew they were Government sepoys because they said so, but did not know their 
names, and could not recognise them if produced before her. 

Complainant’s statement is confirmed by her father, who states that three sepoys were con¬ 
cerned m his daughter’s seizure, and that as they came from the Maharaja there was no use in 
hiscomplainingEto the Chief, and.he had nf)t done so. He could not recognise the sepoys. 

2. The letter from the Resident, No. 109C, dated 8th December 1873, which will bo found in 
the file of this group of caseH, gives some further particulars on the subject, and adds that there 
are some 26 other lemales in a humble sphere of life, who would probably state their cases .if 
accompanied by their friends. The Resident is further anxious that the wife of the Government 
sepoy, whose cVideiu'e in the case of tlie seizure of No. S will be found above under that, should 
be examined by the Coiiiiiiission, but as she has no personal grievance, and her evidence would 
necessarily be chiefly hearsay, and would probably be influenced by her husband’s punishment, 
utid further, as the man himself has been produced and examined, the Commission deems it 
unnecessary to take her statement. 

Tile Resident further suggests that the Durbar be required to reply categorically to certain 
questions which he proposes shall be put to it, but is informed tlhat the Commission is unable to 
a<lupt that course, the Durbar agent L>cing at liberty to offer such remarks as ho is authorised to 
make, but not being liable to examination himself by the Commission. 

The Resident is further informed, With reference to his remark regarding the 26 other females, 
that the Commission is prepared to hear the grievance of any person concerned in this class of 
tases who may desire to state the same lieforo't, and may attend for the purpose. 

3. No*fuTther cases having b(»pn brought forward, the Durbar agent’s reply is recorded. lie states 
generally that females were never seizeil by the* Durbar to be made “ Loundis ” of; that the orders 
of the sepoy, who has given evidence in the cass of No. 3, were only to find out such as were 
willing to take Hervi(M\ Those he brought who were not so willing were sentawajr. 

With regard to the case of the complainants who have appeared before the Commission:— 

(1.) 'riie assertion of No. .3 that she was detained in the Wlace against her will is false. 

(2.) As regards No. 7, she had refused to live with her husband, who had petitioned for a 
restitution of conjugal rights, and was detained at tlio Palace at his request to induce her 
to go back to him. She was released ut the Resident’s instance. Her husband’s 
complaint is still undisposed of. 

(3.) Nothing is kuowu of the case of No, 10 by the Durbar officials. If a complaint had been 
preferred, it would have been inquired into. . * ^ 

4. In his final stiitemcnt, dated 2nd .Tauuarv 1H74, the Resident has reviewed at much length 
the group of cases considered under this head. It is unnecessary to recapitulate here tho remarks 
and arguments urged by him in this paper, all the cases brought before the Commission having 
be#n duly inquired into, with the exception of No. 1, which the Commission has endeavoured, 
but apparently unsuccessfully, to point out to the Resident was a case of private seduction, the 
woman having left her husband’s house of her own free will, and not one falling within the scope 
of»the geueral charge ut the head of this summary, or with which the British Resident apparently 
hail any authority to in^^rfere ptlicially, or this Commission was c-alled on to deal. The circum- 
slaucoH undojr which the woman in this d*asc has returned to her husband not having come before 
the Coiniiiission, it can foiiii im.opinion on that point, but there is nothing in this case to warrant 
tlie belief that the woman was taken into the Palace against her will. 

With respect to the Resident’s observations regarding the non-exaniination by the CommisHion 
of the wife of the Government sepoy, wliose evidence is summarised above, in case No. 3, the 
reason already assigned for fhe course taken by it aj»pears sufficiently explanatory, but it may be 
proper to add here that the Commission has from the first found it absolutely necessary to decide 
against its being, on any plea whatever, drawn into the reception of 'Vogue statements from 
parties who had no personal grievance to bring forward, and to restrict its proceeilings l.o the 
nearing and recording ot the complaints of those who desired to lay before it their own individual 
hardships.^ The pixjpriety of this determination has been abundantly proved in the course of 
the Commission’s proceedings. The ease of the two women formerly belonging to the Ratnogiri 
distnet, referred to in the latter part of the Resident’s letter, has been 'already disposed m in 
cases 12 and IS of Schedule 


GKNKJlAi. OB8Knv.» rro?Jft ANtl Ol'JNlON OK THK CoMMfSSlOK. 

I. The cases under this head which have actually come before the Commission for investiga^ 
tion by it are only three in number, viz,, Nog, 3, 7, and 10. 

II. With regard to Nos. S and 7, the Commission has no doubt of the truth of the statements 

__i_. .. . 


the Palace to render forced service within its walls> and that the Midiaraja bUnself was 
penonally cognisant of this arbitrary proceeding, and himself directed thmr detention, the fact of 
which luter, and of their unwillingneas to serve in the palace, is idrtually admitted by the Durbar 
itself in its yads to the Resident (dated ^Snd August and S6th September 1B78), quoted in hb 
final letter of 2nd January 1874. 

The Commission is further of opinion that the explanation given to it by the Dunbar agent in 
both those cases is altogether unsatisfactory, and in no way relioves tbo .^abari^a from the grave 
and serious personal scandal involved in the shamefully oppressive treatment to which these poor 
women were subjected. 

T11. The case of No. 10 is not so clear, us it rests entirely on the statements of the coinpliunaut 
and her father ; but the Commission sees no reason to doubt the general accuracy of this com¬ 
plaint also, and draws from it the conclusion that, ns might be expected, die inferior agents 
employed, to quote the words of the Durbar agent himself, ** to find out ** (and bring to the 
palace) “ such women as were willing to enter its service,*’ were not slow to take advantage of 
the opportunities for oppression afforded them by so questionable a commission. 

IV. The evidence of No. 7, on the point of tlie forced detention in the palace of other women 
besides herself, who had similarly been seized, is to the effect that, though there #erp 25 other old 
“ Loundis ” in attendance, on the Rani, she was the OTily new one. 

On tho other hand, No. 3 deposes that 10 nr 12 Loundis” were in attendance on the 
lyiaharaja’s mistress when she was sent to her, and that about the same number were brought 
^fter her arrival, and that all these stated tliat they had been seized and (parried off in the>samc 
way as herself. 

The statements recorded by tlic Resident in his letter dattul 2iid January lc?4, regardin^^ cases 
Nos 2 and 5, in this group, appear to the Coiinnission to be conclusive us to the fact of iliese 
women having also been taken to the paWo against tiieir will, and dotaitied there for forcinl 
service. , 

V. On a full consideration of all that hjis thus come before it, the Commission can only form 
the opinion that several casco of the desniption stated have undoubtedly occurred, involving an 
abuse of power on tlic part of the M.aliaraja, and oppression by certain inferior Durbar officials 
and servants, whicli have brought a most sovuuis scaTuial on th<i personal character of the Chief 
himself, and the administration of which h(^ is the head. 

It is proper to add that the evidence of the complainants w'ho have come before the Comtnissioii, 
and the statements furnished by the Resident in reference to cases Nos. 2 and 5, refer solely to 
the unjust seizure and detention of these persons to render forced sorvii^o in the RHlar’.e,^s atten¬ 
dants on the Rani and the Ch!el‘’H mistress, but make no allusion to the object of such seizure 
having been for immoral purposes, or aver that any of them wci‘e subjected to treatment of the 
latter character. 


C.\sK No. 42. 


GiiiKVANCRs of the Membkiik of the late Gakkwar’s Family, who complain that they have 
suffered hardships at the hands of llis llighuoss the present Gakkwaji. 


'' ^ No. 1. The case of Rani Jamnabae having been 

(iovi*mment ResclutfSi) No. already dealt with under the orders of Government, no 

dated I Ith November ^ 

1. The foUow'ing is a summary'of the evidence laid before the Commission in the following 
cases:— • 


No. 2. Anaiidrao Viswasrao, lirothor of the w'idow of Khunderao, states tliat, on the marriage 
with his sister, the late GaeUwav granted to him under Sanad (admitteil by the Durbar to be 
genuine) a pagnb of -15 horse with an annual allowance of Rs, 42,000 in perpetuity, subject to 
service, and an Inani village on tlio same leimre withgut service ; Ibardie was not only without 
cause deprived of tho wliole shortly after Khunderao’s death;'1!)ut also of house property to the 
extent of its. 89,600. He accordingly prays for rostitution. • 

(2.) 'rhe Durbar agent replies that Anandrno being the Rani’s brother, the present Gaekwar 
Government hud no confidence in him, and tlierefore ordered the resumption complained of. He 
adds that the houses referred to were not private but Govornment property. 

No. 3. Manjulabae, who appears by her husbaniLKasirao, states that she is the daughter of 
the late Maharaja ; that immediately affer hoi father s death she was deprived of the house iu 
which she lived;*it was the gift of her father, and she therefore eaiinot say its value ; that she 
was also despoiled of jewels and ornaments amounting to about Ks. 75,000 ; that on applica¬ 
tion for restoration she was distinctly informed that nothing would he returned. Subsequently, 
al>out a year after her father’s death, she. was turned out of tho house in which she was residing, 
and compelled to go to unoiher, tlioiigh she lia<l just been confined. On this oeeasiim the furni¬ 
ture, &C. waa thrown into the streets. Manjulabae also adds that, notwithstanding her remon¬ 
strances, one Wussufitram Rhow, a favourite of the present Chiol, has been permitted to build a 
house on a plot of ground which belongs to her. She concludes by saying that from the Inam 
village, value Rs. 5,150, assigued to her by Khunderao for maintonanuo, the llavildar and five 
sepoys, attached to it for protection, have been withdrawn. 

(2.) Tim Durbar agent replies that the house in which Manjulabae lived being Government 
property, another was given to her for use; that the jewels and brnamefits brionged to the 
State, though, as one of the royal family, she occasionally wore them. Her mamage gifts ouly 
wcr« her sole peculium, and they were not touched. The plot of ground referred to was Govern- 


raent property. Kinallyi tho gift of the village being kaiiiyadan (or gift to a daughter), sepoys 
were never aflowed for its protection. 

No. 4. KaRirao Oanpat states that ho married Matijulabae, daughter of His Highness Khun- 
dorao, in 1867 ; that iitting arrangements for his support were promised, hut that an annual 
allo-wanoo of Rs. 12,000 was all that he actually then received. This was leducod to lis. 8,000 
at the expiration of one year after Khunderao’s death. An elephant, with howdah and trappings 
of silver, was given to •hini by tho late Gaekw'ar. He, instead of accepting the animal, took 
Rs. ;t,000 in cash, and deposited the howdah and trappings for safe custody in the “ Hathi 
Khana,” These the present Maharaja refuses to np» He prays for restitution, including his 
wife’s nrnamonts, &c. 

(2.) Tho Durbar agent replies that Kasirao’s allowance isiixed at the same rate as that granted 
tt) tht^ sons-in-law of the late (*anpatrao Maharaja, and that the sum of Ry. 3,000 substituted for 
the elephant incUided tho value of tho howdah and trapping. 

N<>. 6. Chinima S.ahib Lakshnianrao, maternal undo of one of the widows of the late Maharaja, 
states that lie enjoyed an auiuial allowniu'c of Rs. h()0 granted by Sciaiirao (laokwar, which was 
increased to Us. 2,400 by tbe lab* (iackwai’, but on the latter’s death tho whole was slopp(*d. 
He thereupon r!lu away to Oodeypur in Rowa Kantii, where ho now resides. He held no Sanad 
for this allf)wanco, and on its cessation neitlier ])etiti()ned the present (laokwar nor complained to 
the Hesident. 

(2.) Tlie Durbar agent rejjlios tliat as tho ]aTseiit Caokwar (rovr;rniuont had no confidence in 
Chimma Suhih it disi^^issed liim. 

No. 0. Amrutrao, son of the late Maharaja, by one Sukubae, liis mistress, who is still living, 
lies that Ids mother enjoyed omoluioents annually to the extcMit of Its. 32,000, niadc o]) from 
Inam village valued at tts. cusli from the Treasury Rs. 0,000, unci Rs. 7,00(* I'rnm the 

Mahals. He produces a Sanad (admitted by the Durbar to be genuine) showing his mother’s 
title to draw the item of Rs. 0,000 annually from the Rarnavis. ’I'ln s«* allowances, tog< 5 ther with 
Rs. 35,000 f(U' u l*agab of 50 horse, were smnniarily stopped shortly after Kinindciao’s death. 
At the same time his mother s jewels, valued at about throo lakhs of rupees, and a garden, called 
tlie llira ikigh, worr^ taken from her. The I'agah has been tnade over to l<3ajirao, hrotlier-in- 
law of the present Maiiaraja, and the garden to Njuia Saliih Khaovelkar, the Minister. Ainrutiao 
adds, ill ('om lusion, that ahsolut<’ly nothing has been left to them. 

(2.) 'Dm Durbar agent replies that Sakubae was permitted, during His JTiglmeaa Khundorao’s 
Ufetime, to uso valuable State jewels. Slie has no elaim to them as private property, and they 
have accordingly been deposited in the .Jamdar Khana. Sakubae and her son, Aiiirutra(», have 
refuseit lo aeeojttan allowance (viz., between Rs. 7,000 and Rs. S,000) lixod al the rate osuaHy 
given to mistresses of deceased Haekwars. , The garden referred to is (tlovernincnt property. 
The Ihigali and allowances are tlependcnl on services, wliicli are neitlier rendered by nor required 
from Amrutrao. Tlu'y have conso([uent.ly been resumed. 

11. The Resident’s tinal ytatenmnt in this group of cases, dated 2nd January 1874, which will 
be found in th(^ file, ehallenges in some degree Ihe corn'cl.ness of tbe Durbar’s remarks, us sum- 
mariscil above, in replv to the <le]>ositioiis made before the Commission : and, while not doubting 
the legal right of the Durbar to make tin' various reductions coinplaiiied of, and to discontinue 
the allowauees and perquisites of the relatives of the latc^ Maharaja, urges that the same has not 
httou iloin| in good faith and honesty; that abundant proof is manifest that these measure's have 
been carried out in a malicious mid vindictive spirit, and generally thai the family and iollowers 
of the laic (raekwar have sulfered systematic persecution at the luiuds of the present reignin*^ 
tiael;,war, and that tho plea of want of confidence is merely raisod to oovor th<* act of spoliation. "" 


stnl 

an 


(Jl'.NORAr. OnsKlIVATIOKs AS’I) OciNION OV TIfK COMMISSION*. 


111 . me t omimspion is ot opinion that while it appears to it to he impoFsihle to question the 
ahihontyof tlie reigning Clm'f to modify or resume grants by liis predeiJcsHor of the nature 
refeniul to in the (tom^lamts in this group -sm4i measures being in no way unusual or exlraor- 
dinary undei similar mrcumstancos in most. Native State's—the course taken against the eoin- 
plamaiits bv the presout OaeWar has bct'i) so miusiially harsh and severe, as lo iustifv the 
Resident’s view that it has been due to a vindictive feeling towards his brother’s relatives which 
eaimot but ho clmnagmg to liis reputation, ami alanuiug to all assoeiated with or who enioved 
tbe favour of tlie late Chief. ' ^ 

2. The entire tieprival of the latt* Khunderao’s brother-in-law (deponent No. 2) - of tlie uncle 
of one of his wives (deponent No. 5); and of liis illegitimalo son (deponent No. fih’of the winde 
of the provision assigned them stwerally by the late Chief, appears to have* been an extremely 
harsh proceeding, though the CommiNsion is not disposed to question the resumption of the 
Pagahs of horse held by No. 2 and the mother of No. 0, and that of tlio State jewels in the l itter’s 
possossion, and It IS further of opinion that the justice of making some riiductiori in the other 
extravagant emoluments enjoyed by this wonmn from the State cannot be disputed. 

3. Tim proceedings taken^ against the daughter of the late Chief, in the deprivation of her 
ornaments and jewels, and her expulwon from the house in which she lived on the croundM 
Btated, appi'jir also to have been Imrsii; hiit.^is she ht'.8 been continued in possession of the ln*un 
vdiuge a8sig»o<l by His llighness Rhundo^uo for her maintenance, and her Imsband has In'en 
permitted the enjoymenl o! K.s. 8,u(,o of fie aomial allowmico of Rs. 12,000 origiuallv irraiitX 
hmi on ins mai rmgo, thoit* case is not so had as that of the iiersons referred to in the prm'diiiir 



Oahk» Nob. 45 to 56. 

Orikvanckk f)f the Fom-owkhs smii Sj&itVAiits of the late Khgndkuao CSaekwak, who allege 
that tlicy have suftereci hardships at tho hands of His Highness the present Gaekwau. 

I.— Cask No. 46. * 

1, Munahi Habibula Karimula, who was a personal attendant of the late Khunderao Gaekwar, 
states that lie was favourably looked on by the late Gaokwar, who gave him money, jewels^ 
clotlies, houses, and a village; that immediately on the late Gaekwar’s death alf thisproperty 
was attaelicd by orders of the prosent Gaekwar and eventually confiscated; that he himself was 
thrown into prison and confined there many months ; and that finally, on his release, he was casf 
out Oil the M orld jicnniloss. 

S. 1’he Durbar agent staU's in reply that complainant was, on tho <lcatli of the late (fwikwar, 
sentenced to impvisoninenfrfor concealment of crimes and otlier improjier conduct; that as he 
belongs to tho party which is inimical to the present Maharaja Iiis services Iiavc been dispensed 
with, and his vi'lugo and allowances resumed; that the vilUige whieh iio allege* he bought has 
been attaehed p(Muling iuipiiry ; that tli(i ileuses and other {irojierty of wjjieli he says la* has been 
diapossosswl are Cloverninent property and not liis ; that his intimacy with tlic iaie Hhow Scindia 
allowed him lo misappropriate State jiroperty; and that therefore KisiiriviUe property, amounting 
to about Us. has been taken possession of to satisfy Stat(> eiaims. 

S. The Uesident;, in his final statement, urges that the reply of the. Durbar is utterly unsatis¬ 
factory; aud plaeiuwapparcntly entire reliance on complainant’s slat,eiiiont, urges that nothing 
can Justify the shameful treatment lie has received, luid that he. (the petitioner) “ has good 
*• grounds for believing that lie would liave shared the fate of Uhow Siudia, but for the accidental 
“ eircumstane,© wliich jirodueed his release.” • 


ll.—C ask No. 46. 

1. Tho next <;asn which was fixed for hearing was that of Chimnaji Lakshman Wagh, one of 
the f(»l1oworft of the late Khunderao Gackwai-. On the part of the Gaekwar, however, the 
Ilurhar agents stated to the llesident tliat this individual was, in consequence of some Talace, 
intrigue in which tlie ladies of the Tahico were mix(»d up, lield in great det<!slatimi by the <biek- 
w'ar, who was very anxious tlial he slnjuld not he examined hv tint (‘<mmnssiou. Anri to this 
nsjm.isJ. as the man’s grhoauee was like that of other servants of the late tbiekw'ar, the Hcisident 
assented. 'Pbe eomplainunt thevefin’e, by the desire of the, Kesideiil, was requested to Avithdraw. 
In eonn{*.xi<m with this ease the llesidcnl has quoted at length a petition made by. this individual, 
wliieh will he hiuiid jn Ute projter plao(*. 


n I.-— Cask No. 47. 

1. 'J'he next ease is that of (•hulam Ivadir Karimula, brother of Muiishi Habibula, who st^iles 
tliat he servj’d the late (hickwar Kluimhnau, and was by bim liberally rewarded, receiving in 
perpiduity by Sanad a village, ami other marks of His Highness’ favour; that iminodiatoly on 
the death*of Kluiuderao (iaekwar all the property granted to complainant by His Ilighness, as 
vv<*ll as private ]>roperty otherwise acquired, was at once confiscated by the orders of the present 
Gaekwar, and he himself kejit under strict surveillance at liaroda for tibout ID months; and that 
at th(‘ expiration of that time he went to reside at Ahmedabad, where he lias since rcsiddU in a 
state of penury, ^ 

y. fn reply to these allogatioiiH the Durbar agent refers to the explanation given in the case of 
Muiishi Habibula (No. 45), and spitos that the allowances and property wore attached for tho 
same reason as those of his brother. • 

Tim Kesideut of llaruda, in his final statement, poinis out th^t this oiplunation is insufficaent 
and unsatisfactory. * 


IV.— Cask No. 48, • 

• 

1. 'Dm complainant iu this case is Eshwantrao Sakharam Mungekar, who states that he Bervpfl 

Khunderao Gaekwar and his predc^ccssor for i;£tt years, mid that he received gifts from His Ifigh' 
ness Khunderao, so that death of, the latter he possessed a.iarge sum of money, as well as 

a State allowance bf Rs. a,(t00 annually; that immodiatoly after Khunderao (^iaekwar’s death ho 
was placed under surveillance and all bis property attached; and, after six months of this sur¬ 
veillance, that he was taken to jail, where lie was confined for two and a half years, having only 
been recently released at the intercession of tho Resident. Petitioner adds that the sentence oi 
imprisonment passed on him was for the period of seven years, hut he alleges that lie is ignorant 
of the reason of his punishment. 

2. The Durbar agent states in reply that complainant was convicted of intriguing with Hhow 
Scindia, and was on this account sentenced to seven years’ imprisoninent, but was released at the 
request of the Resident; that his allegations as to the amount he posBcssed at the late Gaekwar’s 
death are not true, but that Rhow Scindia did give bim large sums from State and private sources; 
and that it was for the purpose of recovering for the State what ttie complainant had inmrojierly 
obtained from it that his property, to the value of Rs, 4,000, was attachod and confiscateef. 

3. The Resident in his final statement points, out that this explanation eaimot be regarded as 
satisfactory. 


V.— Case No. 49. 

Tho complainant in this case is one Krishnaji G-ovindrao Jadav, who states that he was a 
servant of the late Gaekwar Khunderao, and at his death was in possession of houses and a large 
sum of inoupy; that about six weeks after the late Khundcrao’s death he was arrested and was 
impritoned for nearly two y^iars, all his property being confiscated, his release having been 
obtained only a short time ago at the Resident’s request; and, lastly, that ho is now, with his 
family, puninless. 

S>. Tho Durbar agent states in rcjjly that petitioner was concerned in an attempt to burn down 
the I'alace at Jlaroda, and for this crime ho was sentenced to seven years* imprisonment. His 
property, which only amounted to Us. 2,()0U,,and not the large sum mentioned by him, was also 
eonliscatnd. > 

3. The Resident, in his linal stiitonumt, urges that as no judicial proceedings have been pro¬ 
duced, it may fairly bo assumed that they were never held, and that in point of fact “the peti- 
“ tioner has boon thrown into prison on a nominal charge, aiul has been detained there for 
“ several years pending the Maharaja’s pleasure, the whole of the petitioner’s very considerable 
“ property ha^ng been confiscated.” 

' * VI.— Cask No. r»0. 

Tbo complainant in this case is one Masukh Narsidas, who states that he formerly practised 
as a Vakil in Raroda; and in that capacity, by order of His Highness the late Gaekwar, proso- 
cute<l certain persons wlio now hold high ofiice under the presc*nt Gaekwar. Shortly after the 
death of the late Gaekwar, petitioner was arrested and confined lor many months ; but the state¬ 
ments recorded against him were not, he alleges, read over to him, neither does he know what 
they wore. Subsequently, after about pine mouths’ confinement, he was released on his son-in- 
law paying a fine of Rs. l.'ijOOO on his account. A security bond was also taken to the effect that 
he would not return to Rarotla or make a ccunplaint. Petitioner claims now from the Durbar, on 
account of his alleged wrongs, the sum of Us. 4.'),000. 

5?. 'I'he Durbar agent states in reply that complainant was fined Rs. 15,000 on conviction of 
several oflfimees, the I'.hicf being a eonspira»*y charging Captain Salmon, the I'ate Assistant 
Resident at Baroda, with taking a bribe j that his allegations about tlio depositions on which 
he was convicted are false, his own depositions having been corrected and initialled by him ; that 
• his property has not bemi eonfiscated, hut attached at bis house, where he may come and get it; 
and, lastly, that the security was taken to ensure his future good conduct. 

3. 'J^hc Rosident of Haroda in liis final reply points out that the Durbar authorities have not 
prodiitfed the necessary evidt'iice to support their defence, which they might have dom? if the 
judicial proceedings had really been field, as alleged ; and, relying entirely on the petitioner’s 
sUitemenU bolds that lie “has a legitimate giievan<*e, and is justly eutit.le<l to damages in 
consideration of the great loss and injury which lie has sustained.” 

VII.—(hvtK No. 51, 

The complainant in this case is one Lakshmibae, widow of Malliarbhao Ji^helki, who states 
that her late husband was for forty years employed under the Gaokwijrs of Raroda ; that shortly 
after the death of Khunderao Gaekwar her husbnnd was arrested and taken away to prison, and 
all their property attached; that about nine months after her husband’s arrest she was informed 
by a sepoy that he had diqd in prison, on wbicli she went to fetch the corpse, when it presenteil 
a swollen and blackened appearance, and emitted an ofiensive smojl. She states that the pro¬ 
perty confisc^ated exceeded in value a lakh of rupees,, exclusiva of a village, and that she is 
Ignorant of the cause of the treatment sufiered by herself and her liusband. 

2. I'he Durbar agent in reply states that tlm complainant’s husband was in cliaige of the 
Jamdar Khana or Jewel house ; and on the accession of the present Gaekwar an account of the 
jewels was demanded. This ho did not find it convenient to give, so he and one Ghanu Wagh 
set fire to tlje jewel hc^se in February W71, by which a great quantity of property was destroyed. 
For this crime he was convicte;! and aentcnced to nine years’ imprisonment, and his house and 
property were confiscated. 

• VIIl.—C ase No. 52. 

* The complainant in this case is one Bhagirthibae, widow of <ilhanu Wagh, who states that, her 
late husband was in the service of the last Gaekwar, and on his death wasposseHsed of a large 
sum of money and an Inam Village. Shortly after the death of Khunclerao Gaekwar her 
husband was arrested, and all their property attached; and about five months after she heard 
that her husband had died in prison, when she went to take the (^rj)se away. It was black, and 
the pfjoplo said her husband had been poksoned, but she does not know on what grounds they 
made this assertion. Amimgst the property confiscated was a garden which was given by the 
Gaekwar to Balwuutrao Yeshwunt, a tiign judicial officer. 

2. The reply of tho Durljar is similar in this case to the last, and need not therefore be 
repeated. As regards the garden which vtjas taken away it is asserted that it was made at the 
Government expense, end the Government tfierefore resumed it, and transferred it to the super¬ 
vision and care of Balwuntrao Yeshwtmt onife of its high officials. 

3. The Resident in his final statoraent in cases Nos. 61, 62, urges that if the defence of the 
Durbar was valid the proceedings which convicted the petitioners of arson would have been'" 
produced. He also points out tho suspicions which are asserted to have existed, that the two 
men came to their dea;Ui unfairly, and urges, in conclusion, that some sufficient maintenance 


V 
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IX.—Case No. 59, 

f tThe oompltdnant in th*ia caso is Parvatibae,‘widow of Bhow Scindia, late Minister of His Higb- 
noBB the late Khunderao. She BtateB that, very Bhort1:f after the death of the late Khunderao, 
her hushed was arrested and confined in their house, which was placed under attachment, and 
all their property was at once taken possession of by the State. About five mouthy after her 
husband was removed to prison, whilst she and Bhow Scindia^s other wife wpre placed under strict 
guard. This continued for some time, when she was taken to the Kesidcncy, and subsequently 
to the railway station, where the fares of herself and Bhow Scindia's other wife were paid to 
Bombay. She asserts that even a sum of a lakh of rupees, which had been deposited with the 
Bombay branch of the firm of Gopal Hao Myral, withdrawn by the Durbar, and, in short, 
that she and her late husband’s other wife have been left penniless. • 

The Durbar agent states in reply that the conduct of the late Bhow Sciudta was notoriously 
had; that he, on various pretences, took awa^ several sums of State money and ornaments, and 
failed to account for cash advanced from the State coffers for conducting the various departments 
of the State; that the only way of recovering these outstanding balances was for the State to 
attach his moveable and immoveable property, which it did, with,Uie knowledge aad eoiicuirence 
of the lute Resident, to the extent of Us. 3,Gl,!;f00, exclusive of the house. 4 

3. The Resident of Baroda in his final report alleges that the property confiscated was much 
larger than is admitted by the Durbar, utid recommends the case to the careful consideration of 
the Commission. 

—Cask No. 54. 

1. The coinp|aiiiaii'ts in this case are as follows:—Mcru Oaddhu, Katehsing HImiji, and Jesing 
Jora, who state that they were orderlies under the late artd present (xaokwar. 'Fhey allege that 
shortly after the present llackwar ascended the Godi they Were requested to state by aonic 
ofllcial servants that Bhow Scindia and others had got up a [dot against the jiroscnt Gat^kwnr ; 
that on their refusing to perjure themselves they were imprisoned until they paid a fine oi' 
Rs. 500, a period of about four months. 

The Durbar agent states in reply that the men w(jre arrested because they wore conspiring 
against the State, and dismissed the service. 11c odds that it is not true that they were fined. 

3. The Resident in his final reply urges that the statement of the complainants is substantially • 
correct, and makes some general remarks on the Durbar administration of justice. 

XI. —Cask No, 55, , 

• 

1. The coui[)lainaut in this case is one Ganpatrao Gangajirao, who states that he was a Durbar 
servant for about 34 years; that almost immediately after the death of tlic late Klmndorao 
Goekwar he was imprisoned, and attempts were made to induce him to give false testimony 
against certain persons accused of attempting to set fire to a shed adjacent to the Palace ; that he 
does not know what (^rime was imputed to him, and that no proceedings were taken ; and, finally, 
that he was imprisoned for nearly three years, having only lieeii recently released at the sugges¬ 
tion of the Resident. 

2. The Durbar agent states in reply that complainant was tried and convicted of setting fire to 
the Palat!c at Baroda, and sentenced to seven years’ imprisonment. 

3. I'he Resident in his final reply states that he has good grounds for believing that the charge 
of setting fire to the Palace is entirely false; and if it had been true it would have been very*easy 
for the Durbar to have prodtteed the proceedings of the trial. 

XII. —Cask No. 56. 

1. This No. contains the complaints of sixty-sevoii subordinate followers of the late Khunderao 
Gaekwar. In three cases petitioners xirgc that their proptyty has been confiscated and allowances 
resumed; in two cases their property has been confiscated only j and in the remaining sixty-two 
cases their personal and other allowances Iiave been stopped. * 

2. The Durbar agent states in reply that the property attached belonged to the State, and w'as 
therefore resumed, and the men were dismissed because they were merely'personal attendants oft 
the late Qaekwar Khunderao, and their services were no longer required, as they did not posscs's 
the confidence of the present Gaekwar. 

3. The Rcaidentrfjf Bifroda urges that the projierty was private and not belonging to the State, 
and makes some general remarks on the wholesale dismissal of Stale servants by the i)resRut 
Gaekwar. 


(ri'lNEllAl. OriNlON ASD ObsKRVATIOKS OK liTK COMMISSION. 

There can be no doubt that the conduct of the present Gaekwar towards the servants and 
retainers of his late brother was of a most sweeping and vindictive character. But those persons, 
as is openly stated by the Durbar agent, belonged to tlio party inimical to the present Chief; 
and it is further alleged that they grossly, in the day of their power, abused the trust imposed in 
them, and were, some of them, worthless, and some of them highly criminal persona. These 
jiccusations the Commission is not in a position to examine with any chance of arriving at a 
definite decision; but, in all probability, many of the complainants in this group were as worth¬ 
less and arbitrary as some of the present officials are alleged to be. But be this as it may, the 
Commission is of opinion that the wholesale punishment, dismissal, and attachment of the pro- 


pertj of servants who emoyed the confidence of his late brother, wfaidi place immediately 
^r the accession of the present Chief, were arbitrary, vindictiTe, and, doubtless, in many 
cases wholly uiyust ’ 

The Commission has finiled in its endeavours to obtam some trustworthy information regarding 
the alleged attempt to set fire to the Palace, in connexion with which some of the parties in the 
fotegoing nases are stated by the Durbar to have been criminally dealt with. The Durbar 
alleges tW a fiill report of the circumstance was made at the time to the Resident, but if so It is 
not now to be found in the Residency records. As regards the real value of the property 
att^ed by the Durbar in each of the foregoing coses the Commission is unable to offer any 
opinion. • 


Casks 57, 58, 59, 62. 

Complaints of the arbitrary Resumption by the Gaekwar’s Government, without cause or 
reason, of Inam Holdings and Herkditarv Emoluments granted by his Predecessors. 

i^oto.-^Most of these cases are similar to the grievances of the bankers on the same subject, 
and this group ifiay be regarded as a supplement to theirs. 

The statements of the complainants are summarised as follows:— 

I,— Cask No. 57. 

1. Complainant, a sahukur of Baroda, states that in 1872 the present Chief attached, without, 
any reason that he knows of, his Inam village, worth Rs. 1,200 annually, wl^ich was granted 
origin^iy to his great-uncle Samal, head of the firm of Hari Bhagti, by the Peshwa, and which 
had been since held uninterruptedly by tbe family. The Saiiad is deposited with Hari Bhai^, 
and complainant informed the Durbar that it was so, when he was directed to produce it. The 
Inam villages of the bankers generally were attached at the same time. Complainant asks that 
his village may be restored. 

2. The Durbar agent states that the.grant of this village was made to the firm of Hari Bhagti 
when the State was m debt to it, and that, now the debts have been cleared off, there is no reason 
for cpntinuing it 

Tbe Resident in his final statement, dated 5th January 1874, urges that the grant was an 
horeditaxy one, and had no condition attached to it; and further, that as it was assigned by the 
Peshwa, its attachment simply amounts to spoliation. 

4. The Sanad granting the village in question to the origihal holder has not been produced 
before the Commission, but if, as stated by complainant, it was given by the Peshwa, the 
6aekwar*s Government is clearly not warranted in resuming the village, excepting on special and 
adequate grounds. 

Ine Commission has already in the case of tbe complaints of tho bankers of Baroda recorded 
its opinion that the resumption of tho Inam villages held by this class, under grants of previous 
Gaekwars, on hereditary tenure, on the ground stated by the Durbar, viz., the clearance off of 
State debts, is not justified by tbe terms of the grants., 

IL- —Case No. 58. 

Complainant, a Shroff of Baroda, states that the present Chief deprived him in 1871, without 
any reason, of an Inam village of the annual value of Rs. 2,600, and a palki allowance of Hs. 1,392, 
'^bich had been granted* to his father many years ago by Sciaji Gaekwar. Complainant produces 
two Sanads. That for the village, assigning it to him in perpetuity, is admitted by the Durbar 
Sbgent to bo genuine; but that for the palki ” allowance is demurred to, as not being an 
hereditary grant, and not having tho Maharaja’s signature, but only that of a Yahivatdar. 

2. The Durbar agint assigns the sAme reason for the resumption of the village and allowance 
as in the preceding case No. $7. ' 

5. Tho Resident in his final .statement, dated 5th January 1874, expresses his hope that the 
village may be restored to complainant. 

' 4 The Commission is of the same opinion as to the insuitciency of the ground assigned by the 
Durbar for the resumption of complainant’s Inam village, as in the case of Hari Bhogti’s firm 
(No. 37), but the stoppage of the ** palki ” allowance seems to have beep quite warranted. 

* e 

III.— Case No. 59. 

« 

The complainant, Patel of Baroda, states that the present Chief deprived him in 1871, without 
any cau^ or reason that he is aware of, of an Inam village of tho annual value of Rs. 5,000, and 
a palki ” allowance of Rs. GOO granted to his father by the late Gaekwar, Khunderao, and 
enjoyed by him (complaimCnt) since^ his' father’s death in 18G3, Complainant produces 
separate Sanads for both gran^ Hs^guing them hereditarily, and in perpetuity (which the 
Durbar agent admits to be genuine), and a|ds that the village has been given by His Highness 
Mulharrao to Gorindrao Mama, one’6f.4he IlUrbar agents attending the Commission. 

2. 'pie Durbar agent states that the village was held on service tenure, and it having be<m 
found, after theacceesion of the present Chief, thnt omuplainant’s father had Wn guil^^ 
roemvinijg bribes, and had caused extensive loss to the State in the works entrusted to him, he 
was deemed untrustw^fby and unfit for further employ. The village was therefore resumed, and 

a 1_L _1__ _..Tf ' 




• 

8. The Raeident in Ins final statoacsit» dated fith January ^874, remadu that the alleged 
fraada which fonned the ground for tho reeun^on cemnUined of were not dieomred till eight 
years alter the death of complainant’s father* and that the petitioner’s chief sin appears to l^ve 
been that he was in the enjoyment of favours derived from the late Mahariya. 

4. The resumption in the case of this complainant appears to the Commission to have been a 
high-handed and arbitrary act on the part of the Durbar, and the ground assigned for H can 
hi^y, under the circumstances, in the absence of a formal proceeding of inquiry into thoa&ged 
frauds, be accepted as a sufficient justification therefor. « 


IV,— Case No. 62. , 

The complainant, a banker of tioroda, states that he was deprived by the present Chief in 
1870, without any cause or reason that ho knows (1) a tor^ allowance of Rs. 72, granted * 
him by Anandran Gaekwar; (2), a palki allowance of Rs. 700, granted him in by A&baraja 
Seiajirao, and (3) his Inam village of the value uf Hs. 2,000 granted him by the late Gaekwar 
Khunderao. lie has not produced the Sanads foi these scvf*raT ^ants, but states he has them at 
home. Complainant’s father had advanced Rh 1,281-1-0 to the present Chief in 1865, on tho 
security of a gold watch and a boud for the amount, which, his father having died ill the interval, 
be was required to give up on His HighiicsK Mulharrao’s accession. He did so, end was refused 
repayment of the amount due by tlic Maharaja himself. 

2. Tlio Durbar agent states that the torch and palki allowances were grauted to complainant’s 
father when he was Munim of Haii llhagn’s firm, and were resumed at tho same time, and for 
tlic same reason, as the similar allow ances enjoyed by that firm. The Jnam village was confurrod 
in connexion with his father’s uffi(*ial }K)st, ub M unim of tho Sir Soohd’s treasury, and was resumed 
on his death. Complaniant’s story about the loan mado to tlie present Chief on tho security of a 
watch is untrue. * 

8. The Resident states that tho Sanad for the village is an hereditary and not a mere life 
one, and that the ground stated for the n^sumption of the allowances cannot justify the measure. 

Ho remarks that it is bigniticant that the agent has simply denied the story regarding the loan 
made to His Highness <m tho security of tno watch, but that he did not put any question to 
complainant on the point. 

4. The non-production of the Sanads by the complainant has rendered it imposslhlo to form a 
trustworthy judgment ni this cabo, hut a&sumiug tliat the Resident has verified the herc(litary' • 
character uf the hanad of the latc</hicf conferring the village, the Commission is of opiniqp Chat 
tho action taken by rlio Durbar towards tho complainant in its resumption has boon, us in other 
siinilai cases, harsli and arbitrary. The Coramifa.sion cannot form an opinion as to the stoppage 
of the torch and palki alluwnnccb, which would appear to stand on a difieient footing to that of 
the village. 


(rrNJUAL OBST.niAiioN'* oj am Commission. 

V. llie Coinmibsiou is ot opinion that tho proceedings of the Durbar towards the complainants 
comjiosing tliis group of grievances has been of an aibitraiy character, and is calculated to 
occasion a leeliug of uncertainty and anxiety amongst all persons of the clabscs concerned, 
holding hercditiiry Inams under grants from previous Gaekwars. 


Casi No. 61. 

Question of Prison Reform generally in tho Haroda State. 

1. In his remarks under this head in the above cas the Resident draws attention to the, 

alleged practice of flogging women in jail, in view to its being ascertained from the Durbar 
agent if it exists or not, and, if so, what measures are proposed by thetDurbar for adoption 
rojrarding its suppression. *" * 

practice can, it is stated, be pioyed to exist in the Baroda jail by the evidence of persons 
who have been confined therein, and it has also been shown in ihe Visnagar and Patan torture 
cases as having occurred in those districts. » ^ 

The Resident is of opinion that the Baroda jail should be again visited occasionally by himself' 
and the Residency Surgeon, as fonnerly, and that thp question of jail registers, subsistence 
allowance, &c., should receive attention. 

2. The Durbar rfgent states tliat it is not customary to divest female prisoners of their' 
clothes and flog them, and that any Durbar official guilty of such an act would on conviction 
be punished. It was customary to correct female prisoner who refused to do the work allotted 
them, gently with a stick, but it was ordered to he discontmued two months ago. 

With reel'd to the Resident’s suggestion that tho Baroda jail should be occasionally visited by 
him and wo Residency Surgeon, the latter officer has never been in the habit of visiting it, but 
the Resident has done so occasionally. 

The agent adds that proper arrangements exist already regarding the maintenance of a register 
of prisoners, grant of subsistonce allowance, &c. 

3. The evidence that has come before tho Commisrion in this matter hardly supports thechaige 
q{ the habitual flogging ” of women in the Baroda jail in an indecent or cruel manner, but there 
appears to be no doubt that female prisoners were liable to personal correction by being struck 
with a stick as a^itted by the Durbar. 


This practice is stated to have been lately forbidden) and the Cbmndfiskm is of opitndn 
that the Maharaja should be recommended issue a genend ^^rodamadon,' idjamately 
ifitordlcling^ under Hcvere penaltieBi the personal ill-treatment, in thii or any other way)" of 
femalest whether in jaily or before the courts or under examination by the ^liG*» and a 
cony of sucli proclamation bo forwarded by the Durbar for the information of OeverniBent 

with regard to the visitation d tbe Baroda jail by the Residency Surgeon and ihe llpsident 
the Comiiuas'wn does not feel called on to offer any opinion. It is not aware that such visitations 
by tlie Kcsidency Surgeon are over made elsewhere, and they would, it seems to tho Gommission, 
bear the .appearance of an unusual and uncalled-for interference with a Dnrbar institution. 
A Re;ddent or Roliticid Agent, however, is always at liberty to make them, or intimating to the 
Durbar that Ho proposes to do so, and as the Agent states this was formerly the practice at 
Baroda, there is apparently nothing to prevent its revival, 

* When making such visits, tho Resident could, if he deCtned such advisable, always be accom¬ 
panied by his Assislant, or tho Residency Surgeon. 


Cask No. 05 ov SCHEDULE IT. and No. 13 of SCHEDULE III. 

Complaints of OiisTiiurTiox offered by the Gaekwau’s Government, or its Officials, to parties 
desiring to appear before the Commission to state their grievances. 

1. —Cane No. 65 of Schkdiiee 11. 

J. Retitiotis from the? ryots of Naoaari Purgunna, viz.: 

(fc,) From lUO ryots to the Resident, dated 7th November 1873, complaining of the onprossiou 
practised on (hem by the officials of the Oaekwar’s Govcrnmtml, through terror of wnom they 
are afraid to conic forward and stale their grievances to the Commission, which they desire to do; 
add that they have appealeil to llie Durbar, but have failed to get any redress. 

From ryots (wlio had left their houses and come into British territory) to the 
Collector oi'Snrut, dated Uth December 1873, stating that because they went to Baroda and 
petitioned tho Resident regarding the oppression practised on them, they were on their return 
mfeg/nod by the local officials that they should in coiiseciucncc have to go to the British districts, 
and that they were then subjected to such oppression in various ways, that they were compclleil 
to abandon their houses and enms and leave the Purgunna. 

(3.) From throe ryots to the .Resident, dated Sind December 1873, complaining of the obstruction 
thrown in the way of those amongst them who desire to come to Baroda and give evidence before 
the (yoimiiission, several of such persons having been imprisoned to prevent thcfir doing so. 
J’ctitioiiers allege that they liad loft their village secretly with this object, and solicit that the 
dejwKiiions of their grievances may be taken and recorded. (The statement of one of those 
petitioners, Shankraji Shivram by name, lias been taken by the Commission and will be found in 
tlic Die.) 

(4.) From 26 ryots of six villages of the Balesar Purgunna of Naosari to the Resident, date not 
given, representing that organised attempts are being made by the Durbar officials to prevent 
their coining to Baroda to lay their grievances before the Commission, and that they are compelled 
to sign ])a(«!rs i)repared by these officials. Petitioners complain of tho over-assessment imposed 
on tbmit, and ifu'ir poverty-stricken condition in consequence, and that they can get no redress 
froffi any quarter. 

e 2. Ibe Hesident. further refers to an arbitrary proclamation issued by the Durbar in August 
last, enjoining general abstinence from animal foot!, as indicating an intolerant spirit and desire 
to interfere with the civil liberty of other classes than Hindus. 

• 3. Shankraji Shivram, one of the throe petitioners referred to above under subhead (3), appears 
before the Commispifjn and states that, 24 or 25 days previously, 04 ryots of the Naosari Purgunna 
determined to make a ]iptition to the Commission, but their intention must have been revealed to 
the Thana, for the night bo.foiv they Iiad arranged to start, sepoys w^rc sent to all the villages, and 
some men were arrested. Four sepoys eamo at midnight to deponent’s village, bringing two or three 
arrested ryots with,them. Deponent managed to get away, and has come to Baroda. The 

• objoct of the arrests was to prevent their making their petition to the Commission. The petition 
of the 04 men refc'rrcd to is with the Resident. Deponent adds that they had been previously 
oppressed by the levying of Nazararia, &c. 

• 4. The Durbar agent states that no order to stop petitioners coining* up before the Commission 
has ever been issued by the Durbar, nor has it any knowledge of any difficulty having been put 
in the way of their doing so. If sucli has been done, it has been so without the Durbar’s 
sanction. Wlien the Resilient brought to the Maharaja’s notice that he had received a petition, 
stating that people were not allowed to come up to ropresent their grievances Wore the Commission, 
an order was issued directiug the YahivaUiar to throw no ohstame in the petitioners’ way. The 
agent cannot say if the order was a verbal or a written one. 

5. The case of the above petitions was jpnly laid before the Commission by the Resident two 
days before it closed its prucoedhigs ^ BariKia, and it had therefore no opportunity of holding an 
inquiry into the stitteroonts made in tifem ftirthet than taking the evidence of Shankraji Shivram, 
the only cmnplaitiant who was in attendant for that purpose. . 

The attention of the Durbar agent w^, however, at once drawn by the President of the 
Commission to the grave character of the complaints a|[ainBt the action of the Durbar officials 




of th« Mihtfija, in viow to the nibnteii undor Hit Highoetif ordtn, «f tnoh 

menraret as might be necettaiy to remove nag furreet ^und of oompl&t on toie tcore^ nod for 
the due puDishment of any officUlt who had been d^itty of* or concerned in> toe conduct 
complmnM of. 

with resect to the object of the intended attendance of the ryots whose petitions have been 
laid before the Gommiuion, it is understood that their grievances are precisely simiUv to those 
of toe ryots of the Pitied and other Purgunnas, whose complaints have already received (he full 
consideration of the Comi^ssion, and os ton group consiRting of that class of cases had been 
^ready completed, the non-attendance of the petitioners hoa not been of ally material consequenee, 
and will not involve any inattention to their ^ievances on the part of the Commission. Indeed, 
looking at the excitement that has extended amon^t the agricnltural classes, in connexion with 
the assembly of the Commission, chiefly, apparently, from a prevalent idea that the tatter was 
going tf> taae up the question of the land assessment, in view to a goncral reduction of the 
existing high rates so much complained of, tlic Commission Is not disposed to regret that the 
petitioners in the present case have not come to Baroda, but it is of opinion that the Durbar 
should be required to state what has been the result uf the inquiry held by it into the aHegatious 
against its local oflicialb in this matter, and what notice l>een taken of their misconduct, if 
proved; and the Resident has been addressed to this eflect. 


II.—Cam No. 13, Sciii'Uiii.i HI. 

CoMriiAiNT of one Vai.lt Tak, Vakil, resident of Amreli Mahal, Kattiawar. 

1. (complainant states that, as Vakil for the Thakors of Manpur, It liecamo his duty on various 
occasions to petition tlie Kesidont in then case, and, fmrhc'r, that (m loturniug to flaroda ho was 
in the habit of seeing tho Resident dailv. 'I'hat shortly after liis Totnrii^to Baroda ho was sent 
for to the Fouxdari, when B^lwuntrao Ye&hwunt abk<‘(l liim if it were true that he acted as abovo. 
Oil admitting both points ho was sent to the Court of Balwuiitrao Deo and Narayenbhai, who 
sentenced him to 10 years’ imprisonment for so doing. All his Daftar and papers were BCt7.ed. 
He was released after 1.5 days at the instance oi tho Resident. On receiving nark his papers, he 
foitud some missing. 

2. The Kouzdar Balwuntrao Yesliwunl, who is present as one oi the members in attendance 
on behalf of the ilaekwar Government before tho Commibbion, states that the complainaut wi^ 
brought before him, cliai^ed with making improper petitions against the Maharaja, and 
that after incpiiry ho semt tho case up for disposnl to tho Court of Balwuntrao Deo and 
Narayenbhai. 

'J’he Durbar agent replicb to the allegation of th(' deponent, that, on the information of one 
Manaukh Garvar, to tho eifect that Valli 'I'ar had preferred u complaint falsely calumniating 
tho Durbar and its officers, and that the draft of it would, ii his house were searched, be fouud, 
the police were diroctod to make the uocessary search, and that while eKaminatlon was going 
on, and dei>onent was under surveillance, the Ucbidcnt interfered and procured tho discharge. 
His papers were returmd, but if any should have been kept back and can be found they 
will be given back to him. The assertion that he was sentenced to 10 years* imprisonment is 
false. 

3. Ill his final reply on this case, dated flth January 1874, the llevidcnt contends that the 

complaint of gross ill-treatment of deponent by tho Durbar officials foi making representations 
to iiim must be accepted as substantially true, as the Durbar i^ent lorbore to cro8s-(|Uobtioii him 
in the presence of the Commission. The Eesidont cites this and other cases ub proq^s that • 
organised attempts have been made by tho Durbar to deter petitioners from coming forward, and 
to terrify those who hav<* already complained. • 

4. The admission of the Durbar agent in this case appears to tlie Commission to show clearly 
that the Durbar desired to check the freedom of petition by thoir ryots to the Residency, lu so 
acting, it was, in the opinion of the Commission, very ill-advised, especially with reference to the 
expectation expressed by His Excellency the Vicerdy and (toverpor •General to his Kharita 
dated 19th September 18l% to the Maharaja’s address, that Hjs Highness would adord to^ the 
(ijommisston every assistance in his power during tho continuance of its investigations. The 
Commission cannot, on the simple statement of the complainant, accept, as proved, his assertion 
that he was informed that a sentence of 10 years* imprisonment hud bc^u pas.sed on him, whtoh 
is denied by the Durbar agent, but it can havouo hesitation in recording its strong conriemnafion 
of tho DurWs action towards complainant, under present circumstauces, on the grounds stated 

b * 

It is only necMsary to add that the complainaut iu this case had no grievance of his own 
originally to bring forward, but was emiiloycd in drawing up petitioub for other parties, and ho 
may have been viewed by the Durbar as thereby inciting complaints against the Maharaja, and 
theruforo meriting punishment. 

5 It is dbrhaps only proper for tho Commission to record here, in reference to this clash of 
complaint, that, as indeed might be expected, tho opportunity afforded by tho asbembly of the 
Commission has, it has been stated, been taken advantage of by manydiscowtontedormischicvouH 
persons throughout tho Baroda limits to urge the people to bring forward their gncvauces agaiubt 
tho Gaekwar’s Govorumcnt, and that tho knowledge of this fact has doubtless actuated the Durbar 
in the present case. 




SGHBDtrjLEtL ^ 

Case.Ko. ^6. 

Bhow ScikdiaS Creditors and Estate. 

In this case certain creditors of the late Bhow Soindla allege that* though that penon left 
very large sums of money, which have been attached by the State, they cannot ob^n* any 
benefit Irom'the decrees which have been recorded in their favour. , The Commission in Uus 
instance did not think ft necessary for each creditor to make a detailed statement, but con¬ 
tented itself with bringing to the notice of the Durbar the remarks made by the Reaidest under 
No. 66 of Sohe4|ule 11. 

2. To these remarks the Durbar agent replies that the sum stated to have been left by 
the late Bhow Scindia has been enormously exaggerated, and does not amount to five «lakbs, 
much less to 30 or 50, as has been said ; that from the amount that is under attachment certain 
State fee% and claims have to be deducted, but should there be any residue after this has been 
done, it will be handed over to the widows or creditors of the late Bhow Scindia. The Durbar 
agent adds that it is notorious that Bhdw Scindia during his lifetime remitted large sums to his 
native village. • • 

8. The Resident of Baroda, in his final statement, urges that the estate left by Bhao Sindia 
was much larger than is allowed by the Durbar ; and after some general remarks on the 
spoliation of property by the Gaekwar^s officials, submits that “the Durbar should be requirt^ 
« to produce all the documents that may be in thoir possession relative to the estate of the 
“ late Bhow Scindia, and that the whole case should be submitted to some independent authority 
** for equitable adjudication.” 

Gknerai. Omservations and Opinion ok thk Commission. 

4. The statements as to the amount of prowrtj loft by the late Bhow Scindia are so con¬ 
flicting that it is difficult to sav where the truth lies, and the Commission does not feel cidled 
upon or in a position to decide the matter. 


Abstract Statement showing the Rkditctions carried out in the Kstabmshment Allow- 
• ANCK.S of the Sardars and Silledahs from Sanvat 1870 (a.d. 1813-14) to 1926 

(A.D. 1869-70); and from a.i>, 1870-71 to 3872-73 inclusive, • 


Rvt. 

——Yoor. 

A.U. 

Total allowance# 
per annum. 

lleductiou. 

Amount payable 
per annum. 

1870 1 
1818-14/ 


Bs. 

A. 

p. 

Rs. 

A. 

r. 

Rs. A. 

p. 

- 

12,660 

0 

0 

11,050 

0 

0 

1,500 0 

0 

1871 1 
1814-116/ 


14,590 

0 

0 

14,590 

0 

0 

— 


1872 1 
18i5-l6/ 

- 

3,03,660 

0 

0 

18,910 

0 

0 

2,84,760 0 

0 

• 1878 1 
l&ie^i?/ 

- 

8,900 

0 

0 

8,900 

0 

0. 

— 


• 1874 T 
1817-18/ 

- 

3,460 

< 

0 

• 

0 

3,080 

• 

0 

0 

380 0 

0 

1876 1 
1816-19 / 

• 

9,800 

0 

A 

9,800 

0 

0 



. ^ 1876 ■» 

‘ 181Su^/ 

- 

« 

3,60,802 

0 

0 

68,030 

0 

0 

2,82,772 0 

0 

1877 -1 
18:^2X / 

- 

1,080 

0 

a 

0 

1,080 

0 

0 

— 


1878 T 
1821-22/ 

- 

1,60,189 

12 

0 

1,32,066 

0 

0 

18,073 12 

0 

1879 •) 
1822-23/ 

m 

'48,180 

0 

.0 

15,640 

A 

0 

32,640 0 

0 

1880 

1828-24 / 

- 

26,860 

0 

0 

11,^ 

'j 

9 

0 

14,900 0 

0 

l^l_ -1 
1824^26 / 

- 

6,600 

0 

0 

6,600 

0 

a* 

0 

— 








Svtk 

Totftl AllowaaoM 

• 

Rddttotion. 

Amoont p&grablo 

A.U. 

peranntun. 

4 

per annum. 

pmmm. ■■■ .^■1 1 ..-. 


1882 1 
1825-26J 
188^1 
182^27 J 

1884 \ 

1827- lM f 

_1886 \ 

1828- 29 / 

1 886 1 
1829l^O / 

_1887 1 

1830- 31J 

1888_ 1 

1831- 32 / 

1889 \ 

1832- 33 J 

18SW 1 

1833- 34 J 

1891 1 

1834- 35^ 

1892 \ 

1835- 86 / 

1893 1 

1836- 37 J 

1894 1 

1837- 38 J 

1895 "I 

1838- 39 J 

_1896_'l 

1839- 40 J 

_1897 1 

1840- 41-* 

1898 \ 

1841- 42J 

1899 1 

1842- 43J 

1900 1 
1848-44 / 

1901 1 

1844- 46/ 

1902_ 1 

1845- ^/ 

_1^903 I 
184^7/ 

190^ 1 

1847- 48 / 

1848- 49 / 
1906_ 1 

1849^/ 


1826- 27 

1884 

1827- 1^ 


1828-29 

1 886 

1829^^0 

_1887 

1830-31 


lU. A. 1 >. 

2,19,794 7 O 


1832- 33 

18SW 

1833- 34 

1891 

1834- 35 

1892 

1835- 36 

1893 

1836- 37 

1894 

1837- 38 

1895 

1838- 39 


48,990 0 0 

10,780 0 O 

1,400 0 O 
♦ 

11,690 0 0 
37,180 0 0 
40,068 O O 
7,310 O 0 

3,455 0 0 

« 

21,895 0 0 
37,740 O O 


Rs. A. r. 
30,016 0 0 


Bs* A. p. 


2,19,794 7 O 30,016 0 0 1,89,778 7 O 

1,49,305 2 0 88,654 O 0 1,15,651 2 O 


2,767 8 O 
1 , 46 ^ 0 0 
2,275 0 O 
2|750 0 0 
920 0 0 
12,867 9 3 
900 0 0 
1,800 0 0 
1,68,767 9 8 


48,490 0 0 
10,680 0 O 
1,400 0 0 
11,690 0 0 
7,980 O 0 
25,868 O 0 
4,760 O 0 
2,725 0 0 
5,H90 O O 
37,740 O 0 


500 0 0 

100 0 0 


29.200 0 0 

14.200 0 O 
2,650 O 0 

780 0 0 
16,005 0 O 


3,100 

0 

0 

2,600 

0 

0 

500 

0 

0 

500 

0 

0 

200 

0 

0 

300 

0 

0 

48,315 

0 

0 

48,267 

8 

0 

67 

8 

0 

500 

0 

0 

5(X) 

0 

0 


- 



2,757 8 O 
1,464 0 0 
2,275 0 0 
2.760 0 0 
920 O 0 
4,600 O 0 
300 O 0 
1,100 0 0 


7,767 9 8 
600 O 0 
700 0 0 


83,400 0 0 80,867 9 3 

T 4 . 







I'ofal oIIowiuiocH 
jMT annum. 


tljj. A. r. 

I . a3,4:«) 4 0 ]4,2()r> i) 0 19,224 11 O 

J8r)(^-r>i J 

1908 \* _ (J 0 0 27,981 11 0 

. 18.>l-.52 J 

\ - (!9,;J78 2 9 4(i,HOt) O 0 22,.778 2 9 

1852-53 i 

191'.> ■) ^ 1 01,238 ;i 0 11,073 0 0 62,.>65 3 0 

18.>3-,>4J * • j 


Ik'd action. 

IIh. a. 1*. 
]4,2()."> 9 0 


Amount payable 
]>^attQUin. 

Us. A. r. 
19,224 11 O 


IIXW 

1852-5 


49,974 11 0 
(59,378 2 9 


21.993 0 0 i 27,981 11 0 


46,800 0 0 22,.778 2 9 


1 -j 1,02,24 1 3 3 

18,74-5.7 / ' 

1 - ‘ 60,167 10 O 

55-.76 i I 

I 50,818 9 0 

.76-57 i 


1912 
1855-.76 

1913 


1856-57 J 

* 

\ - t 8,288 8 3 

1867-58 / 

I - 41,466 14 0 

1858- 59/ 

**^^*'- ] - 23,364 1 0 

1859- 60/ 

I . 84,204 8 0 

1860- 61 / 

} - 1,17,121 K 3 

1861-62 / 

1919 j _ 

1862-6,3 / 


,02,24 1 3 3 j .>,(>05 10 0 j ^16,638 9 3 

60,167 10 O 17,167 6 9 1 4.V>00 3 3 

I 

50,818 9 0 I 41,494 3 0 ' 9,324 6 0 Kh«n(l<*nK> iiHCPndccl tlu* 

! (lUili jfi lluH ynir. 


1920 ) 
1863-64/ 


1921 1 
1861-6.7/ 

' 1922 1 

186r>-6(> / 

1923 1 

1866- 67 / 

1924 

1867- 68 

1925 

1868- 69 

1926 

1869- 70 


25 1 
1-69/ 


23,364 1 0 
84,204 8 0 
1,17,121 K 3 
G7,4<Hi 10 0 
26,841 14 O 
26,705 9 .3 

26,374 3 9 

64,444 13 ,3 

( 

19,058 10 *3 
18,091 4 9 


I - j 3,364 0 0 


4,3.70 9 3 
6.665 2 9 
6,649 J1 G 
46,934 12 0 
.72,052 O 3 
.36,330 2 0 
4,910 11 O 
2,.7(;3 .7 9 
21,032 3 if 
18,997 3 O 

9,058 10 3 
11,591 4 9 

2,716 0 0 


3,937 15 0 
34,801 n 3 
16,714 5 G 
37,269 13 0 
6.7,0(i9 8 0 
31,166 8 0 
21,931 .3 0 
24,142 .3 6 
5,.342 0 0 
45,447 10 3 
10,000 0 O' 

I 

1,500 0 0 
648 0 0 • 


Toial - -'27,57,620 4 3 10,84,913 9 0 16,72,706 11 3 





Abbtraci* Statrmkvt shoving the Bsi>ucTio>r earned out in the EsTAStisHifSRT Aux>v- 
ANCKs of the SEBAyms from Sanvat 1877 (a,d. 1820-21) to 1026 (ao. 1869-70); and 
from A.D. 1870-71 to 1872-78 inclusive. 


8vt. 

-^Voar. 

A.l>. 










Total allowanooB 
per annum. 

Uoduotion. 


Amount payable 
pt!r annum. ^ 

1877 1 
1820-21 / 

• 

Rs. 

600 

A. 

0 

V, 

0 

Rb. 

600 

A. 

0 

r. 

0 

« 

lU. 

A. 

« 

i». 

1880 

XB23-24 / 

- 

27,162 

0 

0 

4,872 

0 

0 

22,290 

0 

0 

1881 1 
1824-25 i 

- 

4,132 

13 

0 

1,682 

10 

i 

0 1 

2.450 

• 

3 

0 

1883 1 

1826^27 / 

- 

1,35,074 

2 

3 

12,368 

5 

9 

1,22,705 

12 

6 

]88£' 1 
1827-28 / 

- 

18,064 

11 

0 

18,064 

11 

0 

— 



1885 1 
1828-29 J 

- 

35,606 

4 

• 

0 

7,737 

0 

0 

27,869 

4 

0 

188G 1 

1829-30 i 

- 

29,494 

0 

0 

4,275 

0 

0 

25,219 

0 

0 

1889 1 
1832-33 •* 

- 

15,874 

1 

0 

13,736 

3 

0 

2,137 

14 

0 

1890 1 

1833-34 1 

- 

9,277 

14 

0 

5,565 

6 

0 

3,712 

8 

0 

1891 1 

1834-35 i 

- 

90,09?) 

2 

0 

6,154 

0 

0 

83,945 

2 

0 

1893 I 
1836-37 J 

- 

4,481 

12 

0 

3,667 

2 

0 

814 

10 

0 

1894 1 

1837-38J 

- 

12,950 

3 

0 

723 

2 

0 

12,227 

1 

0 

IH95 1 
1838-;i9 J 

- 

22,269 

12 

0 

5,478 

7 

9 

16,791 

-1 

3 

1897 1 
1840-41 / 

- 

38,098 

0 

0 

280 

0 

0 

37,818 

0 

0 

1898 1 

1841-42/ 

- 

45,725 

H 

0 

3,4 Iti 

i 

2 

0 

42,307 

6 

0 

1899 1 

1842-43 / 

- 

5,011 

14 

0 

I 4,748 

1 

14 

0 

263 

• 

0 

0 

1900 1 

i843-44 / 

- 

9,360 

8 

0 

! 9,0f)6 

1 

7 

0 

264 

• 

■ 1 

0 

1901 1 

1 844 - 45 / 

- 

331 

9 

0 

i 

331 

i 

t 

9 

0 

— 

• 


1903 \ 

1846-47 / 

* 

• 

«,925 

0 

0 

2,926 

0 

0 

• 



1904 1 

1847-48 / 

- 

830 

0 

0 

470 

0 

0 

360 

0 

0 

t 

1905 1 
i 84^9 / 

• 

1.100 

0 

0 

200 

0 

0 

IKX) 

1 

1 

i 

0 

0 

1906 1 

1849-56/ 


28,891 

1 

0 

: 22,004 

10 

0 

1 

1 6,886 

1 

7 

0 

1907 1 
1850-5l/ 

- 

47,463 

11 

0 

; 9,838 

! 

8 

0 

37,615 

3 

0 

1^ \ 
185 U62 J 

- 

312 

1 

0 

1 216 

1 

i 

1 

0 

96 

0 

0 

36081. 






u 

A 











t 

Rb. 

A. 

r. 

Us. 

A. 

P. 

Rs. 

A. 

p.‘ 

I90t> 1 
1852-63 J 

i ■ 


0 

0 

318 

0 

0 

— 


1910 1 

1863-64- 

1 

i ■ 

1,788 

12 

0 

1,504 

13 

6 

288 

1 

14 

6 

1911 ' 

1K54—55. 

1 - 

2,338 

13 

3 

2,038 

13 

3 

300 

0 

0 

1912 ' 

i855-5(>J 

f ■ 

11,525 

t 

0 

0 

v» 

6,325 

0 

0 

5,200 

0 

0 

1913 1 
lK5(;-57 J 

f • 

4,621 

12 

0 

2,565 

H 

0 

2,055 

14 

0 

1914 1 
1857-58 i 

1 • 

1,425 

14 

0 

M85 

14 

0 

240 

0 

0 

1915 j 
1858-59J 

1 

^ ' 

5,184 

0 

0 

5,184 

0 

0 

— 



W16 1 
1859-60J 

i - 

8,058 

12 

1 

0 

7,657 

1 

2 

O 

401 

10 

0 

1917 1 

J860-61 J 

^ ■ 

1 

32,323 

i 

2 

0 

1 32,120 

10 

O 

202 

8 

0 

1918 1 

1861-02J 

• 

[ - 

3,206 

4 

1 

0 

1,035 

O 

0 

2,171 

i 

4 

0 

1919 1 

i862-<>3 ^ 

1 

36,657 

6* 

0 

20,672 

7 

0 

15,984 

1 

15 

0 

1920 1 

1863-64J 

> 

25,305 

8 

6 

21,290 

12 

6 

I 4,014 

12 

0 

1921 1 
1864-65-* 

- 

47,678 

8 

0 

29,308 

14 

9 

18,369 

9 

3 

1922 1 
1865-66 •* 

f ■ 

2,08,411 

1 

(0 

9 

2,08,111 

[ 

to 

9 




1923 1 
1866-67 J 

1 - 

1,38,853 

2 

9 

1,38,853 

o 

9 

i 

1 

- 


, 192-1 1 

1867-68- 

1 - 

56,3(K) 

i 

0 

.j6,300 

7 

0 

1 



. 1925 

1868-69 

\ 

(■ 

4,67,199 

* 

I-l 

0 

78,615 

15 

9 

1 

3,88,583 

14 

3 

1926 

1869-70. 

f ■ 

33,424 

9 

6 

1 

33,373 

5 

6 

51 

4 

0 

'IV>TAL 

« 

« 

- - 

19,89,004 

9 

< 

0 

7,69.064 

1 

3 

1 

1 

12,39,940 

7 

9 


Khundnrflo ftHcondwl 
Gu<li lu this yefir. 


the 


l«72-7a 

Total 



Simn 

« 

• Mulhorran’s Act^i^Hsiou. 

7,549 

0 0 
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SCHEDULE 111. 


_ _ f 

Casub Nos. S and S. 

Claims of certain J^wicLLBas of Ahmkdabau on account of Jewels sold by them to 

Maharaja Mulhaueao. * 

The circumstances of these claims are set forth at length under the above caaes in Schedule 
111., and are summarised as follows:— 


L—Case No. 2. 


Complainant brought certain jewels, valued by him at 3 or 31 lakhs of rupees, for 
sale to tho Maharaja on the occasion of his marriage nearly threo years afo. The Jewels 
were placed in the Jamdar Khana for about a month, and complainant was then 
summoned, and informed that their value was 06 titnate<l at about Ks. t!,50,000 to Kh. ^,00,000. 
After some discussion tho sum of Rs. t!,7l,700 was oiiered to complainant, and accepted by 
him, and that amount was credited to his account, and a lew dsys sub8<3(iueutly ordois ’.for its 
payment were made out and signed by the Maharuju. The marriage bad then taken piai«, 
and the jewels had been worn by the Rani. Complainarit then went to get the orders for the * 
money, but was told he could not receive the full amount, on which he stated he must either 
receive it or take back his jewels; he was told they could not be returned an the Ritni had 
worn them, lie afterwards heard that the orders had been caslied by Wussuntram illiow, who 
was in charge of the State Bank, and that the amount had Imen deposited by him at interest 
ill the bank. Complainant subsequently petitioned the Maliaraja three times by letter, but 
without any result. Afterwards one of the iirm visited lluroda, and presented a petition in 
person to liis Highness, who referred him to the Dewan. 'Fhe Dowaii ultimately made three 
proposals, viz;— 

a.) That two jewellers oi Ahmodabad and two of liaroda should re-value the ornamenlB, 
and that complainant should accept the price fixed by tlieiu, without interest thereon, e\ce]|lt 
for the first twelve months. • 

That complainant should receive back the oruaiaenls, and Uiat the Maliaraja would 
pay any reasonable loss he had sustmnod by their retention by him. 

(3.) That complainant should agree to receive the umouuf the Durbar may fix in full sads- 
faetion of his claim. 

Complainant declined to entertain either of these proposals, and petitioned the Resident iiu* 
redress, placing his claim at Rs. ^,71,793, Iht* amount originally fixed, and Rs. 39,333 intereKt 
thereon at six per cent, per annum. 


2. The explauaiioii of this case given by the Duriiar agent and by tlie Maharaja jiurKonally to 
tho President of the Commisbiou is, that when tit<* jewels came to l>e carefully examined, after tin* 
marriage, with thosi* purchased from other jcwelli^rs for tlie occasion, it wus found that they were 
considerably below the value it was first proposed to put on tlieiu, and a fair rc-valuaiioii was 
accordingly mode of the whole, and the amount refixed ottered accordingly to the several 
jewellers (concerned, by all of whom the same was accepted, cxi'optiug complamaiii and ^notlioi * 
Ahmedabad jeweller. 

It is denied that the return of tho jewels to complainant wus refused. On the (‘ontrary,«ihi> 
Durbar alleges that lie was told to take them if he was not satisfied with the price oHcred (or 
them. 


3. 'File Oommission observes that the main facts in tlus case are admitted on both sides. The 
complainant, no doubt, regarded the transaction as cowduded, b|ii. so Idng as the prdors (or the 
price of the jewels were not delivered to him and actually caslied, the Durbar considered that 
such was not the case. 

The Maharaja protests that he was deceived as to tlie worth of the jewels, and was and is 
willing to pay their real value. * . • 

No doubt the complainant lias good ground fur dissattslactioii at the iiori-sciilemeiil of fas 
claim, and were both parties to ihceoutract Britisb subjects, he could probably sue Kis Iligbncss 
successfully in a civil qourt, but such delays and disputes are of'coinmoii occurrence on occ^moiis 
of tho purchase dt* jewels of large value by Native Chiefs, and are well known to be so by the 
dealers in such articles-. 



take on itself the task of attempting 
jewels by well-qualified and impartial arbitrators would be absolutely essential, and it has 
therefore suggested that the jewels be forwarded to Bom bay with proper procautious, through 
the Resident, for this purpose, and that His Highness agree to pay the full amount that may l>o 
so fixed on t^m, or to return the jewels if the complainant decline to receive tho some, a reason¬ 
able amount being in either cose paid to the latter as compensation for the delay that has 
occurred in the acyustoient of his clum. 

The Mahewaja having intimated hb full readiness to accept and abide by this mode of settle¬ 
ment, the fiirther disposal of the matter has been left in the Kesideni's hands. 


The CommiMion thinks that the two first modes of settlement admitted by complainant to 
have boon proposed by the Dowan^ but declined by the former, were not unreasonable, and that 
it is to be regretted that he did not accept them. 


II,— Cask No. S. 

Complainant sent certain jewels shortly before the present Maharaia's marria^, 
nearly 3 years ago, to the Baroda firm of Bhaichand Vardhaman, which nad asked him 
and others to siu^y some for sale on the occasion to His Highness, The jewels were tkken to 
Baroda by hiS ^n, and were of the value of about 17 lakhs of rupees. About is? lakhs worth were 
selected by the Maharaja himsolf, and their purchase by the Jamdar Khaua Kamdar was ordererl 
by His Highness. The price fixed on them was its. 11,91,047, and complainant’s son requested 
that tho amount might be paid to Gopalrao Myral, and that the receipt of Bhaichand’s firm for 
it might be accepted on complaiiiaiit/s behalf. Gopalrao Myral was requested to receive the 
amount, and, after adjusting a debtoi’ Ks, 1,89,834 due to him by complainant in connexion with 
this transaction, to pay the balance over to BhaichaniVs firm, which was instructed ^to remit the 
same to complainant at Ahmedabad. Tho orders for the payment of tho amount wore drawn 
oiit and si^-ned by the Maharaja, but fell into the hands of Wussuntram Bhuw, the manager of tho 
State Bank wlio cashed them and credited the amounts so realised in that Bank. Hearing this, 
complainant wrote to Bhaichand, who, on speaking to tho Maharaja on the subject, was referred 
by liis llighncss t<» this Viisaut Jtambhao, and the latter took a receipt, dated Ist July 1871, for 
the full amount of complainant’s claim from the Kaiil Bhaichand’s firm. Eight days later, Vaaant 
Jtambhao paid over Rfa. G,0"J,259 to Gopidrao Myral, m part of the full amount duo, and said that 
the balance should be paid up afterwards. 

Gopalrao Myral retained from this the sum due to him, and paid over tho remainder to 
Bhaichand’s firm, us requcHlcd by complainant, of wliich he wiw duly informed by tin* said firm. 
Ciiinpiuinant thon begged Bhaichand to get the balance and remit it, but on his applying to Vnsant 
Kamlihao for it lie refused to pay it. The amount paid to Bhaichand is still in his hands. Com- 
plfunant has made no application to the Maharaja in tho case. 

He claims now Rs. 5,28,788, the balance due on the above account with interest thereon. 


'J'he Durbar agent furnislms the following explanation of this cahc. I’lie jewels were of 
4 ho alleged value ofllie anmunt claimed, vi/., Rs. 11,91,047. They wore purchased from the 
Baroda firm of Bhaichand Vardhavan through Gopalrao Myral, and a receipt for the above sum 
in full was taken from the said Bhaichand Vardhavan. 

The transaction was wholly betwcon Bhaichund's firm and the Sarkar, and Maganlal Hukam- 
chand, the complainant, was no party to it. 

Th(* receipt given by Bhaichand was for the full amount originally fixed by the seller, but on 
the jewols being subsequently valued, tho valuation put on them by tho jewellers, to whom tho 
same was referred, was Rs. (>,(>2,259, which Bhaichand agreed to take, and an order for this 
amount was accordingly given to him, and was cashed by Gopalrao Myral, whose Goomasta gave 
a receipt for the same, and in full of all demands on account of this transaction. 

Hhaichand’s attempt to demand more from the Durbar on account of the original receipt is a 
fraudulent one. He is notorious for his treuelierous dealings, and it was in cousoquenee of this 
that, before paying the six lakhs inld to Gopalrao Myral, a receipt in fullof«ali demands was 
required from the latter firm. 

Bhaichand’s own receipt fi)r the full amount is a sufficient reply on the part of the Durbar to 
Maganlars claim. This Bhaichand is notoriously dishonest, and has cmbe/zlcd Government 
money! 

a personal explanation of this case to the above effect, given by the Maharaja himself to 
the L^resulent of tlie (Jommlssion, His llighnebs stated that the jewels in c(ucstion were shown by 
iiim to the late Governor, in presence of the then Resident, Colonel Barr, on the occasion of His 
Ksv'cUeney’b visiting Baroda shortly after his accession, and that His Excellency then expressed 
the opinion that the price put on the jewels was most exorbitant, and far beyond their real 
value, , * • 


3 . I'he whole question, according to the Durbaris view of it, as gathered fiom its explanation 
of this case, appears to hang on Uie authority of Bhaichand’s firm to act as a principal in it, 
and whether the Durbar-in good faith bolieved him to have such authority. On tlie former point 
it*seems to be clear that ho was only an agent, and had no authority to accept, on the part of 
the complainant, a smaller sum than he hadiigrced to take for his jewels. On the latter it appears 
to be impossible to believe that the Durbar was ignorant that the jewels were the property of the 
compl^uant, and not Bliaichaiid’s, and that the latter could have no authority to agree to so 
large a reduction in the proposed price without the specilic sanction of the owner of the 

^ l^der this view of tlu' easi*, the Commission is of opinion that the settlement which the 
Durbar desires to adhere to, and force on the complainant, on the grounds stated by it, is not 
a justifiable one, and cannot be concurred m, as such, by it 

l’'he question in this case of the real value of, the jewels, and of the only course open for 
ascertuimng the same in a trustworthy manne^ appears to the Commission to be precisely similar 
to that of tho preceding cast' in this grqup, ana it has suggested it shall be dealt with in the same 
way. It is understood that some of ti>f* jcweli have been broken up, but a sufficient portion no 
doubt still remains to admit of a just valuation being made of the same and a proximate one of 
the whole. The Commission sees no other method of dealing with the case without the risk of 

_A.' A.. M.VA 4’Ka Aa Kkinu.vlrAfl iti Aikiaa KIa O if Ka,*!) ^irAVA 


and amraablfi to a British civil court, the oomplainant would probably be able to sue His 
HighneiB suceessfoliy; but as this is not the case, a compromiso 6r some sort appears to be the 
onfy altematiye. 


Caiis No. 5. 

, (Originally SciiKouLic No. L, Case No. 7.) 

The complainant in this cAse is one Balvantrao Ganosh, and his grieTance is that thb village of 
Dawat, Purgunna Baroda, which was given to his father Ganesh Sudaseo by the late Kliunderao. 
Gaekwar as a reward for very distinguished services, has been attached by His Highness the 
present Oackwar. It seems that the village was granted to Ganesh Sudaseo in lHri8, and that 
he enjoyed it up to his death in 1866. In the following year it was attache<l, on the ground that 
it was worth much more than Us. 10,000, at which nominal value it hod been originally given. 
The attachment continued till Khundorao’s deal'll in 1870 ; and in 1871 His Highnpssthe present 
Gaekwar, by the advice of Colonel Harr, restored the village to Complainant, paying him, at tlio 
same time, Hs. 30,000 on the assumption that Hs. 10,000 was the proper annual rental for each 
of the three years that the village was under attachment. residue of the revenue for the 

said three years, amounting to Rs. 43,2(»0-l.')-0, the Durbar kept for itself. The complainant 
alleges that in 1872 the village was again attached on the same plea, and that it is still under 
attachment. In support of his claim complainant produced before the Commission a Sanod, 
granting his father and his heirs for ever the village in question, wliich w'as valulid at Rs. 10,000, 
and specially declaring that, whether the revenue realised became more or loss, the diHerenco 
was to belong to the grantees, and not to Government. This document was not iiiipeachcd by the 
Durbar, • 

2. Tho Durbar agent states gcneially that the origiind intention was to give Ganesh Sudaseo 
a village yielding a rental of Us. 10,0(f0 only, which at the time of the grant was erroneously 
supposed to be the revenue of Dawat; that tho words “he the revenue more or loss than 
Us. 10,000 were improperly entered by the original grantee, who was the Minister of the Gaekwar 
at the time ; that other K'sumptions, not very dissimilai, were not uncommon ; that His Highness 
tho Oaekwiir is willing to give complainant a cash payment annually of Us, 10,000 or a village 
yithliiig rimt nmtal, in c(»nf<irmity with the original intentit)n of His llighuess the late G§ekwar 
khunderao; and, lastly, that the very village under discussion was, in order that it might be available 
for the use of complainant’s father, the original grantee, ho then being Minister and presumably 
all-powerful, resumed and taken from the possession of one Bahirji, to whom it hatl boon granted 
in perpetuity. 

.3. Tho Uesidcut in his Dual statement, dated SOth Doccmbei 1873, refers to some remarks made 
by iOnil Canning, late Viceroy of India, who declined to guarantee on tlio part of the Briririi 
(iovernment tin* continuance of the village in perijetuity us jirayed for by the complainant’s 
father when the village was first granted to him by the late (iaekwar. The Resident further 
comments on tho defence put forw ard by the Durbar. 


Opinion oi tiil Commission. 

There can be no doubt that this villagi* was granted by the late Gaekwar Khmulerao, to 
Ganesh Sudaseo, tlie complainant’s father; and, at the time of making the grant, there was an 
impression on the mind of llis Highness that the lenlal was about Kh. lh,000. But the word* 
of tho Siinad clearly prove that if tho revenue exceeded that sum, th<‘ grantees wore alone to get 
the beneiit of the increase. Under tUest' cireumstanees, looking at the case equitably, the Durbar 
■would appear to have no right now, because the revenue has matorially increased, to raise the' 
objection which has been urged by thoir agent, namely, that the words “Jie the revenue more 
OI less than Rs. 10,000 ” were improperly entered in the Shnad by tho original gr^mles, he then 
being, as Minister, in a position to frame the grant, to the detriment of the State, unduly to his 
own'advantage. But it should l>e borne in mind that the ploa was primarily set toi th, and the 
resumption made by llis Highness Khunderao, who originally conferred the grant; and that all 
that can be urged against llis Highness tho present Gaekwar is that ho will not undo the, 
alleged injustice inflicted by his lato brother. 


Case No. 7. 

(Origimdly Scueuui.b 1., Cask No. 2 .) 

The complainant in this matter is one Bhauabhai Lalbhai, who alleges that bo. about ten years 
ajro, being a British subject residing at Bulsur, u\ the district of Surat, supplied stones for 
boundary marks to His Highness tho Gaekwar’s Government, and that, notwithstanding repeated 
applicaltos, he has not been able to obtain payment for the same. He adds that his Wuttun was 
also attached in 1866 by His Highness Khunderao, the late Gaekwar. 


The Commisuoa. on treading the papera and hearing the complaioan^a BCory from hia own 
mou^i did not think that the investigation ofsuch a ease properly came within the range of duUes 
entrusted to it It pointed out however, to the Durbar agent that HU Highness the Qaakwar 
ought to settle, as soon as possible, a matter which had been pending for so many years. 

3. The Durbar agent, in answer to this, stated that the transaction referred to occurred in the 
time of the late Gaekwar, and that His Highness the present Gaekwar was quite willing to 
settJo the case on an equitable basis, if the oomplainaht would attend at the Palace, and give all 
the <}xplattation that was in his power. As regards the Wuttun, also, a promise was made tnat the 
facts should |>e inquired into, and the Wuttun restored, if complainant was entitled to It. 


Case No. 14. 


Hraresentation by the Resident of the present state of the relations of the Gaekwar with 
the British Government, an(l the neighbouring States of the Rewa Kaiita, Mahi Kauta, 
Pahlanpuv, &c. 

In the statement given under this head the Resident draws the attention of the Commission to 
the great iiuml>cr of cases on varioub subjects now pending between his utKce and the Claekwar's 
Government, and observes that it is quite clear that unless a very different mode of eondurting 
business than that now followed by the latter U adopted, t)jo just and equitable bctUcment of 
these vexed qu^tions appears to be hopeless, and persons onutled to 1;ho protection of the Hritisli 
authorities must continue to suffei great loss. 

'rhe Resident then quotes extracts from the arniual Administration Rcpoits of the Rewa Kant.i 
and Mahi Kanta Agencies in support of this view, as showing that the attitude and action of the 
BdrcKla Diu’bar and its olHcials for some time past have been uu('onciliatorv and altogc'ilKw 
wanting in a spirit of fairooss and reciprocity; that hence business is at a stand-still, and that 
tlie border country would be in a state of anarchy hut for the chock imposed by the Hritisli 
Political Agents on aggrieved parties, who would otherwibo attempt to take the law into their 
own hands. 

The Residoiit concludeh thu'*:—“ In short, whether it is on behalf of Political Agents of Nativi* 
“ States, or the Coliectors of noighbouriiig British districts, tlio Residout’s advice tendered to His 

Highness the present Gaokwar according to treaty, has boldom, if ever, b»*en followed, even 
** though sound, just, aud friendly. Numerous instancob of this may be quoted between 1H7J 
** and the present time. Hcncc business is at a staud^slill, aud will remain so, until the whole 
“ system of Durbar administration is changed from what it is at pioscnt.” 


*2, The Couiinibbion hiis not had the op]>ortunily of investigating any of tiie clasb oi eases 
referred to in these remarks, am) it {•» not therefore iii a position to pass ati opinion ou the wide 
general charge thus jirefcrrod against the Gaekwar’s Governineol. It appears, however, to it 
that il' the engagements in force between the two Governracnis provide, as it is prosumed they do, 
adequately for the settlement ofsuch questions as tho*c n^ferred to, tlic existence of the prestml 
uiibatisfactory state of affairs is a serious reproach to the British authorities concerned, whose 
duty it wab to hold the Gaekwar’s Guverurueiit to the <luc performance of its <ibligdtions undei 
the terms of bucli eiigagementb, and that it is iiiipossible to avoid the impression that some shaie 
of the rcBpoubibility foi the existing defects and want of proper s>stem depicted in bUeh strong 

terms by the R(‘si(1cnt should be laid to their neglect of their duty. 

« 


3. The Ckiinmibsioii would further remark that a portion of tlio dilliciiliies complained of may 
'possibly be due to a too minute interference on the part of the Political officeis concerned, in 
behalf of the claiiiib or possessions of Mahi Kanta aud Rewa Kanta Hukdai’s within the limits of the 
Gaokwar'b jurisdiction. 'Hie adjustment of such claim?, &:<•., elsewhere, under similar circuni- 
stanees, is as a rule left wholly to the Native Government, and is not made the subject of inter¬ 
ference by the Britirii authorities. Tht* Cornmihsion is not in the pobscssion of the information 
required 'to enable it to jutlgi* if a eoutrary practice in (Tuji'int has aggravated the natural difli- 
oulties of miun^iiing good working relatioob with the (vaekwaPs Government in revS{>oct of these 
intermixed jurisdictions, but the ]ioint is one that appears to it to mi'rit alieution, as a constant 
interference by Political officers in such matters where the right to do so does not cloaily <*\iflt is 
. at all tiiiics exasperating to a Native Government, and renders the maiutenance of reciprocal and 
friendly relationb with it in the disposal of matters at issue in adjoining frontier districts extremely 
difficult, if not impossiblo. 


APPENDIX B. 


CaSBS not INYISTIGATSD for BbABOKB 6TATSID. 


SCHEDULES I., H, and in. 

OaSIDS which HAVH not BERN INQtJIBEI) INTO BY THE COBtIfflHBION, 

L—Ca8b No. II, SoirEOT/XiE 1. 

Tho ease of the complainant in thiH case has been dealt with by the Magistrate of Snral, with 
whom it lies to deal with the alleged unlawful seizure ol Complainant witmii his jurisdiction by 
Baruda officials. He has not appeared before the Commission, which was prepared to innuire 
into his alleged ill-troatment at Naosari, if his claim to protection as a British subject was 
established. It is understoojJ, however, that he has failed to establish such claim. 

« 

II. —Case No. 7 of Schedule Jl. 

In this case complainant claims (1) the recovery of a sum boiTowed by him at Surat, in ordpr 
to fulfil his agreement with the Baroda Government, and (i?) compensation from the latter for 
having been unjustly deprived of his contract. The ease is also stated to include the claim of a 
certain widow to a refund of money paid hy her late husband as bribes to certain ^lorsons. 

The Commission is of opinion that this is n<it ii ('ase in which it is in any way called on to 
interfere, and it therefore d(*clines to take it up. 

III. —Case No. 8 of SonEDiiLE IJ. 

The eomplainant in this ease elaime compensation from tlie Baroda Government for having 
been unjustly deprived of his propeity mid forced to become security for the eomplaiuant in the 
preceding case. 

Tlie Cutnmissiou is of opinion that it is not called on to take up this case, and therefore decides 
not to do so. 


IV.—Case No. .33 of Schedule II. 

There is, apparently, no eomplainant in this ease to appear before the Commission. Of the 
persons ooneerned in it, one is said to be the Maharaja’s mistress, and the others, who are uilegod 
to have been imprisoi^ed, havn been released from confinement at the instance of the Resident 

The CVmmnssion, after a careful consideration of the eiicuinstanees of this case, wliich occurred 
two years ago, is of opinion that it is not one that can be taken up to any useful purpose by it. 
Whatever injustice may ha>o been committed by the Gaekwar towanls any of the persons cop- 
eerned. it is clear that the opportunity thereforwas afforded by the irregular and illegal procedure 
of the Railway Magistrate at Bhosawul, and the neglect of the tlien Resident to require the 
re-tiansfer of the said persons to him, until a propei ease for their delivery to the Durbar had 
liocn made out to his satisfaction. 1 he Commission could only deal with the ease by taking on 
itself the duty of now Wdiug the inquiry which should have been held by the Resident before 
formally authorising tin* suiTcnder of the accused persons to the Durbar, and this it does not feel 
itself called on or competent to do, • 

V. —Case No. 34 of Schedule Ii. 

Tho complainant in tills case, a palace “ Loundi ” in the service of the Ram, is stated to have 
lieen imprisoned by order of tho present Maharaia, but without any judicial inquiry, for a yeaj* 
and a half, on a charge connected with an alleged ])alaee intrigue. It is stated tliat she was 
further divorced from,her husband, and her father was fined R». 5^,000 in eonnoxion with the 

charge against her. , . . . , 

The Commission is of opinion that tliis is not a ease in which an investigation by it is cither 
desirable or noeessary. It is clearly ono of a class in which no Native Chief with any pretension 
to independent jurisdiction would deem it necessary to hold a judicial inquiry ; and the one-sided 
reports regarding wliieh that may roach a PoUtica) officer—for no Durbar would outer into an 
explanation in such a ease—arc obviously untrustworthy. Tlie complainant has been released at 
the instance of the Resident, and the further interference of the Commission in the case would, 
accor^ng to its views, be both improper and objectless. 

4 

VI. — Case No, 3B of Sohedulk II. 

The case of this complainant is similar to that of No. S4,. the Commission on the same 
grounds deems it unnecessary to investigate it. The complainant has been also released. 


VIL— Case No. 38 of Somn uua II. 


This case refers to the death in prison, under circumstances which, it is allegod, have led to 
the ))opular belief that they were poisoned, of— 

1 . lihow Scindia, ex-Dewan of the late Gaekwar Khunderao. 

a. Raoji Master, IJarkun in the service of Rani Janmabae, the late Gaekwar's widow. 

3. Qhanu "Wagh, confidential servant of the late Oackwar, 

4. Malbarba nhelki, ditto ditto. 

Tho suspicious circumstances connected with the late Bhow Scindia’s death in May 1872 have 
been already the subject of report to Government, and of comment by it The Commission has 
not seen the depositions on which the Resident records his opinion that he is in a position to 
establish the fact of the death by poison of Bhow Scindia Conclusively, but it consioers tliat it 
would not be justified iu opening an inquiiy in a case of this peculiar character, and of taking 
evidence on it in the presence of the Burbar agents, until the iull gnmuds on which the Resident 
proposes to bring it forward have been laid before Government, to enable the latter to judge if it 
shoiiid be en^r^ into or not 

In the present state of atfairl and of embittered feeling at Baroda, such accusations, in the 
opinion rtf tho Conimisaion, requiro to l^c rer'cived with much caution, and to be examined im¬ 
partially and dispassionately before taking tJio final and grave step of making them tho subject 
of actual investigation, in the form t>f a personal charge against tho Ruler of the State ; and tho 
Rebidcnt was therefore at oueo recommended by the Commission to report the case fully to the 
Bombay Government without delay, and in the meantime to take it tut of the S<*hcdule, for the 
present at all events, w) as to let it remain in abeyance, without being forced on the Durbar's 
notice till it was decided by competent authority if the Commishion was to take it up or not. 


VIII. —CAbK No. 43 of ScillCTltll.E II. 

CoMrLAirfTof (lANrATRAO OoPALiiAO Gaekwau, claiming Oil incrcnHod allowance and mni'c 

eon^.ideration from the DunuAit. 

On a consideration of the circumsbinces of this ease, as set forth in the Schedule, the Commis* 
si on is of opinion that it dues not fall within the scope of its inquiry, and it therefore decides not 
to take it up. 

It ^is further of opinion that any just claims on the part of the complainant, requiring tlie 
interference of the Britibh Government, should be dealt with by the Resideut. 

IX, — Cabe No. 60 of Sciiedttle II. 

Complaint of one Naurtbtiat Ranoiioobhai, of Nariad, in iK'balf of the Widows and 
Daughters of tho late Kisanpas Vitalpam, of Bakroi in Pethwl. 

Complainant is married to one of the daughters of Kisandas, and claims on liehalfof the above, 
aiid of his son Apaji, the issue of tlie said marriage, the restoration of Kisandas’ estate, alleged to 
ho <^f tho value of five lakhs of rupoos, which he states has boon adjudged, as heirless property, to 
one Lain Tulsi, on his paying a Na/arana of Rs. 40,060 to the Durbar. 

This is clearly not a case that could he possibly investigated to any advantage by tljc Commis- 
biop, 01 with which it is called on to deal, and it tlu'refore doelines try take it up. 

* 

' X.— Case No. 63 of Hciiepi;j-e II. 

Complaint of one Dinbiia Oauasiia, Pin-six', of Sural, on behalf of the heirs of Manekbai, 

daughter of Manchaiwi G-APrAiA. 

The grievance in this case consists of tho attachment of private pri)iM‘rty, consisting of land of 
the annual '^uluo of Rs. 0,000, in the Naosari Purgunna, bclongiog to the said Manckbai, which 
was attached in J8G0, and finajly confiscated, under the orders of the late Gaekwar Khundenm, 
in 1869, on the ground that the lust legal owner of the same had left no heirs. Complainant 
claims tlie restoration of tht' baid property to the- heirs of tlu' said Manekhai. 

This is also dearly a case which the Commission could not with propriety investigate, and it 
therefore declines to take it up. 

i 4 
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XI.— Case No. 6 of Sc«epiti.e TIL 

(’OMPLAINT of SiJKHA Vahala, of NuWra in Naosari. 

Tho claim in this case is in connexion with the attachment of the village of Nuldra in 
Naosari, by the GaekwarV Government, in Batibfaetion of a dcmiand by tho DurW against u 
third party, for whoso non-pnyra»‘n1 of tho same com])lainant states he is in no way answerable or 
responsible. 

Tho complainant in this instatn e is u puhject of the Gaekwar; his villago is in Baroda territory; 
its attachment has been cinlcred in connexion with a security bond, admitted by complainant to 
have Iwjen executed him in 1867, engaging to make good to the Government any auni tliat 



ever in tlio circumstances of the case* os set forth m tho Schedule, that appears to call for, or 
indeed to warrant, British intetferenco- 

The Commission, therefore, sees no ground for entering into the case, which it would further 
be impossible for it to investigate to any good purpose. 


XII. —Case No. 8 of SonEUULE III. ’ , 

C0MP1.AJNT of JnTiiAJiAM OciiiCAit^vM, of Patan, on behalf of his brother Fattehram, late 

- Fouzdar of Patan. * 

The complaint has reference to the alleged payment of a sum of Rs. 7,000 by tho said Fous(lar 
on his appointment, partly uh aNazarana to the Mahariya himself, and partly as a bril^ to tlio 
Minister and Sir Fouzdar. 

I'he p<'rbon in whose behalf the complaint is made has been recently convicted tlie Durbar 
of torturing certain people, and has been sentcmced to imprisnnnumt. 

'riic (lomniisfaion, while prepared to hear any reprosentation Irom the Fnu/(|pr himsoU", deems 
it unadvisable to reeeito buoli cnniplainis from a thinl partj^, and as the Fouzdar has niaile no 
coinulniiit, it declines to enter into this cabf‘. 

1 ne Fouzdar appears to have richly deserved the punishment t<i which he has been sentonml. 


XIII.— Cask No. 9 of Scubdulk III. 

Complaint of (Jovinduam ICA8iRAM,late Fouzdar of Kadi. 

The grievann* bus reference to llu* alleged payment by comj»Iainnnt of Ks. y,r)00 as Na/arana 
to the M abaiaja, and Jl**.‘2.000 to the Sirbouzdnr, tor his appointment ns Fou/dav of Kadi 
1*111 guiiua, and oC his having been subsi'cpiently deprived thou‘of witlioni euiise, bis own house and 
property and bis fathei V liouse in Fataii being at the bunie time attached. Complainant claimb 
to be restoied to his ajipointnicnt, or to have th(' money so paid refunded to him. 

The Cominishion was prepared to beat complainanfb statement of his grievance, but as he has 
not attended to make it, it has been unable to do so. 


XIV— Case No. 1] of Soiiedllk III. 

(Nimplaint of B\l\ vntuvo Laksumvn, ^i.yor Conlmetor of derod 

'^I'he griovance in this case consists ot cnmplaiiianrs alleged deprivation of llie Saycr contract 
( the .b'lod Mahal on an jii'^utficicnt pietext, and he claiins its icstoiulion to him. 

The C'otniiiissinn is of opinion that this ih not a case into which it is called on to inquire, and it 

•«« .1 j « .1 


will not ihcreioic he taken u\i. 


XV.—Cv‘^B No. 12 of SniEivuLK III. 


('oMCLViNT ol N vtUT BN PvRsdT \M and othors of the village of Sukrn, Baroda riirg^mna 

Tlic pailicidais of this case, as sfd loith in the ScIumIuIc, having been considered hy the (ioni- 
iission, it is of rqitninn that it is not one calling for inquiry at its hands or in whicli its intcricKiuc 


mission. It IS ol rqnnioii . ^ ^ ^ 

would b(‘ warranted, and it tlieiclorc decides not to enter into it. 


• «• • 

XVI.— Case No. 18 of Sciiedi lb 111. * 

t 

( ViMPi AJNT ol‘ Thakor DirsiNGliJi junl others of Amreli in Kuttvvvuj*, rcjircscnted hy their 

Vakil, Valli Taji. 

The paiticuhirs ot this grievance, as stated in the ^schedule, have been caiefully eonsiderwl 
hy the Commission, and it is of (iplnlou that it ia not a case requiring inquiry at its hands, or 
into which it emild enter with any advantogcoub result. It tliercfoic deiadcB not 10 enter 

into it. ...... 

^J’lio VakiVb staleiMcnt of the proceeilings lak<'n against him, in cmniexion with this case, has, 
howevei, been hcaid by tlie ('oniinissiun aiul duly dealt with, m will he seen from its prucocrlings 
under ilie same number. . 


aboKi. 
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APPENDIX D, 

NotIOB to intending WlTNEStea 


Tkanblation of Amknokd Notu’k ibBucd by the Bebident of Hasoda to ojmplamants 
' (lebirouH of appearing before the Baroda Inquiry Commihbion. 

Noficp ia hm»l)y givt»n, in aceortlaneo with Icjtter No. 1, liated 10th November 1873, from the 
Seeretary to the Uaroda CoiiiiniH^ion, tinit poreuns giving evidonce before the Coinmiasion are 
under my proleetion ab Hcbideiit, in ivbi)cut of such bona JuiOi Lo, truthful, evidence as may be 
BO given by th^pi. 


APPENDIX E. 


STATEMENT OF CASES 
(in abstract). 


Baroda Inquiry Commission 

* 1 *rehii>bni. 

ColuruO R. .1. Moado, C.S.]., Chief OonniiiHHioucr ufMyKon* and Coorg. 

Mbmbkrh. 

Tlio Ilonournblo E. W. RavonseroH, Bonilmy Civil StTvice. 

MuinUi/.uL Dowbili Nawali Ali Kluiii, Biihmlur. C.h.l., Mitiisior oi rb'yinm*. 
Colonel A. T. Elhuridge, C.S.1.» Buiiihay Sitdl* Corps. 

T. 1). Mai'kenzie, Ksi^mris Bombay (*ivil Sorvi<Mj, Sc'erotary to (he (JomDiiHaiuti 
Mbmbers ut'tho I)i>UBAK ill afteiuliuiec uii bi'half of the (iAKKWAU Goveunmkni. 

y 

1. Kao Saliih Bupnbhai Dainhhankar. 

2. Goviiidrw) Mama. 

3. Ualwuntrao Yeshwunt, Sir Fou/.dar of PoHw*. 

Rao Sahib Vasudev daganath. Vakil of (he High Court, as Durbar Agent. 


Introduotoky Statement by the Rtsidbni^C olonel Phayrr, C.B., and A.1).C. to the Queen. 

In subiuitting to the CommiKhiou thr^ following Hehcilulos, I deem it Jieecssary locate that, hr BritiKh 
Resident at the Omit of the Gaekwar, I ap[)0ni hotbre the CoinmiiHion as (he adwcale of the common 
principles of hnuianity and juhtiec, .u4 of th^ free and impartial adiniuiRivatlou of (he constituted laws 
of (he Gnekwar State. 

Myelfortb nim at briuging to light the Rysiom of maUadministratiow whieh uffeetb British inlcroHiii 
and relationM with the State, as well as that which exists in the city of BarcKla iisolf sud in the districts, 

. .« « ... __—1- __j?_ ... _1-.- . 



The people will apeak for themaelyeB. 1 ahall only produce before the Ocounkkion anoh d! them as 
I honestly believe will mak the trath. 

In introducing the following opmplaintB regarding the rovenno administration of the Baroda Stale, X 
deem it neooaaary to make the following geuem obB^ations about this important class of cases:_ 

The general character of the Toveniu) complaints submitted, ct)mbined with my own knowledge of the 
sulgeot, shcvw that the original land assessment was fixed at a time when mai'kot rates were liigber tlian 
they are at present or have been dbr some time past; and that in a mf\)ority of in^tauee6'the original 
agreements made with the cultivators have been broken, and tho asscHsnient arbitrarily raised, without 
any referouue either to tho state of prices or the ability of the |)Ouplu tt> pay. Mor(K>vcr, that, sopor- 
added to this land assessnient, all kinds of extra eesues, such as M\tkuupura Veura, Gad^ Nazeraua, &c% 
varying from 2 to 40 per cent., have boon im^Mwod by the Government. Alsu that under tho larmiiig 
system all officials, from the highest to tlic lowest, are requiroil by the Maliaraju himsoll and also by high 
officials, to pay heavy Nazornna for thoir i^ipointmoiits. Consequentiy that these paymonts have to lie 
recouped fnim the lyots. The lUrmors apt>oar to t )0 under no restraint, aiul the whole oi tlio revenue 
administration appears to have (alien into um hands of irresponsible subordluatoh. 

In support of these statements the following oasos are submitted.— 


SCHEDULK No. J. 

BbITISH SuBJEOTh. 


No. 


Coiuplumts of Ihilibh Subjects. 


a 


5 


8 


Motilal SamuUlaHs the representative of 
the old giiamnteod banking firm of 
Samul licclmr, batikors, of Ahinedubad 
and Baroda, Motilal himself being a 
resident of Ahinedabod. 

Bhanabhai Lalbhai, balstu, in the Surat 
Zillaii. 

Claims of Dulpa j'nniia, of Sui lit - 


Syud S.iduk Air, ol Alinii'daliail, oni- 
ployed as a eanir'l (‘untrai loi undei the 
(jraokw.o (.lovei innent from the year 
1K62 to IH71. 

Nuthwa Tisla b'iuvmbat, a Mahikauta 
subject, under British piotoeiion. 


Uowlutchuud Juvorchuud, ui Ahmedtdiod 


Bulwuntrow Guuosh, son of the lato 
Dewan Gunosh Sudashiv, of Baioda. 

Amiiin Bunohod, banket, Bombay, Baroda, 
and Ahuiedaboilt 

Case of Maiiiklall Vithul, guldsiullh, of 
AliUicdabad, convicted of writing a 
defamatory letter coucoruiiig HJl. tho 
Mahoriyah. 

tfnderuc in this rase* 

1. Maniklall Vithul. 

2. His brothel*, Nanjoe Vithul. 

8. Xlis mother, Bai Judav. 


llumorkii 


Translbiied to Schedule III. by onlei ol the t’om- 
miHsiou.— ynU (‘ase No. 1 of thwl Scliodule. 


Transfoirud to Schedule III. above.—/7fft 
No. 7 of tlinl Schoihilc. 


C’lWk^ 


Transfeircd to ScliodnU* III. as above. 

TIih is a cusc in which llie pctilionci, a Brifish 
subject, III [i.irlnurihip with fwo UauMbi subjects, 
fanned onu ol the Baroilu Malial'^. In coniiCMon 
with othci <asos of a simiUr kind, it diowi the 
cviIh ol the i.iiminj; systum, tho existonco of which 
linv br*cn oHicinily doiiiod. It showH how faruiurn 
pay i‘v rrhilaiit liiibcs foi thou ]>laco<i, and then 
Iwivr lo n imbiii-ic lliciiivlvc-, fiani the ryots. The 
elloits lt> mppic*is the case are worthy ol nolicc. 

Subik All cl lulls coiupcus ition lor the loss ul liis 
iigiil irni by lot lure, and also compensation loi 
tUi* Ioh, of pi(»|)ctiy. owing to unjust tioatmcnl ol 
the (a.iekwai Government. * 

Ii(.‘ieire<] to in ResidonCb letiei to Govoniment, 
No. 14-1-7 j<* of 1873, dated IHtli ol Augu'^i 1S7.1, 
and in llis Exeollciicy the Viceroy’s lolim 
No. 2207 I*, of 19th Septembei 1S73, jiara. <>. 

• »- • 

Trarihfuircd by drdei ul the Cjoiniaissiorf.—Case 
No, 2, Schoduh* HI. 

• 

Tiunsfuncd by otdei of the (Jornmissiou.—K/r/ir Cane 
No. 5, Schedule Hi. 

Truusteiiod by ordpr of the 0ommissionK*</r Caw* 
No. 1, Schedule 111. 

The facts ol thiis casi* are as followsOn August 
4tJt, 1873, a juitition was received from one Jurao, 
widow of Vithui Paniichund, wiying that liei hon, 
tunned Mauikbdl Vithul, u Bntieli subject and an 
inhabitant of iilmiedahad, who had come to Baroila 
for tr.uling purposes, hud boon thrown into piisoii 
in Baroda on u false charge. Tho petition was 
uccotnpaniod by docum<ut 5 purporting to show that 
Maiiikltil Vithul was a British subject, as alleged, 
and that he owned houso property m Ahmodobad. 
A reference was thereupon made to the Durbar, 

, tmd u reply was reoetvw denying that Maniklall 

i Vithul was a British subject, and forwarding dcjM>- 

I lutious purporting to prove that Maaikla l i Vithul 

X 2 



Kenurks. 


was not tt British but a Baroda subject. The 
petitioner was thereupon directed to pro^e, by 
further evideD<^ that Maniklall Vithul was a 
British subject, £ alleged in her petition. Eight 
depositions recorded by the police inspector of 
Ahnunlabad were forwarded to the Kesident by the 
District Mogistraio of Ahinedabad, purporting to 
show that Maniklall Vithul was a British sabj(H:t, 
ns alleged. A further reference was therefore made 
to the Durbar, and all the papers in ManiklaJl’s 
cft8<} wtitc calltHl for. The prowedings in the case 
were produce<l before the Uesident on August 30th, 
1873, and Maniklall was released on boil pending 
further iiuiuiry. Maniklall has been at largo on 
bail up to the present tiuie. It app^irs from the 
proceedings rticorded by Bulwiinti*ao Teshwnnt, 
Founder, that Maniklall Vithul was convicted of 
writing in Barotla a d(‘famaiory letteis addressed to 
bis brother, Nauj(M3 Vithul, in Abimidabiul, and was 
s<^nteiic(Kl to one yeai‘*s rigorous iinprisonment. 
The date of this H<>ntence purports to be June 6th, 
1873. Thf! trial of Maniklall Vitliul for the allcgisl 
oiibnco took place in tho laontli of April 1873 : and 
Maniklall Vithul was actually iniprisontsl in that 
month, i.c. about a mouth anti a half bt^forc any 
HOntciice was recorded. Maniklall Vithul swears 
that the charge of writing to his brother Nanjeo a 
dehunatory letter is absoluUdy without any founda¬ 
tion. Maujee himself swears that he receivtsl no 
such hotter in Ahniedubiul, and states that ou 
pro^t’ring himneif for cxanUnaHon on bchutf of his 
hTother^ his evitlmnc was rcjrvtcd hy the Vouzdar, 
Maniklall fuiihcr swears that th(' statt'inent in the 
eas<‘ purporting to have been maik^ by him, and to 
have been bigntnl with Ids own hand, was never 
made by him at all, and that thc> signature in 
question is a forgery, lie further sweai's that no 
cvtdcaice was recorded in his ])resenc(>, and that no 
qu(*Htioiis wore aakod’ him velating to lint cimrgt* 
against him. Maniklall was Uiltl by Buiwuntrao 
Vesliwunt himself, four days afua- he had been taken 
oft’ to jail, that his Hentenc<^ was 14 years’ imprison- 
luoiit.. 'file same information was given by the 
Fouztiar to ManiklalVs mother, Jurao, who visitwl 
the. Fouzdar at his j>wn house. The senhmeo re- 
cowled in the proee<«lings is one yttfir only. There 
are cireumstanees conuecteil with this case, as well 
as collateral evhlence, which it is right to staU'i arc 
in favour oC the probable truth of the statement put 
forth l y Maniklall, that the charge is a falsi* one 
got up against him hy the comphiiuunt, CJmruilall, 
owing to a quarrel between them, and that he never 
inmle the confession attributed to him. 

In the tli'st placf3 the (iviilenee tak'en at Ahmo 
ilabad, reganling Maniklairs claims to bo a British 
subject, apiMKirs to establish that fact, and if the 
Durliar had no doubt of Maniklall bdiug a Baroda 
and not a British subject, and that as such he had 


made a full confession of his guilt on the 11th April 
1873, why should they, cont-rary to orilinary custom, 

I. I- tie flogging ca.e (oid. , 8"'“ , 

No. 31) of Schedule it) 'innging 


four nwo were unudemued 
to imjirisonracnt for life 
on tbeic alleged uonfewioii; 
three did not confoHH, but 
were impriuoned. 

2. In the Button torture caae 

(Nos. 9 and 10 of Sebo- 
dnle n.) men were flogged 
to make them ooulbss. 

3. l%e Amba Tanee case (No. 

33 of Hchedule II.) also 
affords valuable evidenou 
on these {wints. Kide the 
statements of Ambs, 
Kashee, Bulwantrao Sa- 
gnrkur, and Bhagwanta 
Unmd. 


^oul)l<> of bringing 
nino witnesses from 
Ahnuulmlad to prove 
what they state they 
were already con¬ 
vinced of. 

The cases margin- 
alHf quoted, as well 
OA others that might 
bo cited, show that 
men are condemned 
even to imprisonment 
for life on their own 
confessions, aad also 
that torture by flog¬ 
ging, &C. U resorted 



No. 




i 



. . . 

Cmn^unte of Bri^iih Sul^ecti. 


w 


BooUffki. 



to^ to oxtort eueh confeesions in 0«ek'«nu' territo^ 
ttlso that confession.^ neror uttci'ed are recorded 
against accused pei’sons. Consequently that there 
was no necessity, according to ordinary Gaekwar 
procedure, to send for these nine Svitnesses to 
Abmedabwl; and that these witnesses idlege that 
a Crime has been committed in Ahmedabad by 
Maniklairs brother Nonjec. Seven out of the nine 
01*6 goldsmiths; the other two are one a Brahmin,* 
the otlier a Kooubee. 

They, however, prove nothing against Maniklall, 
against whom tliere is no evidence whatever, except 
htH alleged confession, which he denies having over 
made. . 

Maniklall’s sttfU^ment on oath l>oiore the Assistant 
Resident is as follows:—Maniklall Vithul Soneo, 
aged 22, resiiling in Ahmedabad, on solemn affirma¬ 
tion Miitli: 

** I am a BriLisU subject, I live in Ahmedabad, 
and have a shop there where 1 carry on business of 
a goldsmith. I come to Baroila occasionally on 
business, and 1 havti a house in Baroda. 1 was 
four or live ytnirs of wh<*n I wont to Ahme¬ 
dabad. Sinc.(9 that time I have only remaint^l in 
Baruda for a period of a few mouths at a time. Sfy 
fatht*r and grandfatlior wore* Baroda subjects, and 
siTvants of tliii Durlsir. I have berm a British 
subject from my childhood, and have no uounocUon 
with the Durbar in anv way. 

“ The deposition which I now hear read to me, 
and which is signetl by mo and dated • 

was marie under the following circumstaivsesI 
was in tho jail, and summoned from thenco to 
Fousdarer? by a 8<‘|K)y. 1 went to tho Fousdaror^ 

early in the morning, and thero tho deposition pro- 
flucrHl was shown to me by Chaganlall, Karkoon 
unrler Bulwuntrao Yesliwunt, Chaganlall was then 
alone in llu* Fouzduree. Hr; showwl inr- tho depo¬ 
sition ])rotlucf;d, and told me to sign it. I did not 
know what was written in it, and I refused to sign. 
Chftf/anMl then wfltred a sepoy to ftcat me unHl I 
aigyird. / received two bhnos, and then I said that 
I would sign the paper, Jt is falsely stated in that 
jiapor that I have lived in Baroda from my birth 
ujtwards. 1 havo always livr;d in Ahmedabad. 

“ Of the four witnesses who have given evidence 
rogunliiig ray being a Baroda subject, Zulloo Riun 
jeri i.-r employed undei- IJiaratbdU my opponent, and 
Madhoo Rama and Mathooia bin Nana Shett wel'e 
both in his service, and BKoodur Shuokar was a 
tenant of his. All of these witnesses gave ovidenqe 
in order to assist Umratlall Dyuram. None of 
thorn ga%e evidence in my.iirosencc legarding me. 
Bulwuntriw) YeshwuiJt was not pi'osen# when I was 
examined. • 

“ I did lutl write to my brotiu r Nanjee in Ahuw- 
dahnd any letter sayiny that HJf. the. Maharajah 
had carried off the dfwgJUer of VavratlaUDyarwa! 
in llaroda. Umr^lall Dywinn’s statement on this 
point is wholly fiUHO, and my brother Nanjeo will 
oori'oboi'ate mo on this point. X am on bad terms 
with Umratlall Dyaram, and he Ima tliereforo 
maliciously got up this case against me. Nnrnyonrao 
Wakuskur Vakeel has got up this case with Um- 
ratlall in order to min me. The Maharajah’s name 
was iutroiluoed by Norayenvao, in order to make 
the Durbar take tlie case up. it 

“ Umratlall brought this false charge against me 
in tho month of April 1873. 1 was summoned by 
a sepoy to the Fouzdaree, and I was then asked by 
ChttgonluH whether I knew anything about a cer¬ 
tain girl iiMnod Gunga. Umratlall was then in tho 
Fouzdaree, and I undei-stood Chaganlall to relbr to 
UmratlalVa daughter, Gunga. 1 was then token 
away to a police station, where I remained four 
days. I was then brought to the Fousdaree, m 
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Complainis of Brititb Snbjeete. 


10 


Ciiso of PiifliliomUiss Pai'f<lioLiiiu, n Uritish 
subji'Ct, <>(' wlio wiis in 

oiHier to (*xUii'l. coulesHiou »t Wagtloclc, 
in Iho Pot.t<iu ULstriitl. 


11 


(Jiwo of Jlupoojno Ciirsj'tioe, rnfi'iTed to ui 
ptiru^riipb 5 of Ui'si«U*n1.V IrtUT, No. 
of 1H73, iMt li Aiigui^t, a “Piir- 

“ wl>o oliiitus to Ih‘ n liriLiBh Mtbjt'ct 
** of the Surat Zillah, who has Ixtcn 
“ ntid imprisoiK^i and rtcvcuvly 

** lautU'ii by tin* (iraokwai* oliUnals at 
, “ Nuor^ai’i, &o., &(%” 




Remteict* 


evidence 'voas recorded in my presenect and no 
q»eslions were whed me. 1 was told to write 
something in onlor to show my handwriting. I 
wrote something. The Btotemeut alleged to he in 
my name, and to be nigned by mo, was not made 
by me. Tke signature is not mine ; il m a^forg^/. 
After 1 had givt^ii a specimen of my handwriting, 1 
was taken ofl' to the police Htaiion, and from thence 
to jail. Four days after T was taken to jail, I was 
told hy Bulwuntrao Veshwunt t/uU my sentence 
was 14 years' imprisonment . I do not understand 
how it comos to pass tliat my sentence is entered 
in the procoedings as one year only. My mother, 
who was with mo wlien X was arrested, knows that 
1 W}is sentenced to imprisonment for 14 years, and 
not for one year, as is stated in the proceedings.* 

** 1 was taken oiI‘ to prison in the month oi* 
^ understand why the decision in 

iny case was only recorded June fith, 1N73. I was 
not ])rcsont before the P'ouzdai' and formally 
charged by him on Juno 6th, 1673. J was then 
in prison, and had been in prison about u month 
and a hall'.” 

(h'orwoi'dcd to the Coramissiou on the 12th I>c> 
comber 1H73.) 

It. PiiAYUio, Itcaldent. 


The following statement has licon made by the 
petitioner 

** J am a Britisli subject residing at Neriiul. 
1 went to Jugrui, in Puttou, to see some relatives. 
1 was arrested by Kuttcyram, FouzUur of Pulton, 
in connexion with an alleged charge of theft. 
1 was severely flogged in thiJ kutcherry for the 
purpose of extorting coufesMioii of a crime whicli 
J never committed. No stolen property has Iteon 
rwovered.” 

Fi’om this and other cases tiiut lutve occurred and are 
at present taking place in the N»M>sari District of 
the (xaokwav State (mVA* cn«o No. 65 of ScJioilulo 
II.), the Durbai* oiRcials there, who lire represented 
as lK*ing, generally speaking, t!i(! roUitivcH and 
fricndH of i>orsons in ]iower at Baroda, seem to be 
(Ictoriniued not only to deleat the ends of justice, 
but to frustrate the object of the Commission' of 
linjuiry us much as possible. 

1 find from my records that on the 11th of 
August 1 forwarded Bapoojee Cursetjee's case to 
Mr. Hope, the inagistrah^ of Surat, In whicli were 
includctl such papers as the Durbar hud to bring 
forward rebitive to his claim to bo a British sub¬ 
ject, aitd his seizure in his house situated within 
British territory. 

Owing to some obstacles which Itave been un¬ 
accounted for, the complainant, Bapoojee Cursetjoe, 
uTid his friends, did uot appear in the Magistrate’s 
C)ourt tts ordered by inc; tind it was not till the 
iHtii Scx)tei 0 bci' that 1 I'CiXiivcd the priind facie 
case from Mr. Ilojie, who roipiested me to move the 
Durbur to surrender to the Magistrate, Maniyee, 
the Fouziiar of Nuosari, and Kuttuiijoc Framjce 
Daba, ttlso of Nuosari, aud certain peons of the 
Naosaii Taimii, against idl of whom a primd facie 
t^ast^ of unLtwful seizure from British territory hod 
liocD made out; also that as the above persons 
were apparently acting under the orders of the 
Sooba of the district, NarayGiirao Kugoouath, 
the request was prcl'crrcd that ho might bo sus- 
l>on<hkl Irotn o1R(;g as an abettor of this unlawful 
seizure. 

I forwardcil these requests with the primd facie 
case to tho Durbar on the 19tb September 1878, 
and as X had not received any reply by the 7th of 
OotolMsr, oud everyone was put to the greatest in¬ 
convenience by the unaccountable delay, I was con- 
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Oast* of NHiTiiigts', ntm^ Voitoo. wilo <*f 
VhlM)ba INiloknr, is^Ridcnt of Klumoul, 
ThIuIch Kajwjmr, Ratnnjnii Dihtnot, a 
British subjocl. 


UnbajtMi Bhodkur ih wiul io |«* a 
Maiiknri of Iho Miiiistor Nairn Suhib. 

Evidoncc Hhowing how young women 
arc ontipcd away from thotr homo** in 
BritiHh villages, and made to servt’i os 
UmndiH in H. H. the Maharajah’s 
honsehold. 

The Rewdent han long since h«H*n 
aware of tho tJ-Jtistenee of this proetiw, 
bql has never before betm able to obtain 
authenticated instanoes of it. 


^trained to write on date to the Durbar, *hiit if 
the frim4 case imd reply thereto were not 
forwarded to xno within 24 honrs, I ehouM 
obliged to report the whole matter to ChivernineQt 
for orders. 1 had alread/shown go^ reason to 
the Durbar why tho Sooba, Narayoirao Bogoo- 
nath, should 1)0 suspended, it having^ eomo otAciaUy 
to my knowledge that this was not the first time 
that he had been engaged in acU of violence as a 
Magistrate. In reply to this, the Durbar ordered* 
tho Fomwlar and otliom to be surrendered for trial, 
but declined to siispond the Sooba. On the 
11th 0(‘iol)Oi‘ I leplied, asking, ** as on act of 
justice and friendship,” that the suspousion shoukl 
i>o carried out. , 1 havi* nut recc*wod any writteu 
teply to this yat). T have boon told verbally that 
the inun has been Nns^mudofl; but whether or no, bih 
opposition does not apjxun from the Magistmto’s 
next letter to have oeasisl. 

On the 2nd inslant, by desire of the Comnunsioii, 

J wrote to ask what judgment had boon passed in 
tlu' case, in ordoi that it miglil be reconled in the 
]>r(K:ooilmgh of thi ('ommissign. Mt. ilo]>o for- 
wanlod Mr. Olli\ant’s reply, No. 141, dated Swl 
instant, iiilormiiig nit* that tho chmi hml booQ ad- 
joutnod to tho llth instant, owing to tho allegeil 
illnosH of two ira|>ortHTit witnesseN, one of whom, 
though a Ntiusari man, was at prest'itf in Baroilu, 
alleged to be t<M) ill to iiiuvi*, and oonsoquently that 
(bo cas<* eould not b(* mljourned fuueli longer. Jt 
was mldiHl by ilie Magistrnto, ** tlie Niiosari ofHoialK 
** have not, J think, done Ihcif best to assist the* 
[ircHont invest igutiou, but hav<* rather boen 
“ ineliiied to regaril ibemHoivos iis parties for the 
ddenop.” 

Subsequent rofen'iieob show that tho two wit- 
nesBos now in Barodn still plead that they ajx* too 
ill to appear, and Mr. Hope has this day (20lh De¬ 
cember) Iwcii informed ac<*onlingly. 

With regatd to tie* question wheihei Bopoojee 
C’ur^eljoe ha«» pvoiliicod jnoof of his lieing a uritisii 
>abjeet, the Magistrate, Mi. Ollivant, expressed the 
following opinion ui forwarding the Jude' 

caw* ill Septcmbci :— 

i lia\c some doubts as to whether the (Xim- 
plainant (Ba]>oojoe Cniset}oi) can establish bis 
eluini to be » British subject.” 

Sinec that the (]uest!on has not been eniorod 
upon , il islhoietoie hIjU undecided, but the coii- 
diiet of thuf'Oiiipbiinant, subHcquonl to his MtatoraMil 
b< (on* mo ill August last, u]qK*atti to be ho unHatia- 
laetuiy as to suggest doublH whether liis original 
intention of pr(jse<‘utiiig his ende with vigour likH 
not been influenced in ii manner calculated to defeat 
the cndi(*of jiiRtice •’* * 

• 

TJic pctitiouci has nitidc lUo following statement :<»- 
Nannigee, e/f/eeA Veiioo, wifl* of Vithobu J^olokur, 
agtsl 20 yearn, costi* Shentee, resident of Kbanoub 
Taluka linjapur, Zillah llatiu^'iri, Nutb on solenlln 
nfliii matiun : 

•* I married my Inisliarul, Vitnoba, about 10 yoara 
ago. He ib a cultivator and n*Hident of Khanoul, 
four kob from BhnUmij where my grandmother 
roHiiloH. r ubed to live with my husbund. About 
two yrnrs 1 was at my grandmother’s, wb<*n a 
M*rvnn1 of Nana Salii)> Klianvelkar, ]iHnu*d Bafettjce 
JietlherJ c*anK* to me and induewLine to aceomiMiiy 
him to Baroila, saying that I slnfld lx* in wisy cir- 
cuinsl«ii<“es there nml Hhonld not Juivo to work hanl 
in tho field a- at Bhalval, aiul (hat F should get 
oiiiamcntH, clothing, &v. 1 secretly loft mv mother’s 
hoiiM*, le4),^g *1 fton of one year of ago behind. At 
first 1 Wrt» taken to Kud, the native village of N»n» 
Sahib Klianvelkar. Tttnf otkvr women had already 
been brought ^Acrc, and two eamc up two {lays sub- 
sequontly. All five of ua wore conooaled ip Nana 
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Coiaplunts pf Bri^h Sul^eets. 


Bemiurkt. 


Tn tfaesu inHtanoeB the MintHtor iiQ<l 
the MAhanyah appear to be directly 
conoorned. 

^ The onticemont, the forced sei'vicc*, 
the u^uat iinpriHODment for not ^ving 
ihlhc informatiof), their non-trial, tbo 
flogipng, and, loatly, the luicidentnl 
reloAM^ from priwon, arc rnattci’s that 
demand the fullest possible invcstigktion. 


Cuae »>f Sidoo, wife of (.irutioo Savat, nrsi- 
dent of Sukiirpii, Purguniia liajitpur, 
Uinti'ict lliituagin, a liritish siibjis:!. 


* Those two niou and the wuuinn m'<i 
lillogfsl to have b<H;ri in the servii^ of 
the MiiiisUtj* Nona tSahib. 


Sahib's house. The names of the other four, wero 
Muthoo, Sukoo, Kashee, and another Kaohee. Hiree 
days afUiiwards wo left, for Barorla, the said Bab^eo 
Bedkur Rccoinpanying iib. We at^ped in Bombay 
for throe days. A sixth woman^ nameil Poorgec, 
, joined ns at Bombay. All these women wore 
iMitween 20 and 2d years of age. * From ‘ Bombay 
I we came by rail to Bnrotla, anti wore taken to Nana 
j Sahib's house. I reumiued in Nana Sahib's house 
I for about a month ; so did the other five. I was 
' then «^nt with the others, except Kaahoe, to the 
Sirkar Wada, an<l we wore mwle to servo the Banco 
MahasiVhai as ** T^oiindis.’* I remained in the 
Ranee’s service for four months, when I was sent 
for by the Maharajah Mulharroo. Saloo and Tanoe, 
women who were in the Ranee’s service, were also 
tln;re. The Mahnrajtdi asked Saloo and Tanee 
wbnt they knew w'gnrding a certain intrigue alleged 
to have occurred about that time. They replied in 
j the negative. I was asked no questions. Wo were 
i tlioD sent to the Fouzdarc«3. This was at ^nidnight. 
The next day at noon wo wer<‘ sent to Uavpura 
Cliabutra. (inc and a half months subsequently 
1 was sent to jail, 'rhero I remuinesd for ultout 
15 months, un(l was roloasod on the occasion of 
! the last eclipse of the moon. No trial has over 
I taki'n place, nor has niy statement been ever taken 
down, 

“I wns twice flogged in the jail by Bhoojuiigmo, 
deputy jaflor, with a cauo on iny bare Iwek. It is 
. the common pniclicc to flog women, in the jaiL 
J saw several women lH*at»ui in the jail. 

I J have lost my caste, and am now utterly <lcs- 

titiite. I pray for justict*.” 

I 

The pt'tilioner hns mnde the following statement 

Saloo, wife of Giiuoo Savat, ag<Ml 22 yejirs, 
Miiratlia, resid(*nt of Sakurpn, Purgunna Rajapiir, 
District Ratnagiri, saith on solemn afliriimtion : 

“I married my hushand Gunoo when 10 yi-nrs of 
age, and lived with him. He is ii cultivator. 
Al»out two years ago J came to Deola to visit my 
motluT. (iopal Jtao Sarvepi Ham Hhown and 
SagoonobaiJ^ woman, cam^ to me and toUl me to 
go with them to Barodft, when* T should be pro- 
vi(l(Ml with ornmn<*iits, clothes, &c., and be in i>Hsy 
(drcuinstanci's, and thus Bjoiretl the bard labour 
I was put to ill my village. I was in tins way 
imluced to accompany tlieni. 'fhey took me to the 
village of Kura, and kt'pl im* I'or three days in Nana 
Sahib Khanvclkar’s house. In tlu* courH<’i of these 
thr{*(> days, fonr other females wew* brought there, 
viz., V(‘iie(‘, Bukhina, (xiM^iee, and Bajoo. 'We 
were all eonceahsl in Nana Salnb’s house, and were 
then sent to Baroda in coiiqiauy with the said 
I Oopalrao, Ram Bliow, and Kngoonabai. All livt' of 
us were takc*n to the Ihwan Nana Saliib’s house, 
wliercj Wft remained for one month. W<' were then 
P^ken to the Sirkar'Wodn, and mmle to serve the 
Ranee Mahnsahn! ns “ Loundis,” I serv<*d the 
Raiie .0 for five inonlhs. 1 reinemlxT Naningee, 
Muthoo, Knshee, Snkliqo, and l)oom*e coming to 
the Rnnf*<‘’H residence to herve ns “ Loundis.” 
After I waa live months in the Ranee’s servict?, 
i 1 was sent for by II. H. Mulhamu) at night-time. 
Narungee and Tanee wer<* also thcr(\ I and Tanee 
were naked what wo knew regai'ding a certain 
intrigue alleged to luive occum4 about that time. 
We replied in the negative. I and Narungee were 
taken to the Fouzdarei*, and Tanee was sent to the 
Futteypura Chabutra. The next clay we were 
removed to l{av]mra Chabutra. After a month 
and a half we wetre sent to jail, where 1 gave; birth 
to a Hon. We remained in jail for 15 months, and 
were released on the occasion of the lost eclipse of 
the moon. No trial has taken place, aor has my 
statement been ever taken down. 
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** I wa^ onco in tlu* jiUl l»y Bboqfnx^pfvip, 

<Vputy jfiiU'r* witli »n*ftu<‘. li in tho oounSDnprBC- 
tiop to nog woiiifr'Ti in tint juil. 

‘•I nuj now utterly (toititmis nmi 1 prhf tw 
ja«*ticv. Tin* woni(*n who came with Jup to BnrotK 
\iS5., Vt*n<*p, liiiklmui, (loojins im^ Uakhuui’a daoj^h* 
toi, imoo, W(*iH* \Wlli tlu* Uiiinji- Sal^ib when I watt 
«rivsU‘(|. liftjoo whn thui) 12 or 1.3 ypiu’« of ng<*. 
1 have sitK'c heard that Bt\joo Uuh dii>4l.*’ • 


SCIIKDITLE No, I], 
mitOIIA »Sl IUK< IS. 


Coniplitinls of fiHifxLi SuhjoOb 


ItomnikR. 


0«*>e of the Sirdars, Simlhecs, Vjij»ad.'nH, TIm-* oas( K m paraie fioui the (‘oiitiii^ent, luid reforg 


dunuidars of the IBi/ur, nnd tlie 
MhIimK of the (hiekwtn Stale. 


only to those iiiiployed ahoul the eoui1 ouU on 
levtMMii and ^'eiural diti> in ilii‘Mulutls. The prin- 
(ipal Sttdius of the ate included in this body, 
'riie yeneial eoniphnui'* iiuaUs refer to nrreftps of 
p.jj foi 3^ years, tinpi-st ilisc-liarge of u numl^ of 
rai>adaiH aixl SilhslaiS) aeeom]Minu>(l by confiscation 
of prtvati' pio]>eit}, 'riu* Cim'kwur has fre¬ 
quently jiroinised to jmy ns iiirears, hut has failed 
lo do Ko, and the hunkers hine liegun to refuse 
imikiii;' any iurlher advaneis, Tho lohs Nufferod 
by all is eonBul<‘iahl<‘. I'id< (Jovernmeiit letUtr 
in tlie Political Deputimeiit, No. 33 T, dated 2.>th* 
ol .July 1H7.’1 ; also No. li(h-76jl, datod 

Hhli of Au^^usl last, paras. L to and othur 
(’oi respoiuienc<‘. 


(.‘use of the w\cn Ihejapoor Tlmk<a-s. 


A full stateineiit fioiu tlte Thakoih ihumselvcs has 
heen diiuvii up by the licsideiit, and they arc pro- 
si lU at Ihiiod.t in leudiness to sulislantiate tiudr 
< half ‘ s 


I'llind I’urounnnh. —Coiuphimt'- <»l the 
^opi«*senfalnCh ot 37 \illnp'*'ol Piihol, 
Joi waidi d to Ihi Durhiu wilh mkINo. 

24{h), ilaled IBlIi of Ocndici 1873. 


4 ('apt* ol*flcthahh.il nulhihhai, lali V.thi- 
vatdtii of FChyndoo 


(^oniplaitits af?ainst tin* ValiivntijRt*, Ihil- 
>autrao Triinbuk, t»f Visnatfar. 

(IroHS chse of toihne I’lHuinilled by 
the afoit*snit| Valiivaldni upon n Ih.th- 
lum woman in Visnaj^ar. 


6 Naoanri Purgnnnah.—Case of the inhalu- 
tftnts of tho viUiqiie of Variao. 


Case of Coover.ioo Dnlahhai Desai, ex* 
farmer of tho (looudi Bajpur Mnhnl, 


'I Ins eompiuuit Mill pne a lull iiisi{;>hi int<* the farm- 
ini» syrtieip, Midi irs {ittendant evils, ns pnuMically 
earned out by tie* ttm*kMar tloverninonl. ('oirti- 
sp(>nd<‘iK*e Mill .dso be piodiued whieli took place in 
Apid, duni, An^iytt. and Sepiembei lant, regarding 
till* -lute oi uHsirs in lliis ruri;unna)i geneialty. 

This < ose is one Old of sevtia) iliiit luvt* lately coufe 
to tej;lii, sboeint' thai although laMiiers of the 
Mahals p.iy lurjic suin'* A> the* high olllcials of thfj 
Slate by way of hnU', )ot that no faith is'kept 

/ with thei^ and Ihat^thiy arc liable to be turned 
onto! eniploymeitt wd hoot having cordmittisl any 
laull. Moreover, fliat the hiibe given,mid in some 
msl.mccH tin sedulity deposited, are nul relurncd. 

'■J'iii" case showp the inaherafttion ’itid gross'cruelty, 
llmt hio n*<'eiilly been practised in tlio Visuagar 
Piirgunimli. Jt is fcsired that such piactici'h have 
been loo common in the (iiwkwar distneta; nnd 
flint llw'y luvM* only hceu biought lo light owing lo 
the pic^'cnl syMeiu of tlie U(*sidetit hearing im- 
purliint eonijilmuls and referring them to llic 
iVjrliar for explanation. 

132 persons appeal against tho opprc* 9 |fvc loud rsbosh- 
nwMit, ike., and tho forcible nieaiw us(«d to collect it, 
iVc., &c. 

Claims to recover tho mm of 5,0(X) rupees boiTowed 
ft’oin a Kowcar in Surat, in order to fulfil liiR agi(*t>- 
incnt vvitli tho (luekwar Govciiimeut; also clainia 
<*oiup<‘n8atiou for haring been unjustly deprlvod ol 
luH contract. This cane id**!) iiioludos n eJniw inado 
by tho widow of Dooker Jumoadass Shlrisik of 





ComplAloii of BkrodA SubjcotH 


BeaiuHlEk, 


'BHj<Mlay to u i^fund of tlio sum of Ha. 7,757—0-^ 
wliirh wau p.\i(21)/ hci Uu»baud as a bribe to cei** 
^ Imu Tiernoiis'.mcjhod. 

V 

OaaeNof Sookha Wahatai C^bowdice of Clamts cutuponsatiuii iiotn tbe Gaekwar Government 
NuMhura ia Nuohaii. foi haviiig ljt*on unju^^tly <le}>rived of bis property, 

and forced to l)ccome stcunty for Oooveijee 
Dulubhoi 1)( sai, mentioned in the foregoing case. 


Piitton DistiK t — C'om)))nii,t b> Snub md It will bo seen by o rofcicuce to No. 44 of this Soho- 


Dolediiuitd, (d Viigilod, l^ rgimn ih Pul¬ 
tun, thiil i Kolu luimul V(lti) ofrfdpul 
and luh biotliu ( )i igiin, Imd bc<.n loi- 
tuied^ at Vagilod on • cn nlKint Ibi. 
begiiiniijg uf ()( LuIhi lU7d. 


dulo that tliib IS not the fiist case of torture that 
biH rfcoiitly roiuw to light in the PuftuuFuigunnah. 
The injuiid jMMons III tiu pustnt mUanco wore 
earned lo the JUitihli hospital at Doesa, and xnea- 
suioh will liL at omo taken to ptodiue them before 
Iht Comm I S'-ion 


10 Petition fiom IDioti Wuidbo Mebioo, fWr piecoding case. 

of vTugial, wbo luinpi uuH Ibat bis two 

Inothors ■aeie toituidl at Vagdod 

11 Coinplmnt by tbe head-man ul th« villii!:,* Ihpn ninte tlu sysUinof oioi-taTStion that Ima bidin 

of Ooiiju, Pmgunuab Pultuii ioidd upon tbern by iinprisomnunt, toi tuio, €%.c., 

• loi sonio yi ftiB past. Fuinisbes tabular statomoutH 

siiowing tbul uudti tb< system in foico they 
hn\( iionuanaoi Imlibood, unless pines arovoiy 
bigh, Hid tbaf imbss sonic romidyis appligil Uioy 
will be uliligcd to dusurt then villages. 


12 Bnioda Mahnl 
of tlaiuj. 


-C'omjduuts of th< ivots Pititiomis (Oinplam (but tbdi nsscHsinint has boon 

iK.uly doiibbd in tbtci yeats, iimltliattbi uveiiue 
IS (oIImIuI hy tot tun mid impusoiiiui ut. 


13 Stale ol Pul Hid Distrut.—Ihfiiriiig to Apun'^ot tb< wlioU ol Ihi <oiii •'prUMlemt*, iko. for 

la-ti' No 3 ol this Si la dull thi bisl mviu ot ught nioiitlw iilatiiig to tin Pitlnd 

Piiiuunnib uudn tli< hi ids of (I) distuihiiKis; 
(J) (bsiilioii oi . (d) lonipliiiuts of lual- 

i4luuui'>ti ilion ji 111 1 ilJ^, iikI of oppji-'-ion on llu 
j>itt (f thi Viluviitibn 111(1 •'iiboi hmiti oflicmis of 
till I'tiiguuii ih, b i bull iibt'idy subrnittid to Ibi 
( oii)Tui'>s}on Kiom ibi^ it will hi sun that out ot 
till told imiidKi of ulwMit IK) vilhigi s lu tbu Pnr- 
gunn ill no b->s thin Sd ha\t loiiic iotwuid lo 
11 pi I lit t In ii gi ji V ini I ^ 

14 Casi of IbiJ lyots ol Uiut'i. in llu Tin jmIiIioihi" loinpb n gum ill> ot ovi r-t.i\ ition, 


Ki^inloo LHiigiiiiu ill 


tin I I i-Miii til on I 10 yiais’ igiumuil ntadt in 
lKG>-<)0 hiMie’' hull i iisid lioin it->. 27,IKK) to 
1< . d2,i>()(), and Iluil llu ixiisshis bun livicd by 
liupn imiin lit mil v iiious inoiUs of Inituii. 


LMition Ijoin Vbi i nltu'i(oi>4 of tin lowullhi ptiliouiiM lomplim ot om i-laMitiun, toituic, 

-ra» j.i. t % P m 


<*i Kuiiu, iipiisnitid by (tiidbui 
Keywill 


Petition#-, fioin llu* ryots ol ddhientvib 
Ingirt in the ilaiodv IMiigurmab 

1. Ryots tind Patels ol Kamioli 
Khali„lu Mahal. 


2. Patels nnd ryots of o Ada Piytug 


3. Patois and lyot I of IJrni 


iind lonieipiinl dc-iitiun of tin town oi Kaiiss hy 
•JS'J faimiii bilvvuti llu* ^uiis P)22 and 1929. 

A prill ot (111 wlioK loiiispondiiiu, &c. toi 
(111 last '■I M n luonlbs iililmg to tboKuiiu Ihli- 
guiiii ih iiiidii Ibi luad of “ distutbanus, ilescition 
** of vjlligr •>, loinplnnts of mal-admimstration, Op- 
pu'>'*iou,” fci , IS siibiuittiiJ lo the Commission. 


Cuiitplinn that last yi u they wiio diiveii to desert 
(lull vilhge, in roiispqmuco of over-tojtation, the 
M 17111 e oi ibi it piivnti lauds, and the heavy Salamoo 
levied on aheualed binds. They letumod to tboir 
villagi on the assuianco of tho Government of&ciala 
that thou giKvanios would be rodresned. Tbia has 
not biH 11 dune. 

Complain of a higher assessment being levimi 
than tliat foimnlly agrernl upon for lOyeara; alno 
of till < htuge for waste lond, &o. 

The nsmsHinenl wasfbcwi foi lOyoart? in Sumvut 
1919 at its. 13,900 \ last year on lo-mofMiurement by 
a slioii miasure tboasHOHemont wae raided couaider- 
ably, owing to winch they deserted the They 


Cba]|4aiiitB of B«lo4a. S«fe$<rats. 


BcmMbi. 


'fhakur T7jcolv»inq; .Babajt*^' aii«l 
othora of »Slwiirkhi ShkUnol. 
TlinKur UkbayMU^ ol 

JUakrol. 

* 

I'ak'lH «Q<1 ryots of Oowashuil, 
Khun^liJ Mtthul. 

Patel and ryotH of Miin^usur 


and of Verol<* 

J^itcls ami ryot-* ot Ni/s:uupui. 

Pat<‘!s and ryots of Kuvclu'yu 
Patois iunl lyots of lliid«'yta 


Patois aiul lyots of Wuinamnh 
and 20 villasros of tl»(* 

Uaioda Piirt^niin.ih. 


Patois and i\ots of Dusiut 
Pat(‘ls and lyots ttf Kimiipuia 


PntilsamI lyol'ol Duniar 


Pal (‘Is of Dliiuapui 


PatoU ami lyots of (ovtij 


MandnuHtiovuuI imd otUois 
of Aukana. 


Mooljco Koojordas and j 

oIIk'I’s of Shi -.wa. 


wore induced to r<*turn hy the Vahivattlar under 
promiMo tlu»t the incrca^**!! a«sf»hbini‘at would not ins 
lovM'd ; this piomise has nevev hern kepL 

(’ouiplniii of lijcieflse of tribute, and he lo\y of 
(iadi ^azeinna hy Mohsid*. / 

C’oiuplniiv* ol ' Inanj Commit tM* mid of ClwH 
Nu^ia'aitu eessi''-, and of th(‘ non-pnylaeni ui giran 

lialvs. 

('omphiin of ovev-tnxalion and the* levy of extra • 
nssessujoiit, also of tin* Iiiam Coniiuitti'e and GwH 
Nazi'runa e(*ss(‘s. 

Coinpiaiu of over-tH'cntion and false mensnremeul 
of land, in coiisocpicnei' of which they dchcilcd the 
Mlla*»e; hut V(‘tunM‘jl under the ayurnucx* tlmt a 
fair ass(*ssineni <lnJy would lx* l(*rK*d from them. 
This promise has noi fuliille<l. 

<'oinplain that thei huM> to }Miy ttssesmiienl on 
waste lands eontiat^ to tht‘ <‘ustoni oftladr village. 

(’omplaiii of e\cessi\c oM-t-tiixatioii and of the 
imposition oftheChuli Na/uana. 

Complain as in ease No. ?>. 

C'oiupi.iin that duihii' the In-t two ywu’s 1 he as- 
se-simnl lue* h<‘en « \ee"-ive, and that uiiauthoriMMl 
amounts m e\ce‘-s aie l»'\led. 

Compliiin that the armn^^enu'iits (‘nlenHl iiitd in 
August lei^arding the <Ie( r have not rclioved them 
fiom tiu'I ivages eominitted hy those anlnmls, and 
that m I oir-eiim’iKs l]u> aM‘ iinahl<‘ to pay the as* 
“(sniieiit ill .tdilition to Ciaii Na/enina. 

Com]dmii of est i *-si\e assessment uiid of peucrul 
inseeinil^y ot]Mopi ti>. 

( omplain that tlx* inamdar, Mookoondrow Manui| 
demands .m (‘set ssiv(Mi>-.i ssineni, which if is heyond 
then powei to p-i). 

Complain that tlK‘ assi'snidit of the kind is very 
high, and eoiiMspa nil) that the Cadi Na/ernnn in 
addition i*- iiiinuiu to ttu‘in. Also that foi four 
month' tin* Malt.najah’s eh'phants caus(> duiiiage to 
their fields, \e. liiam ComniiUie tux, loss of borvitiJ 
allo\\MiK‘<‘, le'umptmnor Wantii lands, «Sre, are alao 
ul>it‘(ts ol (‘omplmnt. 

('ompl.iin that liny hiiM' h(‘en ealhsi upon to i>ay 
.1 rSa/(i ijM niMilv (‘(iiiiil to ludf'the land iissessnient, 
tint Want 1 l.imls Iiim* )>is‘U M'suiiie<l, and that they 
ha\e Ik en depn\‘'d ol their i ro]»s. 

(Mitiom Icom])l<un (iuil m 1h<*}ear Suniviit IDlt) 

( V.l>. ‘he .issessiiK 111 was fixtsl at 

of pi*i Kotniha, and a ten )(*ai’s’ settlement 

was ihin madi. In the jiai Snmviit IJ) 2 .'> (a.p^ 
th(. jissi ,dnenl was raised to Kh. 

)iu Jv.oonil>.i in hriMi li ol the oneimd setllenieut. 
I*« titioners aho complain of the Cadi Niiri'iiiua cesh • 
aiuounting to Ks. on CoxTiimenl land and 40 
pet ci'iit. os Salainee Uuid. 9'he luani CommiNaion 
tax which had Insni reimlted 1)> His* IligbnesH 
Khimditao W'a^ .igaiii nupos(>d in Siiinvut 1028 
1H71-72), and w'as hwied retrospectively from 
Suinvut lOCn. I'Ik' s<‘rvie(‘ ullow'anoe to Pah is Ima 
lMs*n (leeteased from Us. 125, the original tunount, • 
til U.. 70, A special coss of lia. 225 levied 
fron this village ha an (‘iitirt dnmofil givini hy 
Ihilwunlitto Ihiholkur to the Mahari^jaU is uIho 
complalni'd of. 

Pclifioncis complain tlmt in Suinvut H)22 (a.d. 
1805“()t») a Hum of Us. 301 over and nliovolhe fixeti 
asscsHni(‘nt was fon ddy leviisl from them, in the 
year Siitnvul 1025 a similar I'S-aetion of Us. COl wow 
again made. In Suinvut 1928-20 a Gadi Nnr.erana 
amounting to Rs. 1,601 wns lenisl. In year Suinvut 
192.'5-2<> a hirfher sum of IN. 166 was wrougl) 
levitsl. 

PcliltoTM‘ 1 *’ complain tlint m Sunnnt 1933 the 
assessment W’us ral^td rr»)m IN* 6 to II por Hoomha 
on Covet mm III land, ami from Rs. I to 7-8 on 
service laml, and Ks. 4 to 6 on SahwiMio tunl Vc^- 
chnniH land. In eonsixiuence of these cxwAionH 
some pofMins have hwii obliged to leave the village. 




Ooljiplunts of Bfiroda Subjects. 

‘2i). IVtition of NttRico Jubhdl, PaloJ, 
iind utltot'tf of Dandi. 


Kyots of Wiiwnu DuiiuiIh Muhni 


RyotH oi‘ I'juroli 'I'iluUworu I’nr- 

giinuab. 




X’ctitinnorH ooniplotn that their aA^oHsmcnt has 
limoi systciQalically rniswl, and that it i« now 
R-h. i^-8 jKjj- ICiMjmlMi, which is laoro than tliey can 
pay. They coniplairi also of the levy of 2.5 per cent, 
as (.hidi atxi of tiie Inain CoDiinission tux« 

f'omplaiii thal lliair land is assessed at nearly douhh^ 
ilu-rate of ot.ln'r villiij'es in the vicinity, and thid, 
Iinwn Commission is levied. 

Complain tluil they are unahlf; to obtain the rofund of 
;i«>Hessmoiit {«;kno>vledg<'d by the Sir Sooba, ilurrlba 
(bn*kvvar, to iuiv<'. beeti iiujustly levied. 


19 Pi'titien from H» { 2 irji-i>»as of Kinubaria . (’Jomplaiii that their piras Innils have hoim wubjeettMl 

oi'the Cljowra-'l Puvjrmmali. I to the fbUowii\«* umhee faxalitm : .Snl.miee'of Rs. 2 

< Ih-eirha. huim (ioinuiissioii ol’4 annas per rupee, 

! ' lb)\v<l}i. four exjM'n'-e?*, jind 40 per eeni, for Cadi 

! Nuzerana : tbns llie julvnntajre ol‘ holdiii}' g;Irn>s 

; iaml is not Jipjmrent to pet it loners. 

1 

t 

20 Vntlon Cur^iinnah. - rhakois Ibmntiji'e ; < 'omplaiii llun tlx.' tribute payable by th«‘m was origb 

Rugiiajee atid Geliijee Sin danji-e, ol nally SI rupees; that it has been onhiwfidly iiicrt'HStul 
• \>’amva, I’lirguunab i*ii1t«m. IVojn tlux' to tinx-, and now stsoxls at- Rs. 2,lo0; 

i Thai sfnix^ of tlx* ryots Inuc deserlo«l the village, &c. 

21 Thakcjr Punajee (btgbojee, of Wamya, Compbuiis that the Valiivatdar, Balm llughoonatli, 

l‘nr''‘untjali PnKim. compelU'd liiin l»y imprisoimx’tit to ptiy Us. GOO for 

pasture land of his village ; that llie uext Vtihivat- 
da?', Bnlwiiiilrao Ye.sbwiint, ineretvsed the amount 
to Us. I,G(H); stiites that some of the lyots have 
, dtsortcl. and prays I'or redress, &-c. 

22 Petition t>f Piajei' rJoobun ]\hmkre, Patel ef Petitioners complain that the local officials <»f the dis- 


Cnja, on behalf of lyoN of the Pulton i 
Piirguimali. j 


trief have all ptiid Na/<‘raiia for tlu-ir appointmenl-H, 
;ind have to recoup Iheinselves from tins ryots. 
'I'bey pray (bat in «*onse{|uen(tO of l.lie bill in priees 
llieir axsessment should be redueeil. Theyeomplttin 
also of the Inam ('ominission and (.ouli Na/erauH 
ee.-ses, which luivt' rrMlnc<al the people to very great 
dl^'tress, in consequenee of which many i)crsons 
have ih-serted their villages. 


23 Dnl 


ibboe Puro-imnah.—Petitnm froni the State that ni Sunivul 1920 (a.D. lSG,‘Mi4) the system 
reptvseiil.atives of seven villajio of tin? of Iix.mI nmtx-y as'.essmcnt was infrodueed niui a 

l>xbho(- Purgtiimah. seltleincnl was made for 10 years ; that in Smnviit 

^ 1 lOt^-O (lS{>8~'ti‘)) the Dnrbar measurtxi the land with 

a sixat tucasiiretncnt, ami tluis iiiereasisl tlm assess- 
nicnl ; that sotin* villagers dt'serted, and were 
brought Imck hy the Vahivablar oil ilie siMMiranco 
1 that tlx'y will, not. be, nnxle to jtity ns.si'SSinont for 

! (im-iiiiurabie laud : and (hat a bamboo ofJdhatliH 

I will be ailopted as the Htdiubird iiU‘(Lsiu*e ; thai this 

! promise ba'- iXiver bi*eri at*ted up to, and the writ ing 

j etuitaining the assurance has been taken away from 

I them; llml on their expressing tlicir wish to desert 

] lixidr villages tJmy were put into irons, and only ro- 

; leased on ttieir giving s(;enrify.tbat they will not du- 

I wrl tlxMi' villagea, mxl pay tlx- assessment; that Hie 

IlighooFs IMulharrao has sent ns Vahivatdar a man 
<d' iiis priv ate *' Mmxllotf,’* naiiieil 'fatyajee Mahadev, 
who h:i.s niBd(‘ sonx- new demamls, ite. 


Sowli Purgunnnh.—Pflilion of Kalhod 
Bnpoo Minitsing and others of 'Pudav 
under Sowli. 


Petitioni'r eoniplains that his rlumabundee hiiB Imer 
s}^temaTi^>llly incKaiHud from the ywir Sumvui J9U 
(a.i>. 18.54-.5i 5) np to tlx* present time. In that 
year the amount of diuiuibuiHfoe payable by hino 
was Rs. 4,375, whcrniw the amount now levied ii 
Rh, 0^92o. Ilivij lieen petitioning tlte Burlvai’ foi 
the last eight yciirH, but cannot obtain redretM 
PetUloner allugo.s that in consequence of theee exac¬ 
tions half the inhabitauts of the village of Tudat 
have dcflerteii. 


25 Dohocoou purgunnali.—Petition from PotitioncTB complain that the aBsessment on their 
Patels of tlie villagos of» 1 , Chainlfc; 2 , villages has boon raised as follows: C&amla, 





Conflwntt of BftrwU Sobjoct*. 


Btwurfcti. 



; 3, Pupuum; 4, Hbiapur, in 
tlm Drltc^aon Pui^uniinh. 


2 fi IVtition fioni PjU*N ol viUn;;( of in 
Uh l)('h 4 g*iori Pm;L>uiiiiali. 


UiniMli ]*ut< tinii.ili -]*i til lint tioin Pitil 

N]i}i)><n (iinu H |>u^( of 

t)oN of fh< ioui Arnhif''^ ni \ inti ili. 
luimiil I nniili, l^bnif Dinniiiiii, nnl 
Konn n 


Kb. 1 ,e0() to R». 2,fi(X), Df imJ i. Rm. 000 to Ry. 1,740 j 
I*usimi«, Ks. 7(K) fo Rs. 1,442 j ShiHpnr.RH. 225 to 
Rh. 350,tho la^t 10 vt^or^; And thof lJ^^*y 
aio iiffnily imablo to pay tin* prps(^t ivHvnbsnw*nt. 
'I'liP} alio ctnnptHin of <»mli N.ueii^iu and of tbc 
In&m Coinini*Hion tux, ntul iiuiuciotin 

poYsons |jia\o ilobcifnl tla n lu i.unjiiX{uoj>uo 

PufifionciH I'otnpi.un flmf tin UHseMMTiHiu oiiCioxnt* 
mint Innd h<*(‘n tiusid (nun Kk. l,U)0la 1,050, 
«nd on Sal.unei land fi<»m Its I,ft00 to Hs. 3,025: 
also tU»i iimiuiouH ofixi oi-scs. snrli hk Tnam 
1 oninii>s)oii, ti.nli N izoitiini, &<., an , alxo 

tliiifoiliiK IS Linployi d to I oii( (^flu m v( niu‘ 

Do ixlitioiKi (<impltiins (Inif his (at)ioi sitllul nomly 
all (iiL‘ \i!ii^«s ill iIh ioiii Mdials in tin }iur 
Suiiuut ISOf, uid (lull tin iiisissnunt ails lluil 
fiMil lit .1 Kitiiii i‘it<, p'(\abb ])uttty lit (.‘Ufli and 
piilU 111 (oin 1 in isMssiuinl so tixc*d was in 
ioiii I •! about (lO \< ns but in tin woi Sum\ut 
20 ( \ it iSt)) f>l It was <onMid(iabl> tiu*i(at»ed 
witiioiit an^ It ison wb.di \<i. Pititioini also I'cm- 
|iliiiis of iln (i.ub Na/ciinii (iss, aii«l slatos thut 
.i(K) f.iiailu s li.iii •b-iittd to tlu‘»liiiingbift State 
ill < on 1 tpii mo ttl Ll t sskhi to whu b tJn*y aro 

subjt I t( d 


Naosni Piiu iiiiinb -I’ltilmn of i\ots IN tiLioin i s (onipi uti tint tlio a^si ssmi nt on Ihi' Uific- 


ol Vn iwid, Powtii iiitU tiajiui vdlu'i 
(it tin Fnuos 11 j I'mt'^iuin lb 


It III lainls III tluMi villaiMs ins Ik on mifn*d fioui 
Rs Cf to Rs 15, IS, uttd 2H, uud that they um.) 
nn.ibli to (luy d. 


20 > INiitioii it ifpii «Mtili\iN oi > ill ii;t o( INutioini (oinplani Ihd tlnj no nnabb' to pay llio 
I Sbinidi, III Pill Jiinii th'1 1 < mb I, und« i pu si nt ass« H>,ni( nt, and abo (onipblin ol tlu'levy of 
Niosiii. * uiiditioiicil (<ssi.s 

n 

oO St M n p< iilioiis iiulti iiibabit iu(s oi villa^i INlilioluMs, wlio an woiutn, (oniplum that althoii^U 
ol\\iiiit\ fliiii buslainds ik* tUad oi abbciit, and tbay liuio 

no Olio lo .(uliniitc tin land intdod in thoir 
bn'>bindf' n.iiu(‘-', yt t tiny tiie htill ioin))(l(cd by 
Iroicninimt to piiv tin as>-('ssiiiLat on tlnnr )iuh- 
bind*. ioinni boldines, and ai( fotbidtlon to 
Soon of tlu IK Idiom I h (ia\ m;r d( s( I foil, bavo boon 
ioiiibl> (oinpiliii] to utiiiii, and Iium* la'cn snb- 
pt f(d to all kinds of lii-lKatiin nt. 


.11 Knii PiJi^mm.di—In «onlinn.ition ol 

«a si I — 

iNlilioii tioin (iiidbut kt \ d and Iim 
olln I on )>( b lit ul tin i\o 1 oi Iln 
Klin Puijtnimdi 


Pftitioneis r«>iii|tlain ibat ituiin ions jaisotiswi^i Lo 
LOiiK (oMMod and <tiU tlum {•!nsain t*s, but that 
tiny bail b< i n fornbly pio\cnUd by tho Cxoii'in* 
imnl Till > issMt tbai all tin local offiduls btuve 
paid Na/(Mana toi tlmir apitoiiitnuoitH. and imi« to 
M(ou^ tinI 0 S 4 i\j>i 8 liom«tlu* i>ots Tiny roinplam 
of ibo wi i;>lii of tin* *i<>si ssiin^jil, niui piay that it 
may lx iidudif in (onsi((i((m( of tbo fall in piloen. 
'Liu > also ( 04 n]d iin ot tin (ladi Na/iitina and ui‘the 
liiiin ( ominission ci ss« b, and tssdt tint puiBons 
liu( (.ouimoiu (d to (I( I (i 1 tin It ifDa^i *■. «* 

it sim luipoitani to iain^ to tbo iiolico of the 
( ontmission. wjlli i< if 11 m( Lo tin allo^tMl oppii'S'* 
u 11 mil niisiall in tin (onkwn Stiti, that it liUH 
bftn tin iibut ol coticspomliino with tlovcin- 
; inonl sum lsii 7 -iiS, and that in Novimboi 187 U 
I till (u)\ciininnt ol India loiwuidM] an uuunymouH 
pi ntion fioti ilio (ipincsiKl lyots ol all tivo Mababt 
of* His Ui^biii-ss tbc foiokwai’s Itintoiy to tUo 
Roniba} (jOx i iiincnt, with Uio lollowmj> re¬ 
marks Althoujth tin pctdion h .uionymouii, 
His Rvcoiluncy in ( oiiniil would l>o f^lAd to be 
« fiiNOUted with tin opinion of the Bombay tiovorn- 
“ mold whethoi then is »oa‘iOU to believe that 
*• thuro JH any, and, if so, wlmt degree of tiuth in 
** the 8 tal#‘inont wlacli it contuins.” The revenue 
coiiiplaintB now submittod embrace the porunl ro- 
lorred to in that pi»tition which woh aenf to JBiimda 
about tiio (mio oi* Ilia Highueas Khundemo'M death 

y 3 


OomplidutH of BurodA Sutijecte. 






uMriclittHMl oi WuJtuns IhroU^jli- 
out, lllr IJjU-O'.Im Stj'ti . 


1. Ailjiti'firv f'onllscMtion^ in the crts<' 
<H‘insui} jit'lli'* Sinlm- . 

2. IluvsT*- lilmjrtrt-, cnsr, banker. 

.‘5. IVTo^o Ji}\l Smmirs cini^e, l»ank('r. 

4. Jinthoir Desai (j*uar:mtee(l li) Go- 

A'Cl’llHlrllf). 

f). Clmiiilal T*i;;unb.ar, bauk'T. 

(b I’.apooblaii llunvulub, firm of Uut- 
toTiji'e Kbiii;fia-i'^, barilu-r. 

7. JbiHvuiilrow (-iiita sli Sadasbiv. 

5. Malulovrow (imieslu 

y. (diiniilal Clioiihil UMponlibni. 

10. IVlohwa nii<l ^Vulwiini 


-'■X<»Tr.—Tn Jbo ndmuiiHl'’*ation report' 
for 1S71, in whieh His ae-' 

ta-asiou is Colonel Ibirr spttiKs 

in purufrrupb U> uf »ui 

hifffi” Imt MO uunjtion of tbo 


they also oin>)mce tb« penofJ from November 1870 
to the present time. 

In reply to tlto Bombay Crovem&ient letter. 
No. SI07, dated 7tli (Detolwr 1870, <m tbis sii^ec^ 
imjuiriiig whether the ryots suflcied any oppresHion 
under the tlien nysteni of (JovernTneut, Colunol Burr 
.reported as follows :—“ That he had in \^in end<}a- 
“ voured to di?eovor wlicnce the petition then 
“ returuod, puriKntin^ to bo from the ryots of Hin 
“ lliglinoss the Uai'Uwar, hml eninnatod, nor from 
“ close inquiry ha<I In* any reaHOU to believe that 
“ they (the ryotv) suffor oppression generally undei* 

the presoTit sysUjin of (iovorinnont.” 

It is bclievc'tl tliat ))aragraj)U o of the opening 
statement of the Schedule states in general terms 
the revenue grlovnuees of the ryots, but that with¬ 
out detailed inquiry by a special ofli(5Cr it wdll bo 
iinposaiblo to arrive at the real merits i>f the case. 

'riu5 itevenue Sir Soobo, Ilurrilia Gnokwor, and 
his dcjmty, Nnraycnbhai, have, if is bolioved, eoii- 
»lu<‘to<l tlm julministj ation ol' this ilcjaicrtment for the 
last (“ight. or lim years. Tlio latter was formerly in 
the sendee of the British Government under the 
Uewa KauUi, mnl tlie (rircumsiances tmder which 
he left tlic British sor\ ice Jo connection witli <‘hargoH 
of bril>eiy brought ugainst inm can be brought 
forward, lie has u residence in Britisli territory at 
Noruid, and is Ibe popularly ro|>ntcd possessor ,,of 
gniat wenltb. 

A rorr(*spondenco ■will also bo produced regarding 
tile nou-cniployniciit <)f Mnrriba Guckwnr, iii con- 
soqueime of his ctuniection with certain intrigues in 
C’alcultii. 

The subject of llu* general attacbment of WuttuiiH, 
and in many ijeiljumes tbe <-onli,seu1ion of Inams, 
♦lagluw,'{Hill otlnrr Iifu edibny pro])orty belotiging 
tf» ihc v.'irieu' in tbe Ibinida *St.»n>, ha,s on 

many oe<'.asions Is'eu forced on Ihe notice »»f the 
Ue^id<Mlt in eonnexioii w’ith numerous (lascs that 
have b'*eu brcngbi before lum. a f(‘W examples of 
wdiicli an*! given in tint nnirgin. 

'J’he gisiejvd tiltm-limtsiii "f Wuttuu.-, wliieli is 
noloriou:-, bns been in fV>n ‘0 for the hist eight or ten 
yi-ivrs. It wtu- |•esor^('d to pcn»Hng nn inquiry, 
Avbieb, however, bar never been craiTied out. The 
Minister, vvluj on iny speaking to him on tin? sub- 
ji'eL adniitItM) tin- lue(, stall'd ilmt in iiuiny instanees 
Slims for marriages and ; ueli like exjicnses Imvo 
liecn granted to Wuttundurs. lb* informed me, 
however, llmt now. on my Jcjuvseidatioii, all 
AVnttiiiis bad been rclea.-ed from atinebincut 
jM'iidjjig inquiry, and tbe. cojiy of an order to this 
etiect ijas been produced before the Besiduiit by 
the agent of one td' the Wutlundars, whose 
VViJttuii 1ms biTii under aMachment for the. last 
10 years. 

TJi(- '-ubjeet being eonsidcred one of very great 
impor(iin<-e, as a, rpei'inicii ol‘ unjust .adnuiiistration, 
owing 1.0 tbe pvoml-ed in(|uiry )iol having been 
iiotiruted, and the Woltuns virtually conOsealcd, a 
yinl was addri'socd to like llurbur, No. 2778, of 
Novendier IStli, requesting, with ri'l'ercncc to the 
Minister’s verbal rejuesi.ntation (that orders hod 
bccii given to ndeaso Ihe "VViittiins from attaoh* 
merit), tlmt a eojiy of the odicinl instructions on tho 
subject wliich had been' issmnl by the Durbar might 
I bo fumishod to the Itesideni, who proposed to 
' bring the subject to the notice of the Commission 
for the purpose of nsei-itnining tbe exact facts of 
ibn case. 

It is subinitled llnil. (Ifi.i general Htiaehinont of 
AVuttniu and the (,iadi* Nav.iTHiiu tax form subjects 
of real and mdvui'stii grievaueo tiiroughoiit the 
State. It is strange tluit llic late Ckdonul Barr 
mentioned neither of these heavy burdomt in his 
Administrntioii Iteivorts for either 1871 or 1872. In 


Comi>laiutK nf’BttfoOa 


('•ft. 

• ,•••;•■■ - ’ftemMk*.' '•'■’'■• 


Glfcdi Niizermm. The Oovomnient ex- paragraph 26 of the latter ho loferH to the rOHliora- 

jH'CMSetUhjnropiinotiouthirt report‘*l]jat tioii of certain ullowmtces under tho head of 

“ there nioeniH to bo no doubt tbit (km- DevusUian, which had Ix'^n dit<c(mU,i}ued two oi* 

“ siilevable reforms arc calliKl ibr iu throe ycjurs before, the nttat hmcMit if w'hicli had ' 

many l>mnches of the adraiuistration.” eauned “universal dislrnst,” nmlw/feuv tlml conf' 

Paragrapli 6, Government IUt»(dutIou, bscution waa intended ; but he oi^tied the lai’ger 
23b4, dated 6th June 1871, •♦rpiostiou of Wultuns, Inama, Joghirs, fce. He 

spejiks, indeed, of an Jnam village having been 
restored by the prosewt Gacfewivr to Guunesh 
Sudashiv, together with its full einolunients, for 
Rorvices durutg the mutiny, ami praises Kb High¬ 
ness lor having done this net of justice' 5 bhfc I 
regml (o say tliat tho promise made to Colonel 
Ihirr has not been performed, ani^ the point wliieh 
Colonel J»aiT espiicially eonteiulcd lor was witlu 
drawn diroetly lie loft Buroda. 

33 Cose of Ambi, Tanee, Ihilventmo Sagiu- Tin laets <jf this ease are as follows: In the month of 
kur (n foreign subject), uiul Bhiigx uiita Noveiulutr 1871, a woman in Uut se?*vico of the 
Guruv. (laekwur, ' iiatnod Amha, aoeompuuied by lun* 

daughter, Tane<% and two coiniianiuns, nam<*d liul- 
Miiilrno Sagurkur and ]lhugvuiit4i Guruv, and others 
l(d‘t IJnroda with all their proi>erty, intending to 
pioeeed t,o (.Central India. 

Their i)bje<;t W'us t<» bettor their circuiURtaneeR at 
Seimlia’s C-nurt, but no sooner bad they depai’tod 
Ibaii a Haroda Durbar Kurkuon was sent iu pursuit, 
lie followed flu'in ;lh fur as Njisik, where ho ob- 
tjiiui'd inforinaiioii that tln^y were then at. Bbosawul, 
in Khan(i(‘.s}i. IJe thereupon tdegrupbed lu the 
poIi<'.<‘ jns[K‘<'toi' l(dnrig him tliat tbo four person,H 
above mentioned bad stolen Daroda GoTcriimcmt 
pi-o{>ei‘ty and slioiild bi* arresU'd. Jnfonilation was 
n( tile same titia* seut, to the Diputy Minislor at 
Ihiidda to move, the U(‘->ideiil to apply Ibr the sur¬ 
render of tiu! ac<'Ust‘d peiV'Oiis. 

The Ui‘si<lenl thereupon lelegniphed ?.<» the rail¬ 
way mngiMnLte of Bltosnvvul to d(‘tain Amba aud 
Won e, wlienvi. the Ibiilway MugistJvile n-plit'd by 
letter siiyitig lluvt four ]>er 80 ijs instead of' tlnwe two 
bad been ibrwtirded to Jhirodu, and surrendtu'od to a 
Durbar ullieiul. 


On the receipt of the Ibitlway Magistnite’s lolldr, 
tkdcujel Harr 4'allc*d for tho primil J'av.ti' aud 


^^*ut• for all l.lie 'J’ho first W'ds sent; l>ut 


* Another inslancj* (vf iJ)eg:d surrondtT 
is shown iu <*ase No. Id of Scliedule 1., 
iti which tiop:d<lji-^s ,S:vlekrfiin, of tlu' 
ICairu village of Neriad, was hatuled 
ovtu* hv ilu* deputy eolliH'tor, .\hme 
4lab:i<l, to tln‘ Dni'luir jioliee a short 
time .ago, mid was thrown int<j priMUi 
in Darodm uiid only rt'hvsscd ott tlu* 
(h'mand 4)rih*‘ Uesideut. 

Also the east' «d‘ MaiiiekhiU Vuiiul, a 
resident oi' Almieddmd, who was Ht'ii- 
t4'ne«Hl by tlu- Durbar to iniprisoimieut 
for 14 w'ar.'*, on a eluirgi of writing ;i 
dt'fuum’tory lidter to his brotlu'r iu 
Ahuiedabul, Vitlc Case No. l>. Sche¬ 
dule 1 . • * 

III tbo case of Nutbvva Tisla, N’o. 5 
of ScIuhIuIo 1., illi’gtd bail wa.s exuoled 
from a Muhcekiinta subject to co*npel 
his ap|>earanc(* before a liaroda (5ourt. 

Tlie two first iusUwices mentioned 
show tlmt tho Durlxir possess some in- 
dopoudent monns of obtHiuing Hritisb 
subjects from British territory, othor- 
wiso tluiu tlirough the proper diannel. 

The extent to which tliis ovil exists 
is unknown to tho liosidonl, but it is 
quite impossible that the relations be¬ 
tween the two States can be on a healthy 
fooling whilst iuKtancos of this sort oau 

obcui'* 


lln' wituesj-'i's -Hu i't' never s*:ni. 

It i.s imporUiiit. to notice that the surreitilcrof 
tile ac.e.used pi.rsou:^ to uu ofiicer of the Boi'oda 
Dur’oar was wholly iliegal, and, under tbo circyio- 
stuiu'cs, musl iuiproj)(‘r. IJuiler no irireuinsbiucea 
bad ibe llailwny Magistrate Hiithorily to RuiTcnder 
ueeuscil jicrsohs to uuy Nutivt' Staio for trial. Wo 
primu favic case b.'ul been hubinitlod to the IbiiJway 
iMagistitile ; no i«fcr<‘nce Vus matle 1^ tho ilailway 
iVbigislrate t.o tho Keaident before sui rt'iuli'ring tho 
nceiiscd. I'lii' lour accuse*! jx'r.sons wei\* simply 
handed overt# a Diirlmr Iviu'kooii on ?iis own cafptfrto 
statement, without any legjil ju.-^tificatioj^ whatever. 

I'be /trimit facie case submitted by the Durbar 
speaks for its*df. Tbi‘ wlude case appears to have 
been got up on the cuinplaint of the girl Kasec, the 
f4tsi(ir «laiigblcr of Amba. Kusce has, however, 
appeared and stat.ed Unit she nevt’i* mad*‘ any eoni- 
jiluiut at all. TIm^ deposltioiis submitted by tlio 
Durbar puipoi’t to have la^cu niken befor** tho 
Fouzdar, but tlicy arc unaUcstvtl by him, and tlio 
iKtcused persons stale that no iuvestigatiou of auy 
kind was luado, and that the *le]>ositions in their 
resptsdivo uaiacs arc, in fact, forgeries. It is also a 
most HignifieAut fact that in the primti fwie ease 
Bubniittod by the Durbar, 'raneo, the chief offouder, 
if any olToucc was commit te*I at all, is not oven 
charged, but her own father, Ninibajeo, is taken to 
jail in her place, whilst tlio fbiuglih^r is taken to 
bo the miatrews of the Maharajah. 

The entire case is one of corisidornble importniifo. 

It affords a speeixuou of doliberato abuse of power 
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OomDluntR at Barodft 



Thcrt^ iH ulso the cuso ol‘ the PurHi o, 
BapoojfM) Curs(*ij*‘c, s(‘i/cil by Diirbur 
(♦lUciais ill Sui'al ti'rrilory, wliicli is fitill 
pcnditi^ in tin* Kurut Mji^istrat-e’s t/ourl, 
Vu/e cast* No. 11, Scbinbilc I. 




Case, of Tani’i^ tho (lauphU-r of Xjiixiiniin 
lbi(‘ (iooptay. 


(■ 


(yOSR of Kaknor Slialia »Sahcb ami J^atel 
Niitboobbai KnWbluii. 


Case of Ramabal. 

This ease and No. 34 (ftt* also that of; 
Cbimnitt Wagli, No. 38,) throw 
u))on the inuinemble objectioua r&lvod 
by tbo Kauee Jasmabbai to remaiu iu. 


. I t: ■ m',’ . 


■•V 


Beouirl^iV' 


on tlio part of tho Darbar &|fiuust four inoor^vt 
pri Hons, ono of whom (tho father of the girl Taiiee) 
1ms diod in prison, and three of whom have under¬ 
gone iinprisoiminnt for long periods without arty 
ki/tfl of triulf or, any charge. whate,ver. Tho last 
two persotiM (^one of ihein u foreign subjeet) wore 
only rolca»i‘d on th<> int<q‘]K>sitiun of the itoNdeiit. 
These, as well us Ainba, Imve been plundered of a 
(uinsidin'iibio ainonnl of ]i)ro)M'rty. 

Tlie ]ioKsession of tlio girl Taoeo was tlie primary 
ol>ie<*i iu view, am! iu oi'«lef I Imt this poss(‘ssiou 
might Im* iiitetTUpt4*<l ns little .ns posHihle, tlio girlV 
imtuiiil guanlians, her »iwn father ami her ibstor 
niotluT. AihImi, wei-o thrown into prison pe.iidiug tlic 
Maharajah's pleasure. 

In submilling this case to the iioliee of the Ooin- 
inisslon. the Uesidetii d«‘sires clearly to j»oin1 out 
timl he has n<» intention of holding the (hw'kwai' 
re^prtnsible lV»r ;m illegal surremh* 11a rods and 

h»reigii subjects by a Hritisli Mugislrale. The illegal 
and improper mMioii of a Ilritish offieiai in sur* 
rentlering I lit* iieciisfnl persons I'unmit, however, 
exoiierale the Gaekwar's (bivernment from liability 
wiih regaril Itt their jun-virtus or snbsequetil. action 
in <-oniiexiou with this cum*. TImi p(*infK to which 
the ailention of the ('oiiiinission is r<*speetfully 
ilircefed are as follows :--lst. 'I’ln'l.rtilh or falsity 
olTlie eriuiinal proei'cding siihmillis) by the Dut^ir. 
2ncl. 'I'Ih* trealmenl ol' the chief ofl'eiuler, Tanec, iw 
conirnsfed wit It tlx* ti'calinent of flu* otlao' alleginl 
tilUnders. 3nl. 'I’he thdiberate refustd of the 
Din-bar to i'orwartl to the Uestthml any of the 
aeensed persons fta- exaniin.'ilion after hmiiig Hiie- 
<;ee<|et| in obtaining irregularly their surrender from 
Lh'ilish ten itories. -Uh. 'riie eireiiinstauees nmler 
which 'ranee’s father, Smte.-iram Niinbajoe, w’as 
Hf-rested ami subsetpieritly tiled in prison in llavodu, 
in* mention of I lie surrenih-r t)r this perstai having 
Tii'cn made l>y the Uailway Magi>;liale at IDiosnwnl. 

'I’his girl’s liil.her came ami petllioneil the Resident 
on beh.-df of Ids ilauglib*r. wht», he stated, had been 
imprisoncil by ortles- «»f the j)res*-iit Malairajali for 
aiiout a year and n half, vvilhoat trial or jiitlieial 
intjuiry of any kind. Her alleged (.Oenc-e was that 
she th‘cliire<l she knew' nothing w’hntcvt'r ri>gariling 
an allegt'd infamous inliigue betwt*en two persons 
of high pt»sifitui, ami tlenietl having nil<im]>l«>tl to 
ndiiiiiiister a mo-ef.lie 1 t» tla; Imly. Slie wtts for this 
ihrtnvn into pristm, tlivoreetl from her hnshaiitl, tintl 
her hither was finetl l{s. 2,0(M) ; :dl Avitlioiit trial. 
She was a Loumii in the service of llie ]>resent 
Ihinee, ami is not a( present more Ihan about 16 
years of tige. She was (»nly releivsetl n,t the iuKtaucf! 
of the llesident, W’lio i-epresented tin* iujustiet'! of such 
cases tt) the Maluu'apdi, ami ndvistsl her releast*. 

The proceedings of the Diirhai in the case of this 
fakeer ha\e been calletl ior, btit havt* not os yel lii'en 
jn-otlueetl. 'I'lie man is an lnhahL(4iut, of Miulras, 
ami cjirne in the ctnn-st* of Jiis travt'ls to liaroHa, 
wHi't-t* he took up his qijjirlers in a dlinrumslaila. 
He WHS vtiportial to the Kcsjd\»nt ns having l>oon 
thrown into prison by the Maharajah for writing 
ihdmnattjry reports to the ]tress. Ho was said to 
have 1 m! 01 ) sciiteiieed to 12 yearsMmprisonnx’Jit and 
Jls. 1,(X>0 fine, uuil in default of payment to five 
years’ further ImpriKonmiuit. Ho has bwn released 
iu consetpience of tho Resident’s inquiries. He hits 
lost whftt little projKU’ty he had. 

This woman’s case is similar to that of the girl Taneo 
hIkjvo (No. 34 ). She was i-equireil to give falac 
I'vidence to the I'jfect that ono (lovindjee Nnik 
(who nfterwarils diod suddenly in jnnwii under, 
suspicious ciruuuistuiices, and is generally believed 
to have been poisoned,) had been concerned in a 



Baroda after the death of her fete 
hoeband. Vide GoTernznuQt Hcmidtition* 
No. 6519, of 18th Novomlier 1871» and 
Government Rofiolation, No. 6016, of 
12th December 1871, and correspon- i 
denoe passim, 

Ciwe of the present reprcsontative of the 
ohl banking firm of Ilurroi^ Rhugtw*, 
Mngguribhai Purshotuin. 

That Hiirix^ BhugtecfH is not an iso¬ 
lated case of lr»ss iufllcU^ uwn luinkers 
On a largo swlo by the prese-iit Muba- 
rnjah is shown by the following cases 

1. The case of the banking firm of 
Samnl Bcchnr, involving many lakhs ol‘ 
rupees. 

2. ^A1ko the case of Dowlutcliund 
Juverchund, of Ahmedabmh for 
Kb. 271,(KX). 

3. Also the case of Auiliia Runchonl 
for Us. .'>0,760. 

4. Also tht* case of Mnggnnlull Hnk- 
kiinichund, of Abmedabad, for about 
Rs. 6 lakhs. 

The Im'.'mIk of all these finiia are 
British HubjuclJi, riHiidt'nt hi or trading 
with Baroda, and tlicy have no ineiins of 
r<‘dress, save Ihroiigb the Renidoiitj in 
case Injustice is done to Ihcni. 




Utsistm with the Name lady referred to abo^ 
reftiwil she wb« ntrippod of her property a^ tiiiws 
into prison without trial, whence ithe w»a ti^eaaed 
about a fortnight ago, alj^r liuving Aeon, in priKo^v 
for upwards of two yeoTH. / . ^ 


in prilton;^ 


Muggunbbai Piirshotuni i« a youth about 17 years of 
age. Hin father came to tlic Residency to coin-> 
plain that his son, the head of the firm of HurnK) 
Bhugtt'o, though a wartl of the Oackwar Govern¬ 
ment, has lieen <lcHpoi1e^l of a considerable amomit 
of profmily, and that, unless Homo inquiry wore 
made into his ho would i>e mined. Measures 
were then adopted through the%liniHter to obtun 
the attendance' ol‘ tlni youth in question j and the ’ 
facts HR i-jilatcHl by Muggunblmi himself are as 
follows; it is submitted that they afibrd primd faeie 
evidence of Horious abuse of power and broach of 
trust on the part of Ilis Highness Miilharrao, whose 
relation to the minor in qucHtion is tliat of guardian 

“ I am 17 yonrs of age and niside at Barocia. 
Origiimlly Ilurnsi and Bhuglcc were two brothers 
trmling utuk'i* the name of IliuTee Bhugtee at Poona, 
uudetr the iVinhvva, and the firm accompanied 
Govindrno Guckwar when he ascended the Gadi of. 
Baroila, nnd lie osmbllsUefl them as the State 
Bankers. 

“ 1 inivelieard part of an anonymous petition read 
to me. 1 si, about six lakhs of rupees connected with 
my firm ; 2ud, a Naxeriinu of fivet hikhs taken on my 
adoption ; 3rd, the sum of three lakhs of rupees Idht 
to Bhuw Sciiidia; 4tL, a reec'ipt for Rs. 76,0(X) token 
by His Highness Mulhurriio, without {laying the 
money ; 6111 , Rs. 1(X),<)00 tekeri by Geerdhur Tri- 
cnin bitnself; 6th, an emerald ue^laco and other 
orimnnmts, wilb cash, cltaudoIierH, clock, &c,, taken 
by the Malmrajuli Mulbarrao ; 7th,'the resumption, 
abtnit a year ago, of our Inam vlllagu and 
uDowances. 

“ In tin* yenv 1926 Hia Highness Khundcrao 
• Mnluinijali ajjipointfs! oiu* Girdhur Tricum aa 
IMoone<-in to Mqwrinteiul the affairs of ray firm ; 
owing to llu* misconduct of this man, 1 made a peti¬ 
tion to His Highness Kbuiidorno to nmiovo him; 
tins was a few nionlhs before, his <lnath in 1870. 
KiiuiuhTau Mubimyub died, and representations;' 
were continually inmle to the same cfFuct to His 
llighru'ss Mulliarrao, but nothing was settled; Oien 
n oisbu'J’, named Gordhun Bnpoojeo, on^iged 
through Ihthviiiitruo Raholkur to give a Naxarana 
of Rs. 76,0(K) to tin* Sirkar to get the apiioiutmunt 
rtniowisl ; and a man named Oboonilnll PeeUunTVir 
was a^poiiiied by nu!, |viih the sanction of Hia 
Higbiioss AlnlhaiTao. '’rhls waa about ftoptomlier 
1S71. VViisHuntrnm Bbow and Bulwuntrao Rabol- 
kar threw <liflicultU'H in the way in their dealings 
with the lirhi as <;onn<‘Cted wilb the Govcruinent 
banks, and Bnlwuntrm>*told me th(*t unless I re- 
a)>pulnted GiviUiur my firm would Ihj ruined. lJ|K)n 
Ibis 1 bad no ulternative but to reinstate Girdhur. 
Bulwuntrao Haholkai' was at that time doing the 
work of Dewan, and 1 looked upon this as an order 
of (iovcrnimnt. fSirdluir Tricum continued in my 
employ as Mooneem until hIkiuI two months ogo. 

“Next, about the six lakhs ; it refers to a trans- 
aetiuii whi' h oceurre<l when I was a minor j but 
this much 1 know, that the Sirkar scut then: men 
to examine our imcounts, and they said that 2i> lakhs 
were owed by the fli*m to the State on account of 
some old <lebt, and a chit for 20 lakhs of nipees woSs 
taken from my tuloirted mother for that oauount. Six 
lakhs wcr<^ fiaid by the firm in part pnymcBt: of that 
amount, but throe proofs were mldueed by the firm 
to show that the debt had l»een really pwd off, and 
in consequence of this His Highness Khundcrao 
ordered that tbo said six lakhs should bo returned^ 


Moei. 


Complaints of Bwoda Subjcota. 


Bemadn.- 


■ '' 1,1; . 


and no d^^mand made for any more; and Mulharrao 
Miiharajab returned tho cbit ibr 20 laklis, but did 
not return the sii*' lakhs ordered by Khunderao, and 
they art Htill unpaid, lait I do not know whether 
thi' nmount haa l>oon written ofT in our books or 
not. 

“ With regard to the sticond point, I havo l)oen 
told that five lakhs wjis paitl ns Nazarana on the 
ocavsion of my adoption. 

“ With regjird to the third <iu()»t.ion of the loan u> 
llhow Scimlia, he had a Klialn with the firm, but no 
large tunouiU was due by him. Girdhur Trieum' 
lent him about 2 or 2^ lakhs oi‘ rupoes on private 
account. This lins not been repaid. We have filed 
a suit about tliis in the* Court of the b^rst Class 
Subnrdliuito Judge of Nasik jigaiuht tbo widows. 

“As rcganls the fourth question, the lls. 75,(XX) 
was lent privately to MuUiarrno Indore, he cam(! to 
the throne. Some time aftoj- His Highness* sicccs- 
sioi). the Mijonoem, Gii'dhur Trieum, came, to mo 
:ti>d said tlmt the Maliamjab d(;mHuded an arf/uittanec 
of this Sf//)i ivif/tonf paifnu nt. I iepli<nl that it w>i» 
ii]ijiist,and tliiit I would not do it.. He th<M) left for his 
houKe. He Jigaiii eanu* back Itj mo at alsmi 8 o’clock 
at night wlaut 1 was in uiy In'drooin, and he s:iid 
that tia* ree.eipt was demanded, and that, Avhetber I 
would or mU. it was the pleusun* ol tin; Sirkar and 
lunst be signod : Tipon t his I signed it. (| 

** Uegarding tlie lakh of niptios aMegcnl to have 
been mken hy G irdlmr'IVicum bimsetf, I beg to 
staU? that from time to time ho did sums IVom 
the firm in his own nnmo, atal tlmt thi' Indiuiee 
against him now is ahont Its. I I7.(XH). 

“The sixtli case which refeifl h» the emcrtdd 
uceklaeo, other ornaments, <awh. c})at)dt*lier, clock, 
Uikcu by His Highness (b<' Maluirivjah, 1 heg 
to explain that nhoiit seven or eight immths ath-r His 
Highness’ accession to t,h<5 tliroue, the Moom‘em, 
Girdlmr Trieum, came to me with a dassood of His 
IJigliness, and said that His llighncss KMpiired one 
or twf) ornnments to see. I pormitbal him to take 
oiu- or 'two, which w'ere reittirncd at . one(^ Huj 
same day. That ^•v<inIrlg Ihdwunlrao llaliolkar ami 
Girdhur came to me and fold mo lo show the jewels 
and ornaments in }»ossessiou of tliO firm. 1 took 
tlicm lo t)m Jatndai'kana and 8lmw(‘d them lliu 
ornaments ; Itvholkar selected four or five and 
US)]( them away, and look mo also t<> the Mabamjab. 
His Highness approv<*d of tiU au.<l kvpl them. 
I have no idea of the value of thorn? there were 
ejirrings, iie<*klace, ; lhoi*(< were tour or Jive seta 
in all. ()j> Ihia occasion IHs Highness the Maha¬ 
rajah n'turned lo me the reeeipt for twenty lakhs 
•nferred to above. I jdso re(x‘ivcd a Poshak, valne 
alxinl lifl. 100. and Girdhur recoiveJ a pmil ncck- 
iaee. A month beftire the Dcwalce of 1872, 
(jiirdhur can)e and told me that the Maharajah 
wanted my emerald ncckhtoc. I refused to give 
if, ami nddcsl thtit it w»rs mortgaged with the 
Kilh.'dar for a lakh of ru)>u<*8, that not being its value, 
bnl. the amutinl lent upon it. On this, Govcrnntetii 
lent me a large sum to enable me to redeem the said 
necklace from imniguge, which sum is now cithor 
paid or in tlu' course of payment; the necklace was 
i<‘dcenic<l and brought U> my houstt. Ono night, 
W'ussuntrnm Bhow, tho manager of the Ciackwiir 
Bank, together with Girdlmr Trieum, camo over 
and dosirod m(> to milovh the hox in which the neck¬ 
lace was. The key was not to be found, so a 
blacksmith was sent for, and tbo necklace was 
carried away. 1 was thus helpless in tho nmttor. 
I was told to accompany them to tho PaUta;, 
which 1 did. At that time the MahiLrajoh was 
asleep, and 1 was desired to return Bio next 
moruiog. I did so, and paid my respeots to 
Biu Maharajah, who Itad on .the same neeklwtc 
taken from mo the night lielbro. 1 paid my re- 



spects to th« Meltarajfth and retunuid. A few days 
after this^ the Mahareijah as usual came to my hb^use 
ii) the Ocwaleoy and took away a chandelier a 
clock, both articles of high value. In m^ing up 
the accounts with the Durb^ for that Uewai^ the 
Durbar not ouiv wonted credit for the tiiree-quartcra 
of a iakh ogreoa upon to ensure the rooi^al of Gird' 
hiu* 'rricum, but also for another R«jWO, 000 said to 
have been promised to the Maharajah by the IClledor 
^uthior) under tlie following circumstances:— 
Ooveudhnn wanted to get the place of manager of 
the new Government Dank, and be said that be 
would get Its. 40,(XM) paid to the Mahoviijah fi-oin 
Hurroo Hhugteo’a firm if be got it. 1 protested 
agjunst Ibis, and asked why I should pay foi- the 
cadiier getting w place. Oirdhur Ibid in o that the 
Goomnsta hot! .ogrtiod to pay this amount, and there¬ 
fore that it would have to be paid. J know the 
above from what Gii^iiur told mo, and Gii'illiur 
also said that on his tolling the Muluirajali that 1 
objeeted to pay Uiia amount ho luul Govordhun 
confronted wit!) him, but 1 told Girdhnr that, even 
if the Goomasta luul ])i'omtsod, why should 1 pay for 
anolbor man? Hetlieu said that the amount must lie 
paid, and with imirh difficulty the amount wtut re¬ 
duced to rupees hPrnty-fivv tfumsatid i ordeit were 
aocoi'dingly given to the Durbar for this amount in 
the aceouutH of the firm. At ilie time when the 
qnittuucf' for lis. 7t'),()0() was given to the Sirkar, 
(lirtlhnr sai<l ihxd. rupees ten fhomand also bad to 
Ik! paid to tl>o Sirkar, and fie took the atnount. I 
don’t know what has been paid during my minority 
or without uiy knowledge. After iny luiopttsl^ 
n)(ith<n''K diuith the Gaekwar Government «t(K»k the 
management of the firm iiib> tinnr hands 1^ ap¬ 
pointing Girdlmr JVicum ns matiogor. Now XUnve 
(•m])luye<l Navayonroo Wamuu Nufra , as my. 
Moonoem ; tli(‘ Maharajah has agreoil to this 
lUTjiiigement. ^ 

“About a yeai' ago, in St'ptemixn- 1H72, our four 
villiigus and allowaucM^s went coiiitscat<Hl try tho 
Gaekwsir. Some of the viUagt!« Wi'.re given by the 
IVishwH and some by tlie G-aokwar. 

“About the debts <liie by Uliow Sulndia to the 
linn, 1 asked Ginlhnr Lo speak to the Muhurajab 
about it, but iu; said that the MaUarajuli could do 
uotiting, therefore we filed a /.nit in the Nt^ik 
Court. 1 also oittained a decree against Dhow 
Seindia, in tin*. Uaroda (.kmrt, for Us. 230,000, but 
1 have not recovered unythiug. I gav(! a chit for 
th*' conuriisKion on this suit. During Khundofao’s 
lifotime, Girdlmr took sumo ornoiueuts which ho 
saiil ba<I lo be paid to Bbow Seindio. 1 do not 
know that they w»‘ro so require<l. 

“ A gnnlen of ours at l|^aro(Li cuUod Now LukhcKj 
llowreo, runl kepi up at our eicjiense, has been appro¬ 
priated for the last two ycMirs by Mulharrao for the 
u.se of his conenbinu called Furthwurra, wlio is now 
rcsiiiiug tlieiv.” 

(Signed) Muwiunuh ai. Fursuot um. 

Before im^, 

(Siguod) R. Vnwam, Rosideut. 


Case of tin* lab* Minister Bbow Scfmdia 
>md of the fiivourih* fidlowers of II. II. 
the lai(* Mttbarftjah IGuinderao 
Ottckwar. 


In Jmie last year the Bombay Goveriunent iu tboir 
Resotutlou, No. 3040, after eommouting upon the 
circumstances attending the death of Bhow Scindiu 
in prison, ^o far ns they were rcvealwl by tluj 
Durliai', couciuded with the following instruc¬ 
tions:—“His Excellency the Governor in Council 
is of opinion tliat, iu the present shite of affairs at 
Bai-oda, the Resident should not content liimself 
“ with accepting all the oiRclal statements put for- 
“ ward by the Durbar, bnt should adopt indepon- 
<lent means of ascertaining the true state of fmsts. 
“ llosldes Bliow Suindia, there have, IHs Kxeellency 
« iu Council believes, been other porsous who wore 
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^.G. l\Xhorvi<lonco tiikoii in the Aml>a 
Tauoo eti-Nc, JSo. 33. 

2. The ovklenee aiul lu'.tioii taken 

ill AnanJrow Sukeoray’s eawi. 

3. Syutl Saduk AU’h cani*, No. 4. 

4. Case id' Oiimtiia Wuj^h, cage 

No. 4G. 

6. iinporhint <li«crojMiiicy of evi- 

i^deiico in the liaw of Rajeerow 
Rapoo, H jirili}4h Kul»jecf, con- 
vietc«l of murder hy the 
]>ur))nr. * 

(». YadH No. 3(»7H mid No. 4309, 
dated Oct. 3(Hhund Nov. 2i»t, 
from Oajitain Uoeves, Politieal 
Agent, Ifewa Kaiita, rclaiivi^ 
to cerUiin depositions in re¬ 
venue cases. 

7. Denial by Durbar of all know¬ 

ledge of the two duimghur 
girla. i’ifU' Yud No. 28 of 
tJiin. .'ith, 1873, aiul cori-e- 
sponderice. The two Durbar 
lueii, 'i'atiu Rooriekur and 
Ruuderow, who brought the 
girls from J\iona to Ihiroda, 
utterly denied that they weii* 
here, though the Ui'sident a 
day or two afl^*r reeovered 
both of tliern from 11.11. the 
(«n&kwiir'&( own resideneo. 

Note.— T//r Jofi/onu/if/ rru/enre fo 
show that Jf/tow Svintftn lik’tt a wittnal 
ihuth was hrovyht hff tin- h'onzdttr to 
Coltrtud f^horUy on the ’ith May 1872:— 

1. A IcttiT iVom the jailer to the 

lA»u/.diir, datxnl 30th April 
1872. 

2 . Iteport from the wnne to the 

same, reporting death of Rhow 
Scindia, with details. 

3. li<‘|»ort. of imjiu'st by (iuni'sh 

Paudoorung Sliastree and 
D(*clors Ailerjee damseijeo and 
Narraynrow Venayek. 

4. Kepoit from jailer about crema¬ 

tion. 

o. lieport f^om doetoi-H to ^ the 
. ertect that they had given 
Rhow Si'.india medicine on the, 
day of Ids death, but that It 
had no t^tlect. 

(>. Deposition of Krishimrnw 
Rlu‘emu Shunkur Shastvee, 
ulias Tatin Shaslree. 

7. Dc}K»siLion of Iliirriba (lojial- 

row’, servant of Rliow Sciudi.i. 

8. ]>o}N>Hition of (lunputrow 

Crishnajee, a life prisoner now' 
in jail. 

9. Deposition of Jumtd Peorbhai 

Turnkey. 

10. Dcjxisition of (.lunesli Gheer, 

jail sweeper. 

11. Deposition of Dnrou Siddeo, 

jail DuHedai'. 

Colonel Sboitt, in reporting to Go¬ 
vernment ou tlda evidence in May last 
;^'ear, spoke of Knshuityi'ow Bhecma 


** in favour with the late Gaekwar, who have been 

imprisoned by his successor and have died in 
** confinement. The Kosident should be directed 
“ to ascertain the number of these persons, the 

offences of which they were convicted, and the 
“ causes to which their deaths arc ascribed.” 

The ca.soK quoted in the luargjn, besides that 
under immediate consideration, will amply illogtrale 
the iioce/HHity for these instructions of (jovernment. 
They show that under the presont system of whui- 
niHl.ration, uo relinneo can, as a rule, lie placeil upon 
Dnrluir ofiicial statements in matters affecting the 
administration of public justice. 

On the death of the lute Midmrajah Khunderao 
at Miikkimpuru, on NoveinlK^r 28t}i, 1870, most of 
the followers ami depimdents of the late Maharajoli 
were at once disgraced, and the most prominent 
of them thrown into prison. Tlu* following 
persons soon afterwards perislunl under circuin- 
Hfjuun'S ■wliiclt Iiil to the jiopular belief Unit they 
liad Ixten poisoned :— 

1. Rhow iScinditt,ex-Uewun ufll.il. Khunderao. 

2. liowji'o Master, a Karkuun employed in the 

wei’viee of rlamnabueo, Rnui'e of the late 
Maharajah Khunderao. who was appre¬ 
hended in Bombay on a Dnvhar pfiotd facie 
ease. 

3. Gunnoo Wagli, Kliitnuitgar and confidential 

sonant in II. ll.’s bousehoid. 

4. Mulharba Sliilki, Kbitinalgar and c(>nfi<l<mtial 

servant of II. 11. Khunderao. 

With regard to tlie first erase, the belief is general 
in Raroda, and has been so from thi* liour of Rhow 
vSeindia’s death, on the Ist of May 1872, that was 
])oisoiied in prison, and the evidences now plaeeil on 
record for tlii' first time appears to establish the 
fact conclusively. The Ibllowing ])oj\sons have given 
evidence of the cireutiistuncc'S wliicli uttendetl the 
last (lays and death of the ex-Minister, viz. :— 

1, MoousIilm* Huitbeeboolali; 2, llurriluv ((Opnlji; 
3, KooshabaGovindrow; 4, Ksliwunlrow Succarum ; 
3, C'bimuurow Luxmun ; (>, Riilwuntrow Kesbuv ; 
7, Rulwunlr<»w Sagurkur; 8, Nai-ayenrow Kuiu- 
clmndev; 9, Kas.sinalh Gtinesli; 10, GunpuU*ow 
Goeijur ; 11, Amba. 

Tii(‘ widows of the MinisUTund of tlu* three other 
de(KUt.ed jmtsous have }>rese.nted p(4ilions praying 
that a strict incpiiry should be mode, and that thc< 
|>rop<*rty of their dcceasetl husbands sliould lx* re¬ 
covered fi)r thorn from tlu* Stale, because tliey are, 
gem-smlly spt'aking, in circumsUuicc's of wont. 

The properly of the !at\‘ Gunnoo Wagli is sworn 
sii upwards of three lakhs, and that of Mullutrha 
Shilki at lakhs. 

Rerides thi' above followers of Khunderao who 
lmv(' ])ei'ish((d in coufiiu'inenl, the following have 
been iH-leased after sufi'eriug confineiiient for various 
p('rlods, and after being (]cj»rived of all their pro- 
IHTty and losing their position in tho Gm‘kwtti’8 
houw'hold, viz.; (1), Moonsheo llabbecboolah; 
(2), CUininni Wagli; (3), Kshwuntrow Succarum 
Moongekur; (4), Kooshuba C'hutriwala ; (3), Bul- 
wuntrow Kcshiir; (f>;, Mosook Vakeel. 

Moousheo lTubb(5oh<x)lah statiw that ho was pos¬ 
sessed of personal property amounting to about 
its. 70,(KX) uud two Inuin villages; that ho was 
thrown into prison without charge or trial on tho 
pretext that ho had inflicU?d an unlawful fine of 
five rupees on ono of his ow’n villagers. 

Cadmuia Wagh states that he has been deprived 
of ornaments and other property to the value of 
lie. t51,000, and has been imprisoned up to tho 
present time on uu alleged charge, which ho hod 
not ^iviously heard of, of attempting to bum down 
tho ^avelee. 

Kebwuntrow Sucenram states that ho had been 
deprived of property amounting to about lie. 89 , 000 , 








Shun&tir, Tatia Shaatree, iu tl^o 
following tanas :•>- 

“ Tho first of tihoBO <lepo8ltionB is 
“ given by tbe gran<3son of Gunghodhur 
“ BhnBtree, who is oonfljiod in a roiwJi 

cloBu to that occupied by the lata Minis- 
“ ter, not in tJir jail, but in what is calloil 
“ the jailor’s houHO.” niia was sub¬ 
mitted, in favour of llio reUabilily of 
this principal witness; bnt wlien 1 
state that this very Tatia SiiuNtroo was 
the confidant and com^nunou of Mul- 
hurruo (^m^kwar, at the time of tbo 
conspiracy against the life of H. II. 
Khumlorao in 1863; that it wan lie 
who Nought to seduce BerJeimt-M.Hior 
Higgins of the 28th N. I. from bis 
aUegiunc(‘, for the puri>oHoof inunloring 
the reigning (sookwar; that bo was 
tried, convicted, and scutonced to 
rigorous imprisonment for life for this 
crime by ilhuio Stundlu hh}tsctj\ when 
h'ouzdar of llarodu; then I respectfully 
submit that there is priwd facie jiroof 
oi’ tJie utter uuroliabilily of IhiH man's 
evidence. Such ovnlencc, it. is suluiiitled. 
ought never to have biM'.n imposed on 
tlic llritish Rosidmit bv tlic (hn'k^Mir 
Ciovernincut. Had tlic i'acts imw stated 
boon brought to the notice ol' Ciovcrn- 
inoiit, further steps would Inivo been 
luko-ii at ih(‘ tim<‘. to ohiaiu Uio fulli'v 
and nuirtt roliuiile e\idoiioc wltiih is 
now forthcoming. 

Tatia SliastJ'oc was r«‘lea.sod from jail 
by Tl. II. Mulharrao shoil.ly alter the 
ov(*nt.s relV'rrod to, and lie is now ro,sid¬ 
ing in a village, on the Nurhuddn, or 
was so roconlly. 

'J'wo other lollowcrs ol' II. 11. Alul- 
InoTao wiu'e condeimiod uL tin* siime 
liino as 'ralia Shiifttreo to 10 ye.u’s’ 
rigorous iinprisoiinient cacit. 

Tliesii won* relwi’Scd and hikon intif 
II. II. AlulhuJTao's i»riv{tle service 
again. 

Tliesc hoing the acts of a I’ldian'i in 
close alliance with the Uritish Gov’ern- 
uient require cxplanutimi. One of 
the.se persons. Vishnoo I’nnl, is said U) 
havo died a nioutli or so Hinco in the 
Dceoan. The other, Mookoondrao 
'Mnina, is now emjiloy<*d on a special 
mission from 11.11. to ATahiivajuh llolkar 
U) iiupiirt.* after his health. 
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and has been imprisoned up to tho preset timo 
without trial and on no charge whatever. . 

Kooshaba Chutriwala states that i\e was potsossed 
of considerable property, apiouuting tot upward of 
Rs. 50,lKX), all of which ho has been; deprived of. 
Ho was 1 ‘eleusod only a few days tvgjt on the Rosi- 
deot’K intercession, after being impiABoncd foa* U}> 
wards of two years. 

Bulwuntrow Keshow Htates that bo was Huzur 
Kamdar undiU' the lal4) Maharajah Khuiulcrno, and 
WON possessed of propi^rty amounting to Rs. 61,000. 
He further statiCH that he has betm in prison for 
upwards of throe years without any trwil or chargi^ 
against him, and hius been deprived of tho whole of 
his p«)perty, besides losing his employment in tlic 
Giwdcwai’s 8(n*vioc. 

Masook NurHidasK Vaktsd, a British Hubjoct, was 
a favourite of IIjh HighncHs Khunderao, under 
whom he was <‘mp]oycd at one time in inquiring 
into tlit^ coiuhict of Bulwitntrao Yonliwunt, the 
present Sir Foiizdur, and Naiuyoo Kshwunt, who 
wfTc Vaiiivjitdursof tlie northern districts of P(jttoii, 
Kuri, &c., in 1868-(I9. He made up several cases 
against Bulwuntrao Fnhwunt and Nanajec Ksh- 
wunt, aud al.^io Hhowc«l that the Ihwtrriuc Sir S«H>lja, 
UuiTceba ])ada, and Ids deputy, Naniycubhoi, wore 
ooncerued in the frauds brought by him to light. 
JliH Highness Khunderao imprisoned both Hulwuut 
liao Yi^hwunt and Nanwjee Kshwanl, and intended 
treating Ilurriba I)Ada ami Narrayan Bliai iii a 
similar mauuer. lii the meantime, however, the 
Aluliariijuh <licd. Alasook was tlnm in Aimicdnbad, * 
aiul caim? iu thn»c days to llaroda. Six days wub- 
scqiU'iitly (December 1870) ids wife was Ncizisl l>y 
Karkoon Bahoorow of the Henapntty* Department 
ftt»d Tatial’oonekuv- He himself also was ari’eshxl, 
and imprisoned for nine mouths, tun] wuh only re* 
h'lised on paying Us. 13,000. Ills loss of property 
WHS eeiisi<lerabh*. 

On I he facts thus statetl throe questionH for cori- 
sidt'Vrttion arise :— 

1. Upon whfit evi<leiicc and under what circum- 

sUtnc.es thesti persims were originally tried 
and convicb-'d ? 

2. What legal disposition how been maito of tlm 

property of all jHTsons, amounting U» 
many luklis of rupjics ? 

3. Under what cireumslunccM l.ho four po?HonH 

first luenliomsl chuuj to Huddcii ilealb in 
prison ut HarcKia? • 

TU(! c.vidoncc now subiuitl^d will, in conjum^tion 
with that given iu (jIIut cast's, exhibit the main 
ttause of thei uhsolnte terror and mid-mbiilnistration’^ 
which nt present tlistrat'L TFu^ Bai*oda State. 

In luhlftion (o th<^ coiiiplaiuls of the principal 
followers specifit'd above, similar (tompliiints of loss 
of property, &c. have been reecivod from 50 or 60 ' 
more (d’the lab-'Gaekwar’s wllnu'mits. 

it seems scai'cely crtitUbIti tliat sueli deliberah* 
class pi>r.s«!cuti<m us has tuxurnitl iu this instance 
eould Imvc been committed witli impunity in a 
state, within 250 miles of Bombay, surrounded by 
British tarrilory, and having a British Rcshlcnt. 
Vet such Is tlio case; and 1 would respectfully 
submit that, having occurrc<l at the capital of an 
ally of the British Govorninent, the subject was 
ileemed of sufiiciont im(H*riance to elicit tho notice 
givtm to it by the Bombay Government in para. 4 
of their losolution, No. 3940, of the 30th Juno 1872, 
ah’wwiy quoted. 

The opening of railway coiuinunication 1>ctwacn 
the Baroda <listnct and Alnnedabatl, Burat, Broach, 
and Bombay within the last few years is gradually 
but auroly efiecting groat ^mlitiual changes in tho 
Baroda State. Ga^war Hubjtjcts now visit 
largo oitioH fh»ely as well as the British diatrictK 
coimectiug them, ami honco they cannot fail to 
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coutrant their own poHition of tionii'*«lavcry with 
that of oor nubjects, and srrivQ at tljv coneJnsIon 
ttuit the hanlshijiH imposed ou them arc contrary to 
tJicir own laws, which, if wlminiaterod with common 
fairness ami im])artialit-y, would render them con- 
tcTifoil and happy. 


Tlu' flogtfirtff lutHv. 

1. Diijcebfi Kuumtce. "I Those throe 

2. fJunnoo • dhsl on- I nrc suicl lo Jitvvc 

dor th(> reoiil'essod Ihoir 

.3. Vitl.obu. J ortin(>. 

4. Sjiwyiit. 1 

5. Niir|W<‘01*10 Shivla. 1 These throe 

6. hiiximoJi bin l*an- f dllJ not confess. 
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BornU h^ntU^h All 
All oiluinn. 
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A t.'ul salt I to 
lijivo oonfopscil. 




The facts of tliis case an? lirio/iy as follows; Tim 
decoiiHi'd, Tattia Towav, who is allcpjod to have 
Ik’cu poisoned, was a confiiliaitial servant of H. l\. 
the (xax'kwiu'. It apis‘ai*H that on Sunday, Kith 
March 1873, t he Kun^ ceremony of the Hoiee wan 
carried out on the parade jjrouiid new the city, and 
(hut coloaml water was puiiipe<} on the aasomWod 
persons I’rom elephunts from 10 a.in. till evening. 
Liijiior W'as freely distrlliuti;il amongst the people. 
Tin* dccoastwj, 'I’attia Powar, was present through¬ 
out. t.hc day at. the ceremony, and it is alleged that 
on Ilia return to iJie Pxiljice in the evening he used 
lemon jtiic(j autl wsiUir to remove tlio red stains 
Jroin his person, ifotlien went to dinner, and it 
appe.ars thut he was soon afliTWUJ'ds seized with 
vcnnitiiig and purging aii<l <Hcd in a few hours; 
some allcgt! from tlie fcir(X*1s of liquor anti tin: 
wetting to wliic-h Ju' lm«l U^cn subjecteil thiring the 
liny. Suspicion arose in his sister’s inind that he 
iuul been poisoned. Kiglit poisons were urro8t<sl 
on siisjMcion of being eoueerned in (he murder, all 
of whom W(T(5 jiubliely lloggwl in the streets of lli<* 
<*ijy by ord<T of tlie flackwar; of the jiersons so 
doggofl, one, (xunnoo, ilitMl on tlie spot, and tin* 
otlier persons wel’^^ r(‘poi*tisl to lie in a pveiiiirioiis 
j-tale. Tlie relations of the Huirerers alliriw that 
^’uttia Powar died from natural causes, and that no 
crime was ever eqmuiittinl at all. 'Hie Durbar 
admit that four of the mumseil persons were con- 
xif'ted on their own confessions, and that three did 
not eoidcKs. The case having been onlcred fo be¬ 
laid Ix'fore the ('oniniissiou i>y Government, the. 
pv»H‘onding8 wen- called for, but have not biwn 
furnislu’d. The jM'titioncrs allege that c«.)nfcsHioiis 
were extorteil l»y the Hogging in ipieation. Ujmii 
lh4‘?<i‘ finals three que.'<tion« for^onshloration Jirisc 

lal. WJiether the deceased, Tattia Powar, was 
in Ikct )N>isoncd as allcgi^d? 

2nd. Whether the fl^igging inflieUid was a judieial 
sentiaiee- infli<*,ted after a Itgal investiga¬ 
tion ; or wlmthcr the Hogging iu question 
was tlie cause of, and jireecfled the con- 
I'oHsion ol’, four or five out of the eight 
micused jM'rsuus ? 

dni. If iho senlenco of /loggingand impriMonnienl 
for lile was the result of fair ju<li<‘ial 
inquiry and properly recorded prcxuioiliiigs 
aee.ording to tin* laws of the S(ate, why 
sliould the Durbar have delayejl from 
April lo OcIoVku- to reply to the Uostdoul ’s 
letter, putting the following questtoUH of 
Goveruinent 

1st. Uiulor what judicial procedure the 
prisonei’s receiveil their seutcnces ? 

2ud. lly wUnt steps the Durlmr atK*er • 
tained tliHt\lie Goelcwur’s Hcrvant 
had really died from the effeetti of 
arsenic t 

3rd. In wliat way the conJesHions were 
ohlained, and what was the exact 
nature of the admission made by 
the awiused ? 

In the Durbar reply. No. 2145, dated 9th* 
. Octolior 1873 thc»(; questJons are not satisfactorily 
uriHworwl, no suflicioDt information having been 
afforded ns to the judicial procedure under which 
• sentences were passed, the confessions obtained, and 
tlio steps taken to ivscertain that tho deeeasod had 
really died from tho effixsts of poison. Tho Go- 
vernmont, therefore, In their letter No. 6919, gf 





Ko. |. 0<vm{daiQtftQfBiEiih>dH 


40 St4sjur« of woiimn iti the oily of Unroihi 
to tiK TiOiirulis. 

In.shmcoH (jiiotcii in yjol— 

1. Wife of. )> Sfiiit I'C.-'irlin;; in 

Ihirodii. («MHo. doscrihed to 
li is 1 ijjliniw. 

2. MidiulsiibitiV djiii*>:li(.cr. 

‘X Wife of Koondiijef. 

I. Sisl^^r of litrsiilcuoy Kjirkoou. 


' «,***••/ 

fieteariot 

November, bavo ordered that the Jivlicial 
procooduiM of the Gaekwar authorities in this oase 
ma;^ be brought iKjfui'o the CooimiBsion. The 
jiidicdol promidingH were eccjordingly eaUed for in 
yad No. 2744, of November 13th, 1878. Another 
reminder wa8 sent in ynd No. 28i0>of Nwember 
20tli, requesting that all tho pcrj^iig oonoeruod 
might 1)0 to tho Ih^ident, together witli tho 
proceedings, naming a spocitic date, niituely, No¬ 
vember 21 Mt. Tip to tho preHOut time no luiMWcr 
has Im>< 5U itioeive*!, and neither tho proceedings nor 
tile porsouB concerned are forthcoming. lu tho 
irioantiino His Highness tho Gackwar, under tho 
Ui sidcut's advice, liberated four of the prisonors; 
two only, via., Wapseba Knraatoo and Vittoba, wlto 
are said to l)av(» eoidesHed their crime, being kept 
ill ])rison. 

On tlu‘ 15th Aiignsl. last the itesident, in consequcntHi 
of sovi'ral complaints had Inieii made to Iiiiii, 
adtir()8S(*d His inghiiesM to the effect that women 
were seized by His 1 lighness’ oflieials and euirirMl 
off to servo as Jjounilis in Hia Highness’ buu.sehold; 
that the object, of tli<' Ih'sideiit in addressing him 
Wits to oHiHirtiiiii th<! fne.ts of tbc <‘use, becmiai* on 
the I2fh March .-iavery was abolished in His 
Highin*as’ dominions. The nunilne .said to Imvo 
been d(*prived of tlieir liberty in (his nnmiier 
ninounts to betweisi 4(.K) or 50() women and girls, 
most, of whom are only 22 y(*ars of age* and under, 
.S:c,, ike. 

The following speeifie instances wen^ brought, to ‘ 

His Highness’notice :— * 

A Koni nuiiHsl ii<\showla! Jeta. complained tlmt 
Ills wife Sunij, aged about 22 year*!, Innl bi'cn first, 
sediicinl and th<*n made a Jxiundi under the fol¬ 
lowing civcuinstanci*s :— 

'rijo eomplaimvnt stateil that two ))ersonh living 
e.lose to his house, in tlic city, viz., liuncliord and 
Gopi, MUiH of the notorious Jlhugwiiudass Rago- 
natlnlnss (who was in prison f<ir liv<' years in 1863, 
bn- aitilng and Mladting coii.spirucy, and died in 
jjrison) are iwighhours ol' tlic coinplainHut, whoi^u 
wife, Suraj, was .M'diuaid and carried off by .liun- 
elionl in April last, together with oruamonts, 
elotiies, t'tc. ; some time elapsed before the eom- 
))laln.‘ii!t couhl obtain any clue to tb<* hidiug-pliUMr 
of his wife, but lie at. IuhI. discovt*r^><^ that sh4 was 
living in a garden lately g^iven by Your Highness to 
RiiiK'hovd mid Itopi on (he road to Mukunpufk. 
'^I'he eoniplainanL oblaliusl tho urtsi.siunce of u police 
p<s>n ami went to arrest. Ilie girl, but Uuuchord’H 
sei viuitH declared that they would not allow her (.<7* 
be arrested without (Ti'dcifs from their master. 
liuneJionT was Hcnl for, and wh<*?i liii eaiuo 
thn-atened coTiiplaiimnt, who was obliged lo with¬ 
draw; complainant, then went to complain hi tho 
Kmzdarund Sena))Ult.y,and|imdly to Your llighnoss, 
who on that oi'easion was arMsoiiipimicd by tho 
Ministei and* Ilariba. Dadn,’ and others. ('om- 
plain.-uit repivsuntcd his cii*cumst'mcca, and Yoiu* 
llighnefts awked Suraj where she had gone to after 
leaving her hnsiiuiid. She repli(*d that she hod 
gone to Bombay bee.auso Jier hu^baml beat Ikt, and 
did not giv(* her food and clothing, and tJiiit for 
this reason she had guuc to liv<* with Runohord, 
and that she wdshed to stay with him. (^ora- 
Iilaiuant was then sent hack to tho Senaputty’s 
Ifutcherry, and was cvcutiudly told tliat his wife 
could not ho restored to him or any of his property; 
that she had lioen sent to tho Nava Wada as a 
Ivoumli, and that sho was in charge of a privuto 
servant of His Highnoss, Wussuntram Show. Tim 
ooiuplainant states that he accordingly Wiuit to 
WuAsuntram Bhow and doinaudod his wile, but was 
told in I'oply that sho wiis made a Loundi, and that 
ho could not have her. Ho then demanded her ■ 

; 4 







»0. 

ComplatAfA Saro4a Sul^eots. 

. ' 'V' 

f 

1 

{ 

* 

1 

i 

t 

* Oil thr 2()Ui Si'pli'nibcr Inst a riaso. 
of u Koli j/lrl baviii^ Imoii sold lo Hul- 
wuntrao Njif^urkui-, in Ilis Jliffliuoss’ 
pvivuto employ, wiis bnm};ht lo tlic 
iiolioc of the Dui'har. In this case a 
reply was roceived fo flic <‘(U*cl lluif the 
pirl hus m» <.»th<*r proteelor ainl wislu^d 
to sluy with llulwnntrao, li(;r 
uut being known. 

1 

1 

! 

1 

ornaroentB, but wan told tbat a Sirkuree Lousdi 
must have her ornuments. Though tbo woman is 
a Ixxiiidi, yet aho is permitted to visit Ruodiord, 
who lives close tn the complainant, aud.tbus Bcatiditl 
goes on before all the neighbours. 

'I'has it Appears that the wifo of this gohlsmilb 
was sent with the Mnraliujali’e knowledge to serve 
tis a lx>undi, notwithstanding her hiuband’s repeated 
upplicationH for her restoration to him. ITie case 
WOH eventually settled by the woman being restoroil 
lo ltd- husband, and the ^'aI^('! of hor ornaments, 
amounting Pi about R«i. 6(X), which had been taken 
from her, being Hlst> restored. 

The cast! of Malsahhai was briefly that her 
ilttughter, aged 17, hud been forcibly ejirriod away 
by Govenumuit sepoys and inatle a Loundi in His 
liijrhrtess tbe Giickwar’s bouseUold. Tina girl was 
also rtdeosed on the npplieatioD of the, lic^sldeni. 

The case of Kondajee is precisely siuiilar; viz., that 
(rovernment sepoys had seized his wile and made her 
a J.,uiindi. He Htatod that the: primary objoct of 
these .sopovH in .seizing Iter was to prostitute her. 
I’liiK girl also was released on ilic uppUeutiou of tho 
Uesident, 

The ti'ulh of case No. d is denii'd by the Durbar, 
notwit listiinding tlie fuel that her rLdoase was 
ohtiLined by tin* Itcsidonl through tJte Minister, 
'flic princijiul odemh!!' in this case was Ilis High¬ 
ness* i>rivate SeeretJiry, Daniodur Punt. A gtuKl 
deal of eorii'spotideiiee has (.akcn place abuut it, and 
the present r<*siilt appears to be. that the giiTs 
friends arc afraid to conn* forward for fear of her 
being exi'lmled from easfo, il‘ the fwt-s of the ease 
iin> ]iuhlielY i-eeonlcd in court. 

Tn addition to tl»<* ahove-meid.ioncd eases, some 
H or 10 women similarly nhducl.e<l and mmle to sei'vxj 
as Loundis were ndeost^I on the Residcnl’s int»!r- 
eession ; no record of thi'so ettses was kept except 
in tlie instance of a w'oinan named Giinga, who was 
seized and inaih! lo render Ibrced service to a mis¬ 
tress of His Highness, i>y name Ltiximccbai. 

’Tlie subject of alidiiclion was again brought to 
the uotiei.-. <d* Gov(;rmnent in letter of October 

+fh, 1^73, forwarding for information the jMstition 
ol one Kaslioe, woman, •with nceompanying corre¬ 
spondence. 'rids woman’s <hmgh(er whs forcibly 
abdueteil to sc.rve ns a Loundi in the llance*s 
housebohl. Ilerdc])osilion was taken, in which she. 
stares that slie was hikcn direct In the Mahiu-ajuli; 
that slic wept bitterly and oskiMl lo \tc roUoiscd, but 
llint be was inexorable and oi*dcre.d her to be kept 
in the Ibuiec’s household. She was roloased on the 
inloifiosition of the Ih-sident. This wns a distinct 
ciis(‘ of forcible abduction in wJiich the Maliai'iijtili 
himself gave direct orders, 

'riic |>ctition of a relative of the Gackwar,»)ngolm 
♦Tugbip, forwarded to Gov'crnmcid- with letter No. 

of 24th Se)ibunber, febows how tho Mahnrajali 
endeavoured to jmsAess himself of a kcpl-mistrcss of 
the forniej-. This was resisted by the Sirdw, and 
uuoihcr girl was givim in her place to His Highnefl»$ 
but the whole IransoctiAn p^v(*s the existence of 
tlie system, and shows that if His Highnoss will 
send men forcibly to tdidiicl a girl from fho house 
.of a relative, others of less rank in Boroda have 
[M'obably suffered in a similar manner. 

The only other case deserving of special notice 
iii that of two girls from Katiywar who wero in 
4)es(‘rvico of the laic Gnt^kwar’s Banco, Jumuabaeo, 
and aecomi>Rnjcd her to Poona. It ap]>eurH that 
two of the Dnrlwu* u)on employed on this work, 
Tattia Pooiickur and Bundcrow, who wont to Poona- 
io escort tlie Ranee to her residonce there, brought 
Ijlack the Junaghui girls and three or ibur others 
ijis Loundis. A roferenoe waa mode to the Durbar 
about the two Kattywar girls, on behalf of their 
ftvthcr, in Residency yad No. 1885, of September 
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WritU'ii (lopOBit.ioiiH of tUo following 
lKjrf<ons wvi'ii Hont up to tlie Uusidoricy 
log<‘U<«r wJtli Ujo Fotizdar, JJiilwiiutiao 
Yctiltwunl:— 

(1.) 'J’fttlia Poouokur, coiniumuling 
ibc polifo in B;iroda. 

(2.) Bundomw, Karkoon. I 

(3.) Nitnu lihwnia, a sejH)y of liul- j 
wuntrao Yosliwuiit. I 


li ; C'aso of Ihc Valiivfifdar, lliihviintrow 
i 'rriinhiu'k, anil hiK lortiiro <»r a llraliiiiiii 
woniitn lULiiKal iu thn kiilclicriy 
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7th, 1871 ; to this r€»ft»ronco no reply waa received 
till January 1873, when the Durbar declared that 
the girlH had gone with the latct Ranoe to I’oona, 
whcroRH they wore at that moment in JJarodu. Thes 
Durbar wcu’o again a]tplioa t-o in (;onMcquenco of » 
duinand mode for tl»c girls by Mr. Poile, Political 
Agent, Kuttywnj'. 'Ph© Durbar polilively nnd ptsr- 
sistently donied that the girls, were iu Bnroda, and 
sent up 'Puttitt J*<>onekur and Bunderow to the Resi¬ 
dent, a<;cctnpaniod hy the Di'wnii and Bulwuntrao 
Yexhwunt and Bapotibhai, foi' the purpose of gi^’ing 
him information on tin* suhjot't. The Jioskienl 
distiiK^tly asked (»udi person wliiit Imd become of tlio 
girls, awl tliey openly declare<i tliat they wore* not 
in Ihirodii, but bad gone to Poona^vith Juiunabaoc. 
'Plio Resident boiit'vi'd the men, sup|)Oi’ted us they 
were hy the Durbjir, and wjis about to write U» 
I’oonn to have the girls senl. at onee to Bnroda : but 
as soon :ik the Dnrhar had left tJie Residency, a Kar- 
koon r)f the office who hml gone to Poona with 
«fuiiinab(u;(‘ declnreil positively that the girls wen? 
nt that moment in llts llighm'ss' own hoiiHohokl 
in 1h(* city. J accordingly iiifi»rnu'd His Higbucssto 
that eiVect, when lie snid that if 1 could point out 
the girls tliey would In* giv(‘ii up. My KiW'komi 
and others went to the tufy luul returiMsl with tlie 
two girls, wlui have Ixsmi nindc ovi‘r to Mr. P<*ile 
for restoration to their ialher. 

'J'hus in the first iiistaiiee a lawful demand iiuule. 
by the Resident, is evaded for nearly two years ; 
then a distinct denial is give.n that the girls are iu 
Baroda j thirdly, this false stateiucnt is suppoi Usb 
by a])|>arciil.ly Inlse dep(»srtions, nMterated^omlly iu 
presence of tlie Durbar to the Resident himself. . 

This case has been j-idened to the Durbar, but no 
reply has yet been received. 'The liu‘ts will bo seer 
from tlu‘ following statement. 

Stjvteiiient on solemn atfirmatiuu of Buym*e, with 
f»r Tociljnram Motirani, a Visnagar Broinniii, age 
about 2*> years, resident of Visnagar, Jfis Tligliiiess 
the rhu'kwjir’s teml(»ry:— 

“ 1 live iu tin* town of Visnugai-, where tb<*re is 
a Valiivahlnr nmnetl Biilwunlrow ’PrimbtK'k. About 
Hor 10 ilays before the I )ewidc*(? (lOtli instant), a young 
brother ol niim*, named Blieolia ITurreeshunktir, 
fig<*d about 12 years, came lo see me IVom Beejnjioor, 
wher«' ray father resides. He came in the cwmliig 
and slejit in my luuisc. Next. ev<‘tuug he went out, 
ivud as ho hud not returned hy H) o'clock the Ibl- 
lowiiig morning i wt nt lo my sister’s licmso, named 
Jurree, wife of Miiggon Kaysoram, to inquire if ho 
had gone there. 1 did not find him there, mfiV 
retnrmsi home. An howr j^r Iwo after, two or thrci* 
peons «*aflie to my house and sat hi the', entrnriet'. 1 
iuske<l them why tlu'y had C(mic ; tin y said that my 
brother had been accused <»f theft, nnd f lint they had 
come to uttntdi the Iiou.m*. Aly linshand. was 
nhsciit at' the time, so J opidicd the iiiii(>r apartment 
and stood oulsble, whilst, a Governui(‘'it Karkoon and 
several others Citmc and n-arched lh'-hous<‘. Nothing 
was found, liic nttaehimmt was I'omovod, nnd I 
re-tK'cujued the house. In the evening the Vahi- 
vatdar sent for me to the kutolicrry. J wont there, 
and he asked mo, whether my' brother had given luo 
luiy stolen ornaimuifs. F replied no. He then naked 
mo. whether my brothei* luul come to my hou«o. 1 
said lie hod come and remained one day, hut that 
1 hod not fieeii him since. This was about 7 or 8 
p.m. The Yahivahhu’ called upon me to fiiruiKh 
aocisity, which 1 did to the exhuit of Rs. 5(K). I 
was then allowed to go home; for three days 1 
heard nolliiug more of the matter. On tlio evening 
of tho foui’tli day sepoyo Kuljee Mcaua and Meer 
Khau camo to my house nod said that the Vahi- 
vnidar required my presence. This was about 7 or 8 
p.m. 1 went to the kulchorry. I now my brother 
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I Bhoolio and hiH companion Chotia being beaten on 
tlmt occasion. The Vahivatdor told mo to hear 
what my brother said. I replied that I did not 
know anything about the matter, mid that a thief 
would say anything to Have himself. The Vahi- 
vntdar said ihat iny brother hat! given tho names of 
the following poreonn as concerned in a theft, viK., 
LuUoo Brahmin Oozum, a female of the Kussara 
caste ; my sister »lurree; Chotia Uttaypooro, abc^ ; 
Lela, a Brahmin. The Vnliivaidar said that nothing 
was found in tho liouses of those pornons when 
aoarchod, but that my brotlu>r had mentioned my 
name an concerned in having received the property, 
and that 1 muKt confess. J denied knowing any> 
tiling at. all about tin' matter, np<m which 1 was 
inijii'isoned in th(? jail ami myhouHc was attached. 
On the 2nil day niy daughter, seven or eight yoars 
eld, brought focnl to iu<% but T did not pumkc of 
it. a.M 1 was in grid’. 1 was summoned to tho kut- 
I cherry alwul noon. Sovond peojilc were pn*H«nt 
there, and 1 was again CHll(*d njwn by tho Vahivat- 
(bir lu confoHS. 1 again Hiiid that J kianv nuthiug 
wliJitovor about the matbT, and that I hml nothing 
to confoHs. The Vahivaldar sahl that my brother 
Inal actrus(‘d me, and that, if I did not conless X 
sliould b«*:itcn nml the sidn taken off mo. period 
and told the Vnhivatdar Jigain in an entreating 
uinnuev that I knew nothing about, the matter. He 
then called tho sepoy Kuljee, saying tliat ho alono 
could bring me to niy senses. Ho came and coni- 
meiiml pusiiiug me about and beating me with his 
Uh1.s. 1 was not. nilowcsl to sit down, and no one 
woukl give me, water, nor was 1 allowed to go out 
to make water. This went on till the evening, wheji 
I was remandi'd to jail, (hi the dfiy at noon 1 
was again sent for, and tin* Vnhivatdar again called 
upon me to coufesti. There wiiro many )HM)pie 
pittseni. I gave the same r<*j)ly as befon*, that \ 
knew nothing about the matter. 'J'hc Vabivatdar 
then said that without wvere iM'atiiig J slumhl not 
come to niy sensi's. Then by ordm* of tla; Vulii* 
viitdur they hrougld apurda, which they fastemil by 
i‘ 0 ]>es t(‘ one end «if' the kuteherry, so ns to form a 
jU’ivati* nxnri. 'rho VahivMt.djiv uwd tho most 
indecent language hi me, and ordered that cbillie-s 
might be brought for the pai pose oi‘taking my repu¬ 
tation. Bo«l chillies were bruised and phutoii iii two 
small bags. I was tiieii taken Insidi' the pnnln by 
Ktdjee and inioiher man whose name I do not know, 
last, whom I might n-cognise if 1 saw him. 'fhe 
Desaisami other r(‘S|H-ctal)le jicrsons who were in tho 
kuteherry on this withiliew and went Otit on the 
terraCH;. The Vahivatdar and some EaikoonK re¬ 
mained in the kntchcTTy. Umrattal De^ai <h<l not go 
to tlu' terrace, but remained with the Vahivablar. 
When inside the purda, Kuljei* commeneud pulling 
me about violently, and said tliat the hags would be 
appbed to rny private partiiif I did not confess. I 
erird out loudly. This lasted for some lime, when 
the Vahivatdar told Kuljeo that I would not come 
(o tcriiiH here, n.nd that. I should be taken down to 
the stable, and tbat a peg^hould be brought and my 
roputatiou taken. This waji*ac(Miupiuiiod by the 
inoHt indi'Cent language. I was then taken to the 
stable. It was evening. Kuljee and the other man 
j then tied a rope to a post and fastened my hands 
igi over my head. JSIo one was allowed to bo near 
I the stable. They then Btrip]HHl me naked except 
iDy eboohte and petticoat, 'fhe latter was then 
lifto<l up and one of the hugs of chillies was applied 
to my private parts liy Kul^jee. The other man had 
.k peg in his hand imd made indecent gesture with 
it, saying that he would use it; he did not do so. 
Kuljee called upon me to confess, but I did not do 
so, but cried out from tho cxtteHtdve pain and. also 
firom terror. Some one called out from outside that 
the Vahivatdar ordered me to bo relea£M)d and sent 
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Imck to jail, which wrh done*. 1 wept nearly the 
whole of that night in the jail ih>m (loin and Bhauie. 
The guard mid the other prisoners consoled me, and 
they said that if my cries wore hetirrl V»y the Vahi- 
vutdar further violence would he used, but that 
God would help me. i 

“ ^th day *—Next day 1 was tigitin sent lor to the 
kutclnuTy at noon, aud the VaJiivutdar iutbrmed 
tnu that I could not escujtc, and that 11' 1 did uot 
conlcKS iny skin woiihl be stripped oil'. X again 
i‘(‘|)eated that I knew nothing about the muttt^r. The 
Vahivatihu* Uien said, ‘ 11'you have given the orna- • 
inenlJi to Lola or anyone else you must confess it.’ 

1 said that £ had not giveu anything to anyone, and 
liow could J c<mlesB. 'I'he VabivnldHr then gavo 
ortier.s that a tobra of cliUlies )nigi»f be applied to my 
face. Pivvious lo tiiis 1 was flogge<l with a rope by 
Kuijee; .sevoiul iKJople wci'i' prti*(!iU, but 1 cuuuot 
say wlio, be<uiusc> 1 had covered my luce, some 
people ol' my cusp! being presciil. .l*()wdered diillitsft 
w<'re liieii 2 )Ut itito a cloth and bound round uiy 
mouUi and nose exceja the eyj'S. Tliis was kejjt 
on for about 10 minutes, when 1 l)eckuned witJi luy 
hands in lokeu of agony. 1 coubl nol cry^uit in 
eonseipnmcii of llie clnrli os'er uiy mouth. TJio 
jNiin wa.s very great. 1 wanted water, l»ut they 
would uot give me any, nor would tliey allow me to 
go out lo relieve itatuni. About eveiilug the VTubi- 
vuUlar ordered tiiat 1 should bi; rc.iuovcd to the jail, 
and added that held out it toould cast mo 

my Ufa tliat 1 iiecul not expect to be ndease*! am! 
go aud live wltli my itusbund. 1 tbi.'U went to jail; 
Imt the pubi of my nose and inuuili wtis very groat. 
Nothing was done* to alJeviuie the jaiin, j washes! 
iny liic<5 ami ajvplied some lul. 

*• iitli day .—Next day I was seal for by the Vabi- 
vaUlai' into a pi iv att! room of liis own when.' he per- 
Ibrms his woj'ship, atta<‘.hed ti) the kulcluiiTy. 1 was 
cjdled upon again toconleas—Kuljee wjis 2 )n*sjisiit—tuul 
tliatilie same irejitmentas befm'o would be rcsorlod to. 
'J'iiert' were juesent at the time om.‘ Nana, a Bimeya 
employed ^ly the VahivaUlur us a writer; Muuilul, 
son oi' liurgoviial Desai ; a Bmitmin mimed Giybi, 
of Vismigar, residing in iVlywarra; a Cboledar, and 
otlu'i’s. 1 tieclinud nutkiug any confession. 'I'lie 
Vahivatdar orderctl Ktiljw to remove oilier y«>ople 
aud closi* the door, which was done. The pi'rsoas 
above named were in the nx»m. Tim Vahivatdar 

^ took a small slit'k aiul beat- me with it ou luy arms 
and broke one of my Iwmgles, and pok<nl the butt end 
otf if into my breasls. I did nol conre.ss, and was 
ordered to be taken avva^ Kuljee and Nana Unneya 
wentw' itk ineU» tim jail. vV>liilo wi-i wore going down 
tile sU‘j>a Nmia saiil tluit, as 1 did not still eiuifess, 
my skin would be stripjied oil*, and he used iiisoli-iU 
hingutige to me.; he also said lluit if I bribed him 
he would g<3t me releiiMui. •! replied that if violcncHs 
was Btlll u'>>utinued 1 should lie I'oreeil to commit 
suicide. Naito laid hold of my iieek ami squeezed 
it, when I nx^ubsted lo be kiliixi outright and nut by 
torture, that 1 could not sbmd thisauy longer. Nami 
thou said let a brick be brought and my teeth 
knocked out. Tliis was not done. 1 was then taken 
t4) jail. 

“ (yth day *—Next day I whs culled W the kut- 
cherry, and again called upou to coufess, aud that 
T should be relut^ed if 1 mentioned the nami^s of 
any i)ereons. Under the promise of release and the 
terror of further torture, 1 was inducfxl to makit u 
lalso confession to the effect that X liad given some 
stolen ornaments to Ijela and the brother of Chotou 
Uttaypurra, the boy said to be the companion of my 
brother Bhooleo. Ail this was false. I did not 
mention any other pm*ticular8, but. I said yes to 
wliAtever the Vahivatdar asked. The statement 
was uot road over to me. X was theu suut buck to 

A a 2 




CooiplaintK of Baroda Subjouta. 


Kemark!!. 


CftHO of II. II. KtiindcnutV fuinily. lu 
ooiitiiiimtion of, »tul wiili njferonco to, 
No. 3K^ of Kln»niU*rm>’f! followers. 


thi> jail. I was then reUiased oq tnil on the Dowaleo 
<hiy. After this J came hcw%” 

1. Junmalwu^e, Ihinee of the‘bile Khunderao Gat^kwur. 

Ah regUTcls* the claim to Struiban, the 

Government decided that the Gaekwnr shoidd jmy 
n lakh, ami the Government of India even sane- 
fioiiod tho lakh Ixsing deducted from the tribnlo, 
hut by letter No. 8567, of 1873, the Resident wan 
told verbally to roeonnuend the Gw^kwar to pay, so 
iiH to avoid the Government being oblluod to d^nct 
it from tin* tribuUj on His Highness* a&‘ount. 

“ Tho Resident may now told that tins un¬ 
settled matter should not lu* lost sight of at the 
present juncture, ami that it shoulil he. im:lud(Kl in 
the arrangeim'iils which may lx* mjule in pursunnee 
of the iixjuiries of the CUunmission.” 

llomhjiy (hweniment Resolution, No. 6fX)2, of 
Noveinbi‘ 1 ' 11th, 1873. 

It will ht.* seen hy r«*ferriijg to the <*orreBpondenco 
in this easi^ that the ilanula Durbar decliru* to lulmit 
tlje right of tin* Kaneo Jumnabwe to any Stridhan 
whatever; vide ynd,* No. 1378, of July 7th, 1872, 
forwarded to Government, wilh l^esidrsut’s letter, 
N«». , of August. 14lh, 1872. U’lie Bombay 

GovJTimieJit iii their rejdy, No. i'*,,, of Septemb<*r 
2lsl, renuii’k that they hnd it impossible to at*cept 
the r(*}>rosentation8 of the Durbar on this subjeet 
f(M' leaHtms slatnl, and (•aniesily reoomnunul lla* 
Maluirajah to reconsider Ins decision. 

With Ooloind ShorttV letter. No. of Dc- 

eemher 5th, waa fonvanled a yail from the* Dui bar, 
No. 2680, of November 28th, 1872, reiterating lh<5 
former decision, ami shiting that th(‘y declined to 
admit any elalm for Stridhan on ilie part of the 
UaiUH* Jumnabae(>. 

No further eummnnicatlon has }»een miwle to tlw* 
Durbar in w'riling sinc<‘ tiie yail of November 28th 
lias been rocteived. 

It. is clear (hat nothing furtlier ivmains but to 
carry out. authoritatively the decision of Govern¬ 
ment, as expressed in Governm<*nt Resolution, 
No. (>902, of November 1 Uh, 1873. 

2. Anandruo Wiswasrao, nliax Anashaib Mutmny, 
brother of Junmahaici* Ruprx', complains that hi* 
lias bo(‘n dispossessed by the present iVlalmraJah of 
tin* following Nemnook and other j>rojxn’ty for 
whidi he hold-s lu*nMlitary Sanads from the late 
Mi^liarajuh :— 

1. Silidaree an<l Paga allowance, Hs. 42,220 per 
annum. 


2. Inuin village, Meghn Koee, in the nai'tKhi 

■ Purgunnalx, valued at Hr. .0,396 annually. 

3. Two ju'ivntc hous<is in Baroda, valued 

Rs. 83,644. 

3. Munjoolahacu*, daughtm* of the late Khnnderno 
Malmnijali, compluine that slie: has Iuhmi deprivexl 
by the present Maharajah of— 

1. Her houHc in Baroda, which lias becu given to 

Kama Buhib. 

2. Gritamciils and otbof property. 

3. That no proper provision has l)een made for 

her maintcnaiico. 

4. Kliasliiroo Uajo Sirkay, husband of Munjoolabaee 

! (No. 3), complains— 

1. That his allowmicn of R«. 12,000, ns fixed hy 
Khundex'ao, has Imuti retluced to lla. 8,(KX). 

! 2. That he has bucui dojjrived of the nilver 

I howdah allotted to him by Khundomo, 

' which has Ik'ou given to the Minister Nuna 

( Sahib. 

j 3. Thai his wife’s ornaments and other property 

j might bo given back. 

5. ChUnn^joe Rcye Modik, maternal undo of Umbabai, 
wife of the late Khundorao, complains that in con- 
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'R04]Uenc(i of IiIh rolutionnhip and vouuDction with 
tho late Khunderao, he haa lieoii deprived by the 
l>reHont Maliarajah of hiH allowanco of TXs. 250 per 
mimKonu PotltioQov aHHcrto that he haa l>een in the 
Hcrvico of the Giiekwar’s family eirco Siyi^eo 
Malmrajah’s tiinoy for the Inat 40 ytMrsj and is now 
ntHident lu Udoyj)ur in the Knwa Kantn. 

6. Amrutra^> Uaekwar,a/ia« Bapoo Sahib, illegitimate 
son of Sukooba<*(>, <;oncubiiie of th(> late H. H. 
Khumlemo, (!ouij>lainK that he has l)oeu deprived 
by the )>reM.'iit Aialianijah-^ 

1. Of an allowauee of Rs. 32,100 fixed for tin; 

- "'kiuiuUMiance of his mother Suktxflau. 

2. Of a PapV valued at Ks. 35(90li which luis 
Imh'.u giviai to lillqj*H'rao Mohita^y, brother- 
iii'law ofH. H. Miilharrao. 

u. (Jf ornuinents In^longing to his mother SiikcMv 
bai, vuhu>d at ihret' lukhs of rupees, as also 
other ornaments, &(:.,*valued at Its. 40,000. 

4. Of a garden named Ilira Bagh, which lias 
I)een given to the Minist<*r Nana Sahib. 

5. That he is (‘xcliided from the MalmrujahV 
Durl)io' and Sowaree. 

7* In addition to thi> c;isok above mentioned, petHions 
have iKSiii receivwl from other memlxTs of tlie 
Oncii war’s family, exunplaining of nxluction and 
• [('privation of allowances on various pr(*t.oxtR. 

(Wise of ('■unpnirao Oopalrao (lat'kwarof The following statement was nitwle by Ounputrao 
Siiiikiteda. Oopalrao befort; the R<‘sideut ou thi:24tb Novenilatr 

1H73 

“ I am son of Gopalrao Guj'kn’ar, a deseondant 
of I'illaje(f Oaekwar's unch'. My father died three 
yf'ars ago. Ho used to get an alloNvanct^ of 30C) 
ni})(‘es n month ; his understanding wiis deranged. 
For two years sul>sequcnt to his dtuvth I drew the 
same allowntici'. Kor the year Sumvut 1925/ 1 have 
not ns yet receiv«‘d any allowance. H, H. Mul- 
Iiarnu) gave oixh'rs that, it should reduced to 
Rs. 2(M') p('r month ; and therefore J objocitsl to 
reet'ive tin; reduced allowance. Since tin; arrival 
of the Commi.ssion, IT. H. has given orders that the 
original allowance of lls. 3(X) per mensem ahotild 
be disbuj'sial. This allowance of Its. 800 is not 
sufficient for the mainttmance of our family, which 
is a large one. My liousu is in a ruinnuH stalt;, and 
we ar(; obliged to live in the stublos ; f. pray^tlmt 
11. IT. may be moved to have the houM! repaired. 
1 am nut. invlUal to Durbars ; for tbo lost H or it) 
months 1 have been under surveillnmre of the 
police} but ri*cenlly, by the advice of the IteNident, 
the police havt; Ih.;ou removed. ] was not (>ven 
allowed tp leavt; my }ioixKl;*to go anywhere. Tin* 
police w'crc not ordered to keep me under siirveiU 
lanee in co«s<m]u<! 1 U' 1 ! o 1‘ any offence; of mine. In 
Fcbruwy last I,,my brother Kliundcruu, my mother, 
&c. 1(41 Baroda to go to Iferhudda, to perform a 
jnlgriimge. At the first stagt; we m'clvod a iims- 
sage frou; my^muternal uiich', Rxuiiruo Bhiigwant, 
that H. H. Mnlharrao’s men came to rny house to 
impiire wh(;re I had gone ; and Rainruo suggested 
that W(! slumld iiiimtHiiBk;ly n;lurn, as otherwise we 
should Im^ urrestod by H. II. on some false chargi;. 
The next morning 1 returned to Baroda, and wtmt 
up to 11. 11., and asked him wliy lu; luul sent men 
to my house ; he replied that I htwi left Baroda 
without leave. I {lointod out that it was not neces¬ 
sary for me to do so, as sue.h had not been the 
custom. From that daU; my house waa under 
anrvcillanc(', and 1 have not had liberty to leavu the 
pnKsifUJts of my houst;, oven for the.; purpose of taking 
the laHjessary exercise. Moreover, though holding 
the rank of a Sirdar, 1 have not boon aliow(sl to 
tako part in any of the State festivala or Durbars, 
and am treated with contempt as if 1 faml committiHl 
some crime. My prayer, therefore, ii that a suitable 
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allowance ai^:ordin>^ to my rank and position in the 
State may ho accorded lo me, and that I may enjoy 
tin? iVeodom which is iny right. 

My Ijrothor Khunderau and I have the follow¬ 
ing pernons dependent n]>on us : our moihei' and 
twt> stej>-mothcrs, our two wives, throe children, n 
Htop-Hiator, three childi*on of a step-brother, who !?> 
(U,‘C(‘usod, a maternal aunt, two mntci'nal uncloK, one 
will;, and four childr(3n, 10 domentje dependents. 
We Imvo no UorMo or other moans of conveyance. 
1 and my brother liavc already commenced the 
study i>r English, and wo ask ibr^he means of 
ohtiiiiiing a projnn' udiicatioa. My bruthiT 1 b about. 
21 years of age. W<* are iu d(!bt to the exhmt of 
about ld,(KX) nipo<3s» contracted during my father’s 
lime and since, to tlefray funeral <*xpeiis(;s and n»y 
brother’s inniTiago, My father uwtl to \isit at tlie 
Itesideiicy, and the liesideiit used to arrangt^ his 
aifairs ; but. we have been prohibited from coming, 
Jind ]»ray that this prohibition may be removetl.” 

Uefore me, 

(Signed) 11. I'jiayue, 

24tb Noveiiiber 1H73. Uosidt'iit. 


Sidiipur 




'riie fuels ol' this ease tire bj'ielly as follows :— 

III the year 1 H(jy—70 the ]>etiti<iner, Ktissiram 
A.mbarum, ])urcha.sed from some Pahlunpiir mcr- 
ehaiits a <pumtily ol’ <»ld eoins, wliieJi t\ lvole<* 
'i'hakurda, iiauunJ Anda Sundra, of Me.lix), in the 
i*uilon Disirit.'l., laid fuutid in liis iUdd. This fiiet 
huvitig rt'iiclied the ears of the Durbar ofUeiuls in 
Dutton, the petitioner, Kassiram Aniharum, was 
seized, his house was plaei'd uiide.r attae.himjut. .and 
his »)Wii property, consisting of goltl uiid silver 
ornaments to the value of Ks. 1,2(K), and ('nsli to 
tbe value of Us. <>48, Wiis tuk(m away. Andu 
Sundra and Ids wife were also seized, and both of 
them wtsre si*vi'ndy Hogged, to extort e(Uih‘ssioii 
from jhiMii regaoliiig the disposal of the coins. 
iVtitioner states that b<»ili Amla Sundra atui his 
wde wei'e eoniiiH‘.<l, and l.liat they )a)l.]i fli<'d in eon- 
linemuuf.. Their deaths lie attriimtes to the ill- 
trcaliiuMit wiiie.h they reei-ived in pri.''un. The 
pelilioner himsidf stales tiiat hr*, was in conlimanent 
tor nearly a year, imd was then reluftMetl on hail. 
After being jvleased, the peliuonej* was napK^sled 
1.0 )>ay a sum of Us. i,8d.j, on aeeouiil. of the. coins 
purchased by him from Dahlmiiiur m(>re!iants, 
aitlnmgh lie had paid this r.iim //iwil y/dcl'ov ihv 
e.oiii.^ in ijuesLion, and allhoiigh Ids own propru'ty, 
as above stated, had lieeii allaelied anti inadt* away 
will) by the Durbar olheial.s. 

'I he Jaets of this case, were brought to tlie iioliee 
ol' the Durbar )>y iie.sidout’s yatl, No. 1880, of 
Aiigtisl Mlh, 1873, forwanling tlie petition of 
Kasitiram Amburaui. 

'J'lxc reply of the Durbar, No. 18fl2, of Septem¬ 
ber Hlh, i.s us follows :— 

•* WitJi reganl to t.his case, the ]>clitiuiicr having 
complaini'd to ud, the casi^ was sent fur from the 
VahivaUlar, and was beiiig ini^uirod into. In the 
meiuitime, owing t(> the •hseiice of thi{ petitioner, 
the mattei' remained undisposed of. 'Pbe petitiuiicr 
having now appuiired, tlic case was looked to in his 
presence, and an order has been aent by thoKamdar 
to the Vahlvatilm* of Pulton not to cause any ob- 
atrnctiou b) the petitioner. This is written for your 
iafonualioTi.” 

This answer being considered unsatisfactory, as 
oifording no explauatiou whatever of the serious 
allegations mode by the }>etitionor, a further yad 
was addi'ossed to the Durbar, No. 2239, of 8ep- 
teinher 22nd, 1873, pointing out that, if the case 
had been Anally disposed of, a gross failure of 
justice had taken place, and urging that IheFonzdar 
of Duiloti, uamod Nulchund, ^oiihl Ixo brought to 
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trial for the uUoged iU>treatmcnt and violonco 
inflicted on the persouH of Anda Hundra and hia 
wife, which is stated to have lioon the cause of 


tboii' deatfi, and also for his treatment of the i)eti« 
tinner; and stating that the Vahivaidai* of Putlou, 
named Narayen Kngunath, should also placed 
on bis trial by the Durbar for his ulleged share in 
the transaction rfdatod by Kassiram Ambnram. 

No reply has as yot boon received from tho 
Durbai' in answer to this ropi'escMitation fi*om tho 
Kesidont. 


4.1 


Stab^mcnl of tin* disc of IIulMndmllah 
Moonshee, on(5 of tho frdJowers of His 
llighncHH Khmulcroo Mttherstjah, with 
rofertmec to his iuipriHonmcnt and d<'- 
privjitiou of property by Ilis lliglmcsM 
the pi‘<^Hcnt Gm*hwai'. 

This and tho ibllowing few caws 
itiford th(* evidence confi(‘.ct.e<l witli tin* 
personal in»itmciit of^H.II.KIinnilcnioV 
fnvonritc I'oUowers not cntensl in 
No. .‘IS above. 


The fuels of this potitionerV case appear I'l-om tho 
following petition:— ^ 

“ 1 was formorly in tho service of tho late Maha< 
rajah Kiiiindorno; }>ut before and after ho ascended 
tho gadee I was iiis persouaJ attendant, and ri‘> 
niaiiu'd with him for fiJ) years. I have rcseeived 
from Maharajah Khiiriderno many favours, and was 
pos 80 Hsc«l of fxTsonal properly uinoniiting to alvml 
Us, 87,(XK), as shown in the yad wliitdi I j)i’o<iuc(;j 
marked A. Tho details of the amount are shown 
in a seeoml ftmteinent wliieh 1 produce, marked B. 
Besides this personal propoi'ty, I was poisseasod 
of oJic Inamec village, named Ihuiolec, wdued 
Rs. 4,(XX) per annum, given to mo by IfU Highness 
Khumioruo, bt'sides amHher vilUige fuimed Lu- 
nmtlra, which L and rny brother had Irnught from 
<i vertain Hluit nauu'd Jeehhni. I’he name of this 
village r (diaiigiHl to Kadur)>uru. The iiicomo of 
this village was about Rs. 2,2(X) annually. The 
Snnmul given mis by Khimdenio for tJie vilJjige oi^ 
Ranoli lias boon taken from me by the h'uiizdur, 
Bulwontrno Yeslrwuiit. [ produce tlio original 
d<*d of sale for the villiige of LuTiidra or Kadur- 
piira. Ill Hilditiou to the above, property 1 was«' 
possessed of several houses of tho total valuo of 
about Rs. (>(>,o(K>. 

“ The whole of this pro|)orty 1 have been dojirived 
of. I enu assign no valid rea.son for this wholosulo 
deprivation. < >n the day that His Higliness 
Kliiinderao died the whole of my personal property 
was jittachCMl, and guards were plmted over tbom. 

I was not allowed J.o go out of my iiouse. I was 
I'ovbidd.ui by His Highness Mniharrao himsidf to 
leave my house. J remained in eonfinenieiit in my 
liouHO for nine months. During this time no charge 
wluitever was brought against mo, but !• was 
bi'ought on one oeeasion to the Kouy.daroe to give 
evidene(‘ in the easi' of Raojeit Master. • 

After I had heen in eonKnement for nine-months, 
us above sUrtod, 1 was summoned U> the FouKdarce, 
Hud WHS there cliargud for having levied an illogUpl 
Hue ill my villiige of IliMiyli. The Foiizdar asked 
me whetiTer 1 hiul levied a. fine of* Rs. 10 instead of 
a fine oi' Rs. .I, aeeoi'diiig (o the provisions of the 
law. 1 .saiil that when tiie flue In ipiostion was 
luviisl I was ifi Mei'eji, but that a flue of Rh. IU 
appeared to liuve been lovled. J was then told by 
Bulwuntrao Yeshwunl that I must go to prison. 
My clothes wei'e t-tripjad otf, ropes were attached 
to my unn.s, and J Mtis carried through the streets 
as H common nialofuctor. I was not informed by 
Bulwuntrao Ye-shwunt what my sentence was, but 
was informed by Bhojungrow, tho deputy jailor, 
lluit my seutenoo was six mouths’ imprigoninont, 
and ho showed roe tin' warrant for the same. 
When the period of my sentence hod expired 1 
used to go constantly to tho deputy jailor, and ask 
him why J was not set at liberty. Bhojungrow 
informed me that I was not to be set at liberty. 1 
wasifroieased from jail flnulty about 15 days after 
Bhow Scindia had died in jirlsou. I was taken to 
tho Residoncy to Colonel Shortt, who asked me 
whothor iny name was Mounshee Hubeebulla, and 
what my sentence was. 1 replied that my name 
was Mouushoo Uubccbulla. Bulwuntrao Yoshwunt 
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replied that my seutence was six monUia* imprisozt- 
incnt. Before 1 was iakou to the Besideiit I woe 
iMule to sitju a paper that I would rtot complain^ 
and that J would go to the Ladgr Jttmnabaee, wtfc 
of His Ilighuesa Khuuderao, After 1 left the 
K<t 82 dent I was kept under surveillance for 2d days, 
and then I went to Ahmodahad, where I have l>oen 
up to the present time. 

“ During all the period of niy imprisonment my 
family were in corifinemetit, and my wife died pf 
grief at the treatment to which 1 was Huhjeutod. 1 
have bt^en deprived of everything that I hiwl in the 
world, and am now left destituto. The allcgod 
crime of which I was convicted was committed in 
my absence, if any crime at all is committed it is 
of the most trifling natui-c, but 1 do not admit that 
even any crime was committed at all hy my ser¬ 
vants. During my stay in prison tit Baroda I have 
scon women severely flogged. 1 hHvc iiilci'cetled 
for them. It is a prncHcc to flog women with a 
c-arie on their hni'e lau'ks. I cun name women who 
have been flogged, if requisite.” 

Tile facts of this case npiK*ar from the following 
statement of the petitioner 

“ 1 was aKhidmutgiir in the service of His Higli- 
7iesR Khiiuderao. My family have l>een employed 
In the Gaekwar's household. Since the time of 
Damaiee Gaekwur His Highness IChundcnio was 
most kind to me, and showed me many favours. I 
received from the Maharajah ornaments and other 
projtoi’ty amounting to about Ks. 61,000, the details 
ol‘ which 01*0 shown in the ytid accompanying my 
petition. Fifteen days after the death of Khiinderao 
I was arrested hy the present Maharajtdi's oitlers. 
No charge was brought against me that 1 am hw'hi-i' 
of; but T was questioned regarding the Ihiucc 
Jumiuibhaec, and regarding Bhow Klicdker, whom 
I un'csted. I was Jiot questioned on any other 
subject. After this 1 was kept in imprisonment 
for about three months, when I was ilespatched to 
tiiimdi Bnjpnr. F was kept at Oiimdi jlajpur for 
about two innnihs, and tbtm was kopt at Songliud. 
Tlic <'Umatc of Gumdi Bajjjiir and Songliiid is 
extremely l««l. Sentence of imprisonment there is 
jjraetieally a sentence of dcatli. Few prisoners 
can sui'i'ivc the climale long.* I was afterwards 
brought back to Baroda Jail. There J have re¬ 
mained up to the mouth of November 1873, when 
I was released, t>ii the occasion of the eclipse of th<! 
moou, along with 74 other persons. When J re¬ 
turned home a few days ago, I was informed for 
the first time that I liaJ been charged with .an 
attempt to bnrn down the ITaveleti. 'fhe falsity of 
this charge is shown by the fact tliat 1 was im- 
prisou<sl about a month and a iialf before the 
alleged burning in ihd Havelco took plnc4>. 

“I am utterly ruined ; all my property ban boon 
taken away. J have boon thrown into prison for 
nearly three years without any chargy^ and without 
any tnal whatever, and pray tliat 1 may receive 
CoiupenHatlon and justice for the loss and injury 
tiisUincd. < 

During my stay in prison at Bavoda I have scon 
women severely flogged there. It is a practice to 
flog them with a rano on their hare hocks.** 

With reference to the case of this petitioner the 
following remarks were addressed to the Durbar in 
ywl No. 2374, of October 6th, 1873 

With regard to Ciiiraunrow Wagh, I have already 
|iad some correspondonoe and conversation with 
Your Highness, and from what has come to my 
kinowledge I am in dut^ bound to bring to your 
notice again the cose of this man, and to request 
that I may be informed of the actual &cts of his 
cose, as ordered by Government (referring to para- 
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In the first place he petitioned tlnTiwftHWHM 00 
the 8rd of July 1871, u{mw whu^ » refiweti^ iNmi 
made ^ Goveniment to the Resident reimB&c 
him. Colonel Barr, in hts reply No* 188?r6^n 
July 1871, reported to Government tliat, tleo^ in- 
formation suppUod by the Durbar, Chiinrfioe Wa^h 
hod been trim and bentoiiood of a charge of having 
boon concerned in maliciously settius fire to a 
store-room attached to the Palace, which was burnt 
down buddenly, and which might have produced a 
voiy extensive conflagration. 

ColouelBoiT does not mention % what period of 
iinprisoiinient diimajee Wagh ww Sentenced, and 
Your Highness will obse) ve that this was in the 
nionth 01 July 1871. In the Ibllowing month of 
August further inquiry appears to have been made 
l)y the lio'tident as to the number of persona con¬ 
victed of this crime of sotting flro to tho said storo- 
100 m, and in i*eply to tliosc inquiries I haru oh 
iccord in my omrt' nn original note of tho Sir 
Foio'dai, Bulwant Yeshwunt, in which ho causes a 
Iwt of tho pciM>ns implicated in the alleged burning 
of the stoio-rooin in question to be given ttf tho 
Resident fur his information; and in that list tlio 
iiamo of Chimt\ieo Wngb tfotjt not a//jjear. 1 attach 
a co)>y of till* Sii Fuuzdur’s note and the 01 * 0010 - 
panying list, maiked 1. and IX. 

Thus the oviJoncci is deal on ilic best authoilty 
possible, VI/., tliat of tho Kir Fuuzdtu*, that the saiil 
( hiinajcc VVagli was not concerned in the burning* 
of the stou-loom ulludod to. IndeiH], X have been 
iidoitiled that the s^nll stoi(>>room Jii question was 
not burnt down, Imt that some riibhiKh only <*ausht 
flio tu'cidcntally, which was extinguished Indore 
any mischief was done. Mnlhift’ba Shalkee was 
th(* nmn tcally in chuTgo of the place, and any 
dtuiuigo done to the lootn was from pulling part <u 
It down, and not fiom file. 

Tho next infonnafion on lecord iu this office is 
Dually a year nflcrwaids when, in conbeqiionce of 
tiu'i iiumhet of Khnudcrao’b favourite followers who 
imd been thiuwn into piison under various pretexts, 
font of whom had died suddenly, the liosideut 
icceived the ordeis of Government containod in 
jmragrapli 4 of Govoiument Hosoliitinu No. 8iM(^ 
of dune 3()th, 1872, and again referred tit the 
Dill Inn for information ns to the number of Khun- 
deitio’s iolluweis who had been imprisoned ailll 
wtru ut that time living. Amongst those named 
was Chiraiti Wogh. This man, Colonel Shortt re- 
)>oils in hiv No. 13()-7d9 of J6tl] of August 1872, 
)o/ th( JifU twie, had htog charged with hrihvry 
and ail injatamn utfrtgm, 

WliiMt f asked Your Highness the other ilay 
about ('liimia Wagb, )Oii did not mention the case 
of biibery at air, but stuted^tluvt be hud boen.son- 
teric(*d to seven ycais’ inipnsuuraout for tho other 
two Climes. . 

In the faco, therefore, of all this conflicting ovl- 
douce, 1 buvo urrivodut the conclusion tliat either 
tho Sir Fouzdar has sent iu a false report to 
vernroent, or that the original offence with whiob 
Cliimin Wagb was chorgod was simple bribery. 
Tho man has now beeu lu ooufiuement for nearly 
two years and a half, and 1 would btrongiy recom- 
meiui cither tliat the man be diseborged at once, 
and allowed to proceed to his natis'e country 
(lleecati), or that the proceoJings on all the clnu*!^ 
brought against him bo produced for tho satis&cuoii 
of Oivemment. 

The fbllowing is the statement of the periUooer's cmcv 
M mode by hiusdf t— 

1 am &e elder hrbtber of HubbeehoUa IfortMhee. 
X Waf in the aerviev of the hfiq 
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CotniilaiuU of Bau>da Subjeota. 


lleniarki. 


derm* <’or 25 yofirs. When IChuaderao died I wiis 
SnoliIiJi of Nao.s;n-i, oit a salai^ of IIh. 200 jx^r 
moji:^.om. I ri'coivcd many iiivoura from the lal« 
M:ili:ira|:ih, and imlil sopnruto Saiiailt; from him for 
[mlkw, J’lipi, }ui(l liuim villago. The immo of my 
villn"c iH Kbinimr, valuod at about Kb. 2,400 
annuHlly. I was possessed of personal propcirty 
lo llie v.'duc of IN. 72,(HK), and Iiouboh lo tlio vnluo 
of IN. 1").')(X). I nls<t liold :i hnli' aharo with my 
hrotliov, M«»oiisiioi* linbhwhulla, in llio villaj»(^ of 
Liimndni or Katlujinira. The ))reBCt)l Mahuntjnh 
has Btrlppi'd me oi' eveiytliing that 1 laid irj the 
World. 1 luiv4‘ ehiivgcd with no otfence, nor 

have I ’been bron«ilil to trial. I was kept umlor 
MtiaeiUnnei^ in jny house for 17 months, and was 
not •ill(twed lo l(‘n\a* it. When tny hrnthor went to 
Aimiedalfiid J }n.'eoin]H«nie<l him. and have been 
fhcr<- up to th(‘ present time. My village of 
Klniiipur Icis biH'ii ,:riven to orio of the Maharajah’s 
liiHowers, launed l\Inoko<»n(lrao Mama, who was im¬ 
prisoned in for ('onspifiiig with 'I'jUia SlnistrcC 

and others tigalnsl tiio life of Khnnd(‘rao Maha- 
rn.iMli. 


Case of Y/'sliwnid.niw Sneearam Moonge- 
knr.' 


'C.1VSO of Kooshaha (jlovihdi'(»w d.adow 


'file l'ollt*wing is the .slah'ruc.nl of the petitioner’s oiee, 
as made by himsi'lf:— 

1 WHS a jn’lvaie follower of the lute Maharajah 
ivlmnderai*. J have been 2.'» yesvrs in the Gaekw:jr 
serviee. 1 i'eeei\id many liivoms from liotlitiun- 
]>n(i'iut MJid Khuiah'rao Maimrajahs, aiul I amassed 
♦‘onsiderable ])roperty, anHainting (o alioul IN. H,‘)tKk 
(he details of whieli ari' shown in the vermamlar 
y.-al aet'ouipanying my potiliou (,o llu' Ilesideiil. 
b'<<ur jlaysafb'r Ivluindeiao ilied J was iniprisone<l. 
;ittd all tiiy piojierly atlaehi’d. 1 was told that. 
tJtere -was some jjajier m my house* ol' a snspu'itais 
eiiara(tei'. 1 U»ld my inforttuinl to s»*aroh iny liousi-, 
a.id JJiy Inaise was searched aeeordingl}’. "Nip paper 
Was found. 1 was lve))t for six inonllis a prisofier 
i;> my h\>ns<', an*! wa^• then take.ti r»tf to piason. 
hiiglit Ol- nine of Kliuodei-uo's followei-H w<‘re in 
pi'ison will* on- siImiuI ihi* sajiu^ timo. While I was 
in prison I was leUeiaal with fetli'rs weighing half 
a inaund. 1 lemaiiieil in prison uhout ‘Jy years, and 
have, jiist he\:n r<-!eased at the n-eeni »*elipw of tin* 
moon. I’p lo the present time 1 have neve!- heen 
lrie<l, Inn- iia\e any «jUeslion.-« been asked mi*, oxei‘p(. 
with regard lo lh< paper which was spspoeiisl tc* be 
in my luaise. I have hei'U liepviveil of all iiij pn»- 
pi-rl), and am now* a ruiiieii man. 1 pray for 
jiein-*'. During my stay in prisun jillhi-nHla 1 have 
s<-en woiiimi severely Doggid then*. It, is n practice 
to Hog them with a earn.; on lln.-ir hare backs.” 

I’llis pctilh'ner states that lie <*ame from Deccan to 
Jlaroila wlieii very young, ami llmt ho Jms Inieu in 
till- se.i'vice of the Gm-kwar siuoo the time of 
IS'ajcerao; ami liinl, at the lime of Kiiunderao’H 
death, he iieeiijiieil the jios.t of .lemndur of Chatree- 
WJiUa,, in the Maharajah’s Jiousela*UI. Petitioner 
fm tlier stales lliul he jvus posses-si-d of pt'r&iomd 
propmty annmiiLing lo ahonl lls. 72,000, hesides 
lionse.t to tiio vtduc of Ks. b,.700 and other propi;rty, 
of all of whidi he Inis Ihh-u deprived. He states that 
he was arrestetl in comnxioii with the charge of 
Betting lire to the Ilavclei', and w'as cast into prison 
on (h’diiiiiig to make a full confessiou and impli¬ 
cate innocent persons ns he. was instigated to do; 
fjmt ijo invi'stigution was madi*, mnl no wituesscB 
were examined in his prcsenwi ; Unit he Buffered 
great hnrdohijjs in jail, l«‘iug kept for the first six 
months in solitary couiiuoment; that hu haH only 
rce.entJy been released nt the UcsidonUB intercession. 
Petitioner prays tliat comjtensaUoa may bu awarded 
to him for the Iuhs tuud ii^jurics which ho has 
sustaiuod. 


C*Dmplamr« of Bafodii SobjiHstR. 


Retnark*. 


Coho of aiuliiis<)yki‘uui Niirbuidast- * Tlu* fuots of tb« iM»titiowrH onno HpiK?nr from iho fol- 

htutement of tho iMaitionor made Indbri* Uio 
Jiosidi'uf 

“f am II Bj'ilisli Hiilijcct'aud n iiativo of AliiUti- 

(Uibarl, b^il I hft\o Ionf» hi'co fiuployod at linroda, 

wluuo 1 pmrh'so i\H n Vakwl. I oDjoyed Ujc favour 

of ilia lli^hnrsh Kiiiiridi'rno, hy wiK>m 1 was em- 

jdoyod to v'orlinii ohni-oos u^ainsi Bill- 

wuiitnut Todiwuiil, Kous^dnr, Nanujoo Yohliwiirit, 

ITnriiMi Diida, and Narayoubhai Luloobliui. Ilih 

Kliiindcrao iriipiisoiiod Bulwuniruo 

Yi‘hli\vunl and NanHioc Vi'Mbwuut, niul would Imvo 

rmpiUtuied llurilm Jbuia and iSaijuvenbliai Inal noi 

biM di'alh ncnuTfd. Afbi Kliimdorao’s dudb J 

was ari'osjcd and liiiown in(u prison. L wiv> kopt 

iM a dark r<Hn» in lln* Kon/.danv f<»rmonliis; 

dm HIT dlls ipti'ival 1 w:)'* oidiod to (Jiirib.i Itiidn's 

I hiMp-o thri'o tunes. On tlio oi'ousion i was 

I (.dioil b) Jbihvanfi.ko \ I'sliu mil, ainl was di'sii'od 

' to sjon a jMpoi on u protui-.i of l« intr voloascd. I'o 

]>i<)<n)( my lolniiM I 'iened IIk p.ip<M‘; Inif t was 

noi :dlov\'<d to lead it, noi w.is I ie)< u*'o<l. Oti tlu* 

■rood net ,i'*lou anolfui p,(pe» wa*- jrivon «u* to 

sijTjt Uniwnniiao Yi -.luMml. On looking ut the 

pip<i 1 sawlii.d It was a iti'posilinn, and 1 lotjiie-ied 

I lliai it rniehi be i>ad. Iinlwnnliao Y(‘Hbwnnl n > 

liiscd, and (btiMteind me uitb (oi lure if I did not 

ti'n. I'ndoi ilns <s>njpidsjon I siened. On Ihn 

Ifnid oi'easion, also, my MetiudiK' was taken under 

iiniJ.ir eiriMiiusiaiUM*'. On ituotiui o<‘f‘ivsi«in my 

e.'iialnie iMi" foiidbU taken 'by Nimi)enbliai 

I i aloebliai. In rbine 1 S7 b Ibilvvimtifto l^eshwunl 

' la I nine hoii/dai, «iiid be odK'ii'd me lo In' put in 

I iion» and talon to jati. 1 leinaiind In jail for 

I m ailv lliiee and a ball iimntbs. J have nuv<‘r been 
« 

Had lot :iM> nor epa vtKuied by ivnyoue 

I \e< pi on the oiiii'ions above inenlioiied. jlfy ix;- 
Ic i-i* ua-> pioenml in Si'plcmber 1H7I, inv ‘on-hi- 
I u iMotiliil Iviiveliiind h<t\iiie paid Ks. io/Htd. 1 
Dm II went to IIm* in Alinudabiid, and was forbidden 
to eo to ihiioda. < bvin^ lo my mi))risonnu‘nl. and 
tu ih( s.iba «|in 111 pioliibitnm aeain-«t my enteiih}; 
I’, imda, I Iii\e siilleud ver^ -inon-. los-,. 1 loivo 
I [• 1(11 inipii'Oind withoni .tny (liaip,e vvlmlevan, 
I llnonib dn uumty of the toin following; meiuberb 
I o( llu* Dm bui ;— 

Uidw iml iMo Yeshwnul. 

N.nntiiM Yeshwunl. 

Ilaiiba Dada. 

Narat enbhai. 

” \ ekum Irom the Durlmr eoinpensaf ion as 
j l«»llov\ •— 

I “ K . V'j.tidd, llte •'iiiii'pind toi iny ri h*;is(* b) iny 
I noii in-law : lO. o,(KKV for taUe nnpiisninueiit atal 

oliuM in|m) i IN. ^(>,(^[0. foi oiitstiinditn.' dt'bfs im- 
ireovi'U'd in <a>ns(>((n<'nee <d my <xpiihion bom 
I’modu; |M‘r'-on!d pioperty eon(lseat<*d by the 
Durbin, IN o.OdO.*’ 

(‘us.' of Liivimbai, walow ol flu l.do Mid- 1'ln .-tab mini of the peliliomi is :is folhiws :— 

fiurbti SltelU.. * ‘‘.My late Ini dtaiid was a ronhdeidial Morvnul of 

ilie late Alah'iiaJ.ih Khniideiao. lie wan possossc'd 
of eoiisid.M.ible pio]a>ity, arnoniitiii^ to IN. 12f»,0(Kk 
inrlmliii^ immov.abh' piopeit) and one Inain vil¬ 
lage, as ]iei list aiiiiexfii. He hud been in the wer- 
vK'e ol tlu‘t iaekwnr in a eonfldenl ni) jiOHUion for 
npwaiiN of 40 yeaiH. About a luoidh after Khun- 
derao dietl, iny Imslmnd was aiiested m (oniiexion 
with an idleu:ed attempt to hnni down tbe ll.iv.dee. 
When my hn*band was niipiisoneil an attaeluneni 
w'lis phiei'd on the lioiist*, mid 1 w.us not allowed lo 
leave it. About mu* innntli aftei X wtvs so eoiiilned 
all juy liunband’h property was taken away, uud 1 
WHS left without anyllduti exi^ept a few uiaunUs of 
j p'aiu. Five motilliH suhs^iuently I wai» (urued out 
I of iiiy hoiiae, whieb h ^iven to Dumodur Funtli. 

li l> J 





ISo. I ConipliiiDts of Baroda Sulgeote. Kemarkti.' 

. . — - j- —W . _> ^ ^ 

}*1g iH jiuw in posHOHMlon of my Iiouae. A\H)ut nine 
months after my iiushaud was imprisoned, a nepoy 
I eume to lue and told mo that my husband was dead, 
and that T was to come and tako my husband*8 
1)1 idy away. I followed the sepoy, aud found the 
body just outside the jail. I asked no quoHtionH, 
l»iit took l.!ic iHwIy away. The colour of tho lK>dy was 
<‘hanfrod, and then* was a moat offousivc stnoll. From 
the change of colour and from the offensive anioll, both 
I and }dl my relal.ioiis itelieved that death had not 
i ojicurred from iialurid caiiHea. Since roy husband’H 
I death J am left utterly destitute. 1 have no lacanH 

1 of suf»pori. I pray that justice may be done to mo 
I for my husband’s wrongful imprisonment, and that 
: niy husband's property may bo reslored to nic,” 


(^ahc of Itliagirathee, wife of tJie lete | 
Cxiiiioo W’agli. 1 


j 

I 



The siuJeiiient of llio petitioner is as follows 

** My husband was a confidential servant of the 
!:i(<‘ Mnliarajali Khumlerao. Ho serveil about 30 
vi'nrs in ihe st*.rvicc of fhe Gaekwar, and was pOK- 
scssed of*consiih*rubl(‘pi' 0 ]>erty, auiountiug to about 
Ifs. 3..'»d.0(M>, including ininnovable property and 
(MIC luatu village. All this property was amassed 
during fho reigns of (runputrao and Khniuloruo 
(Jackwai's. Mybusbund was arrested in comiexioii 
witli an alleged aUtunpt fo burn down the Jfitvelee. 
When iny husband was iin]>risoned nil utta(‘liin(‘nt 
was })lac<'d on thi*. liousc and I was not allowed to 
leave it. A jbrfnlgltt after I wjus linpnsuned all 
my pr(*pi:rty was taken away, and I was left utterly 
destitute. Abcint four mouths alter Jiiy husband 
Jiad iKjeu thrown into )irison I received notice from 
a sc])oy llial my husband ha<l die<l at Ka/tpura 
I‘liabutra. * J went J here wit li about 2o rolations to 
l.ikeaway my Imsband’s body. J n<)liei*<i that the 
colour of the body was cluiiiged in an nniiatiirul 
way. 1 have no rcasoiialilc doubt from the a])poar- 
nnce of *>110 botly that iny husband dal not die 
Irom iiaiunil caustjs. I and my robitions took away 
my ljusbnud’s laxly ; we were accompanied by 
-it'poy.^. I ;t.m ultcriy destitub', atid f piay that jus- 
liec mny be <loiic to m<*, and that my husband’s pro- 
pert}' be ix'stiircd to me. hTy house, vnlncd at 
Ivh. ITijODP, has Ixx'U giv<'?i to oue S":khj(x*, a 
fivmnili* of tin* )uesent Maharajah. My garden 
\ -ilued at I?,-. To,t)0(K ljn« lnx-n givi-u to Dahvuntrao, 
\fsl)wniU, Kouzdar, and is now in his possc.^ssion.” 



Case of TarvatUa)! and Oungabai, willows I Xlic case, of tbesi* pclilioners ajjpears fV 
of the late Idiow Sciialiu. j mc*n1 made b>' I’arvatibai:— 


om the state- 


lliriinieilall Kaleedass, (be Moomcm' 
of Gopalrao Myrai, and ibe )>itt<-ent 
liead of llur fiyu, ^’esl)>antnio (iopal, ' 
will be able 1o siuTc what lias luMunne i»r 
ihib money. 

I 

. I 

• i 

i 

( 

t 

I 

i 

I 


*‘Sli<»rlly aCler the deatli of the late Maharajah 
IChutiderao, my Im.^baud, lihow Scihdia, was 
arrt'sted and }>la(X'd in lonfincment ; an attiicliinent 
uas phu'cd oi* bis Iioiim', ami all my jewels and 
persona! pi'operty weie alfncbed at tho same time. 
I and Guiigabai were kept in strict coulincmeiit, 
first at our owui bowse, and then at Omkarealiwur 
'J’cmple ; a guard was placed at tlie door, and no 
otic hui my own peo]>lu wei'O allowcxi to approach 
me, nor wa-j I allowed to s[)eak tx) anyone else. I 
and Gungabui wen* k«*]it ig (oufiufMnoiit in tl»ia way 
for 21 months, viz., from November 1870 to 
August 1S72. 

** My persotud jirope.rty or slridliun which I re¬ 
ceived from my laie husband and from Mnhuinjuh 
Jvhuuderao exceeded twi. lakhs of rupees Tho 
whole of iny stricllinn has been taken away from me, 
te^etbor with my late liusband’s eflccts. The s^ime 
thing bus happened to Giiiigahni. 1 luivc committed 
no fault whHt(3ver that J should thus suffer forleiture. 
iVitb the exception of our inaru villogo.Dovurgam, in 
Nnsik, everything that 1 had has been hikcn from 
me. A suit has been filed aguinst me in tho Nasik 
Givi! Court by Harou Bhu^U*e for this remaining 
]>ropurty. I romembej* coming up to the Itcsideni in 
the mouth of August 1872. 1 was aceompasied to 







Conil^itiats of Barodti Sttl^eets. 

the Residency by n. Government KArkoou, At tli© 
Rosiduney I met Buhvnnti’ao Yoshwunt, FouJsdar. 
Tbo Foui^ilar told us whal. to wiy when th© Saheb 
should qiK'Hiiou 118 . 'rho Foiizdni’ sakl, iinlesa 1 said 
this .I sliould jsjet into trouble. I was afiwid fh»m 
'wiiat th<5 Fouzdtti' said, I thoreCore enueouled from 
the Salu.b the inij>riKonin*«nt and Jmnlship to which I. 
had been finbj«*cl.ed with (fun;Tftbai. After seeing 
tlie Saheb wo were allowed to depart; and land 
GiiTigabal werit by mil to Boinbay, In Boralttiy 
I tu'kod flopalnio Myrnl*s Uoml»5iy maaagor re¬ 
garding a Hiin> of njiHJCs one lakh, whicli hav(^ Iwen 
doposilod in iiiy nanu' hy iihow Stiiialia in C}oindrm> 
MyralV banking bous(^ in Uniidta^ 1 was verbally 
infonmsd by (lopalrao Myrai’M Mooneein In Bombay 
ilijit I fould not got a pic (d* tins money. 

1 }in<} t.iiingabai aro h*i’|, destitute wiih the ex¬ 
ception of our Injnn vllbigo at Kasik. Of this 
village the Duibar Ik trying to di«pOrtSCS8 us by 
ciuu-ing Huit'4 to bo tiled jigjunst us. 1 pray that 
onr stviiiiiuu may bo j'ostored to ns aecordiug to 
llimloo law. nml that justice iriny l>e done.” 

Case of Me.roo Gmloo, Jeysing Jan». and 'l'ln‘have in.'uk-th<‘IbllowiiJg sbitement of 
Futleysing Bliajee, of the Kolee caMi*, | • their ease:— 

orderlies of the late jMal»an\jalj Khun- j ** We w<'i»- f(*llow<T.-» of tlu‘ lnl<* Mahanijah Ivhun- 
dertun «ierao, and wen- employed as (ualerlies in his perbonul 

serviet', on salaries of Jis. U |)er mensem. We have 
served i’or three iiioutlis with the pn‘s<aitMaharajah, 
W’e were dismissed from our employment under the 
following eireumstatu'es :—Ah^ait thns* niontliH 
afti r the late iMalianijah died, we were sent for by* 
J>apoi> Sjdieb ami Sudasew, Kurkoon of VrnkuLrao 
iVlaster, and were snn)moneil t<i (h<* Fouzdamo. 
Ibdwnntrfjo '^'eshwuiit was then I'onr.dar, hut ho 
asked us ii<i (pieslions : he told us to go to Sudasew. 
Dowlnlratn, Fouzdaree Karkoon, wan with Sudasew, 
and these two pers»)ns (jneslioiied us regarding un 
aljegeii conspiracy against tie* life of the present Muha- 
raiali by Bhow St'indla, Moonsliet^ ILnlH't'boola, and 
Jumnabae I{an(’('. We wiTi- tt»ld tlinl if we would 
t'onfess (hat \ve were instigali'd by these’ three persons 
t') ;ittenipf tin* lif(‘of the Maharajah w'* should receive 
no harm whatever, and slnmld rec.-ive Ks, 50() apiece. 
M''*- all three r<’|)lii’d that wa- knew Jiollutjg about 
tlie iiiitler and would tint sa\ whai they di'sireil. 
We v\eii ke)>l in l!te Fonzdarc-e in imprisonment for 
abt.iit I wo immlhs. a,nd were ipiestUmed at’ in(A*vuls, 
a.nd a ctuife'hiiin Avas at,templed to he extorle<l from 
n ‘. As ^\e refur'eil to give the re<pnr*‘<l conlessiTm 
i ue were sent iVoiii the h’oiiz<lan‘e, and were placed 
! ie jl}r»M‘ sepajale polin gusirds. We w<*re each of 
us lined Its. ol)(). 'I'liese lines we have- ejudi oi’ uu 
jKiid. Wj.; have shici’bsVHi ,h'J‘t deHtitnle, and havo 
liet. tmr etnployineui in the C«<>vernuieiif. service. 
>N'e. were »*ld servants cd the Slate, and pray that 
\\v may reinslalcd, ami (Itaf, our lines may hit 
lemilteil ns, as w<' luive (anvinillcd iu» fault.” « 

Case of Gunputnm bin Gungajiat t loojnr - 'J'lie iidlovvbig atat^'inenl has l»i'en made hy tint ]Hdi- 

(ittner :— 

, “ 1 Inive been in tlie < laelcwm’s service for 30 

* yt-ars. S(h>u after the Inie JMaharajah Kliun- 

demo's deatlt 1 wsis im|>j’iyoned wilh si-verul others 
cm a charge of setting lire to the IltiveJee. Ihi} 
eh:irg4‘ is utterly false. 1 was arrested a.t night¬ 
time, utul IliO u<?xt morning s<*nt oil’ to jail and 
he.‘ivily ironed. The sam<! thiy .b>»scM>il Sugujee, 
I’jiitcrs sr)n, came to im* and said that if 1 gave 
evidence charging Mulharba Shclktfe, Giinnoo 
Wagli, and Koosliaba (jliutrivallu with the otfenco 
of setting lire to thc! Ilavclci* 1 should be rokvisc'd. 
I refused to make such a false adinisston. Two 
days suhseipiently, Mavayonroo Monghuy, houzdar, 
caui(> to the jail and desired me to make an admis¬ 
sion as ul>ove. Ou niy refusing to do so, the 
Fouzdar replied that 1 would have to remain in 
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Compluiiiift of liburoda 



Case, ol' BobovtlliiuU* roUowrrs* t»l' tlx- l.-.io 
Ills Kliiind(‘>'jx». 

In continnnf-iou of Jind wilh t\ {tM rnci 
to .Vo. Scljoflnlo II., Kliuii- | 

«lerno's I'oHowor.'^!. j 

In snbmiilinjr to Iho uotico (if llic ■ 
(^ninnissioh lln- polilioii'^ of (>7 snl>- i 
ordiiinlc JV»lI(/\vorsof ilic. Muli.-.t rijal; 
Klii(iul(‘r<)(i, <’om))laiiiiiijf <d' wlioh-sali' 
(bjprivnI.ioTi ol‘ allowiiiici's luid ol 
sorvioo, iIjo «loonu- if. lisrltf t(t 

slate tiuit if. is iho pollej' ;nj'l goo<] 
j'aitli tliuJi flic .l(‘‘iolily ol‘ iljc 

mt!asur(" wliieli Im* eall.^ In 
Siieh whoiesnle dopriv.arion oC old ser¬ 
vants on till' oirnsion ol a Jx-w C'hief' is 
uiijm'cedetili'd in IJjiroda, and when 
Jakeii 'vvilii flio systeinafie inipri.-oM- 
uienl anil .spoliation of llie more jiromi- 
iientl’ollinvej’.sof flu- lute Malsjirajulu iho 
treatment of the -sulM»r<lina1<‘J‘oJlo\vei> 
appc'ars to exliibit a mcri! pietnre of 
luMirlless ])ersceution and wanton aims'.' 
of authority. 


prison till niy death. A wook subsequontly, Dow- 
infmin, Fou/daree Kurkoon, again camo to jail and 
again altr^inptod t>o extort nu odtaiHsion from me nis 
above, but witlioiit BUCtx'fis. No trial took |)laco, and 
no proceislings wt*i*c recorded in my proaonce. I 
have Keen coulined for nearly thi-oo years, and was 
only reloHsi’il on the oexasion of the lust ucllpBO 
of iho moon. 

“ This persecution was the n^sult of <*nnnty on 
ilie part of IJis Highness the present Maiuiriijah. 
I pvjiy I hat just ice nury be done in my case, and 
<’oin])ensjjtion awariled to me for false imprisoii- 
menl.’- 

. Vennyeknio Narrnyen Kolknr, of Barodii, com- 
plj'.ins that b(; has Iktii ilejirived of his private 
house, vuliH'd nl. Us. Ifiti, nnil that his nllowaiicoB 
to ilii' exti'iii of Us. ll,tK)0 have beien»sto]i}K'd. 

2 . Vitlojoe Krislinajee Kjdey complains that ho 
liM'- Ix'en depriv'd of Jiis private house and allow- 
une.'el'U.s. loO; sl;ites tlud lie is an old servant of 
flu* (i.u’kvviu', having lieen enqdoyed since lli© time 
of SIvuJe.e Maharjijjdi. 

li. I lodjijcf* llhao complains that he lurs bet*n 
ile)irjv' d of bis (ion,sc, whieh la* built (ml of luH 
own private means in ibe tiin<‘ of Giinpulrao 
IM.-diaruJah, and that his allowance of Ks. 4,2(.K) has 
hei'i stopped, aliJiouuh he has hi'on in tiu' 
(TMckwar’s service silice tlw (ime of Slyajoc 
Malrirujali. 

d. Ueoba Uaojei* complains that lu' has been 
deprj\e»l oi bis jtrivato house. wdiiiJi ha.'- been 
given fo <lo]);dra(> .lapay, bridher-in-lavv of liul- 
M'luUrao J’ahoorknr, the late Deputy Minister. 

o. Uaiuajee Deoba eoinjdaiiis through his wife, 
1.11'nice, (Jail he has be(‘n de|»rivi'il of his lioiiBU, 
valuf'il j\s. -1,000, iintl of other propei'ly. 

(>. najee l*andoo'‘ung, 1 Complaiji of lo.‘*'s of 

7. Miidhowjao .leyraiH, / personal allowaiiees. 

S. 151)510 Slnv.ajee complains that. !)Osiilcs Ix'iog 
de]'tiv« d of an allowaiu’e of Us. 1.50, be iais birn 
prohihlt"d Ironi leaving Uaroda. 

0, (’liimnajet^ Uajcy, <»f Malaulik. complains 
through his dauglifc-r, Vnniioobai, that lie has 
been obliged lo leave Jiai'oda, and has been deprived 
ofar allowanee of lls. 200 a month. 

JO, (JunpiUi'ow Govindrow"^ 

Survey, ' Complain of loss of 

11. Amruirovv JJliow, ]u*rsounl idlow- 

12. Heinndkhan llooseink- ances.'and shdo 


Andmdass 


han. 

Id. Mukrooti'ow Viltojoe 
Ivalay, 

1 ItidvviinU'ovv Ihdakrow 
iJhouslay, 

I<5, Ivasldiiati) Andmdass 
Ihiwii, 

JO. Monuslun Snbas Khan, 
17. Gungajeerow (hwKwar, 
1^. I» lojci' U’atbiba Survey, 
1.0. Jiamjee Gaekvvar, 

20. Ta1)ajoe Moreshwim, 

21. (h>palnu> lai''^innin, 

5^2. Uaiiicluinder Nuraye.n 
Joshcc, 

23, Sukharain Slninkm’, 

24. Trimbnkrow Uidvvunt, 
2ii. Nana 'riiakoloy, 

26. Khundwu^Seindliuy, 

27. Uamehundv.T Gunglay, 
,2ft. Madbn Wunjliiy, 

20. Ihuncliunder Bnplay, 

30. J*atcl Knley. 

'31. Ihijurarn Powar, 

32. HuumuntrowUowUuloy, 

33. Gun(M) Shirkay. 

34. Gowra-iec Jugla.y, 


Cotnpluin of loss of 
]u*rsounl allow¬ 
ances,'and Bhde 
they an5 under 
r<*Blriunt. uiul .are 
forbidden to 
leave Karodii. 


All of thoBc persons 
eomplain of ri'- 
dndioii or luBstif 
allowances. 






Complaints of Banda Suliiloots. 


Bomarks. 


CiLSit (i)' ('Imiiilnll UnpiHtbliaiy ol Ibu'ixl.'i - 


The«(< IwtitioQerij, 
wh(j iiro Jassooda 
and IChitmatgm'B 
«)f tlio late GiMik- 
w».r, noinjilain ol* 
deprivation of 
Jillowancofi and 
f>f lo«s of SlTviW^ 
fornofaultwljat- 
ever. 


Gninplatr) of Ioak of 
jM'i'jjOTial allow- 
inidor liu* 
pr<>Aoni • Ciuek- 


36. IIur‘d>}i. Cowley, 

3(]. Malha Chiialul, 

37. danlia Pliallny, 

38. Gunoo Uakm'.'iwlay,* 
3i>. Nimiyeu Survey, 

4(). 

41. IXurrfi? lUiow, 

4-. Gunoo Aiutya, 

4.‘1. Trinilmk Vonjarsi, 

44. Ilftdst JCawuiKhjy, 

•1.'}. Gtiiijujt (iuvaryji, 

4(). IliiLi G.aekwjir, 

47. 'r(M)kaiam Sindliay, 

•IS. SlieU'*, IJapoo, 

49. KissiiiMbj.s's iJoowN, 
Sheik Ho«>s,seiii, 

61. !v«-.->iio SxbJya, 

.jL*. Mmll*;; Soki'y, 

3o. Goviiid St'Wban, 

64. Govitidji. Kalalya, 

6.'i. Ihirre-i' SharotK'lx'e, 

.Vi. AimiMlx f-iuron', 

67. Ili(d>a , 

68. l.>e()S>ii. HiiidiiWidx, 

69. liupotijee Nurniyon 
.Joslice, 

filJ. Wanimuow Nurmyon 
doshre, 

' til. Ivri^-hiiuji'e .icuKudluiii, 
(il!. <«oj>alro>v N:irruyi-» 
doHlji'c, 

< iiiii|m(i‘ow Ikije iVIa- 

h.'idik. 

tM. llinnnnnlrow Dookil, 
06. SIhIjujuh Pnndoonii.-g, 
t><i. lijimeliatidni N.'irjiym, 
(i7. JS'arayen Go|«drow 
Dmusilny. 


Tin* lollowiijg .’itaUjiiienl iiiis been ni:i<h**by the peti- 
lit)oer :— 

“ 1 liehi a viUxge in limm, called Uuia]>iir, tif ilio 
vain ol Ks.. anmuilly. 'I'he original Sauntl 

for tlx.* gr;m 1 Ik i!> poNsi'ishm of Ilurroo Jihuglei', to 
wliose family J belong, 'riu' village was granted by 
lh(! i\‘i»lr,Vi>’s < JovernuK'nt. 

“ I enjoyed tin: v jUjig<' tilt 'whi'n ii was 

nthx'bcd by Mis llighnoss Mulharrao. The pi‘<*toxt 
lor cMMuinnig (be .-lecourns waa put f<»iw.ard as tltl> 
leas'Mi for alincliing ibe village. My aceoimtH lu«V(s 
newi lK‘.en examined jtreviously. jjor do 1 know 
why jbey wanl to examine (he :ii‘.uoi]ut.s now, J 
believe tin* atl4iclinient».ty have bt'i.'n imposed 
iu«‘r<*ly to*get liold of iriy property. 1 have never 
been aske.d bj pr«Hhic<' jny litle-ileods, nor is there 
any dispul^) ubou( uiy title. It is not cttslotnary f<ir 
tlie Inumdars to*})iiy Inani eommission or other.foe 
to the Durbar. 

“ Mine is not an is<ilattt«l Tho same thing, 

viz., aLtatdiuiuni oi‘ Lnaui village, hc.ij been <lono to 
tho following bunkers within luy persoua) know- 
hxlge ;— 

'Mlurreo Jlhugtuc, Jlutinnjue KhanduBS, Suuuil 
Becliur, Nurset! Ibamianund Koo.shulchuud Aui- 
baiilas.s, Lallhhai Hurjeevun LuUoo Mungui. 

** 1 pray that my Inam village may be restored to 


war. 


Cawi of Jlapoohlmi IlurrivaUul*, ropre- l^etitioncv cumpiaius tlmt lus Imun village, Gamdi, 
sentativc of tho tirm of Uutt^niec utluehcd by t.ho present Malmriijali. Tho 

_ __ _ " ....... ............I I_ f r; . .. __ 


Khaudaas, of Baroda. 


villugo was granted by 1/is Ifighnoss Siyajecrao 
Maharajnii in as hereditary Inarn by aun- 

nud. lie also oompioin.s that his polkce and other 
personal allowances lor which hie liolds Saaads 
iittvc also been stux)pGd by the present Gt>vei‘ujncut 
without any cause. 


Bb i 


/ '..j 


GimplaintH of Subjects. 


yi 


as<' of Muilhowiao bin Godlwjoc, I’alol 
of IbiroUu. 


, , ' »<'• .')• Cl,» 




itemarkt. 




TLc follon'iug statemoDt li&n been mode by the peti 
tioner: 


<( 


My father got an Inam village (Mtdetha) from 
Ilia llighneas lihundeiao in ^ ^ 

Bunnud for it. The grant is boredltary. My father 
died two years subbcquently) i.e. in Suuivut 1920. 

I ( tmtinned to enjoy the vilhigo till when 

it was rcHumed by His llighiiCHs MulhaiToo and 
given to Govindrow Mama. 

A jxdkee allowance of Hs. 600 annually was also 
gru]it<*d lo iny fulher by Ills J lighneHs Khunderno 

^ enjoyed this allowance till Suravut 
htSS, when it w«ia stuj>pcd by His lliglmesH Mul- 
liarrao. This grunt was also an hei-editary one. 


Case of Niirseehhfii UniKihadidiiii, Ne- 
riail, on behalf of (he wi(h)ws ;nu! 
daughter i>f the lute Kussundast- 
Withuhhiss, <(f ItiiKrole in I'ellad. 

This ease illuMrates lln* )n«»de in 

'wlue)i tlie ordiinny pi’ovi.siensdf IIiiiil<«» 
law are diHi’ogard(jd by llo’ })ri"'<'nl ad-, 
niini8tr.vli(»n and iuheritain'e.s snld lo 
llm biglu'sl bidder. 

The potiilom'rsare bigbly rcs]H'\*talde 
j>in'Hons, and tlic pn'si’nt !u‘ii> ot tin' 
deceant'd Knssnndass, vi/., iii.s \vi(h»w-^, 
an; left iitlerly destilnfe, even their 
stridhnn havitig been sei/a'd with llu- 
inlicntancc. 



Case of Lowjeo Oomed, Gocunjistu’ of 
Clioonilall Dnlclmrani, b{irik(;r of 
Ahinedabiid, Ihiroda, and e1b<nvlipiv>. 

« 

Tliis <'>wo alt'ords sinotb“r instance. »if 
a banker having been mined tb.f««gh 
the private emnity (v)' tlw; chief <.tiv 
inmal HUthontieo. It wilt be oboviMHl 
that the. |>otitioner alleges that a ful.>*e 
fihiteinent wus cxtorUsl from him urulei- 
pnwKure, and that it wus followed by 
jmpriHOomont oiul lu'^i^vy lino, no olfenco 
whutovor having X»t:eu chiifgod agtuust 


'Die ])ctitionev’K ease is st{ite<l by himself as follows : 
—DneKussundns.s Vittnhhisa died in 1669 iK)HSCH9od 
(»i \'i*ry cmjsiderable ]»roporty, ntnonniing toupwnrds 
of jive lakhs of rupees. Kus.suiidass left thn'O 
widows, who are. his sole heirs. Of these tkreo 
widens one only, Kussinalas.s, liud jhsiu>, a ilnughter 
n.nned Suraj. 'I'lns dnughler is tiilvged to be the 
reversionary lu'ir to llu; t:stute of tfie dcce.asod 
Ivussmuhns, and tht* pi'lilitmer, who is her hiw- 
batid, elaiins tni liehair of herself and an infant son, 
Ap.ije<>, JviiHbundass had an elder brotlior mimed 
lJugaldiai. who died dH years ago, leaving two 
widiov.s and a diingJiba. On the. death of llug- 
hubhai ^\illu>ul male issue, Kussumlass became sole 
lu'ir, Ihe projK'i'ty in question )»eing alleged to he 
an lU'dinnry nn<iivide«l proj>erty, and the descendants 
of Uiigliiibliaj's daugliter, l.h‘ta, {H)ssossed ik> claim 
to any .shan' in l.iie inlieriliima;. On the detilh of 
K'u.'^'^nndaf.s in 1S69, one Jwiuiloo, grmnlson of iletal, 
peiilioiied the Durbar that tlie projKMty in queslioa 
was heirlobs property, allliough at the time Kus- 
siindnss liad thret* widows aiul u daughter living, 
the duughler in ipiestion Iteiug the wife of the 
present jietitioner. 

'riie petitioner nlJeges that his son Apajoc, the 
giajnUon of Kussundass, was fi>riUMlly roeognisctl 
l.y tin; pr(;M‘ul (iowrnment ns heir to the ftsttite, 
and that the usual dress of honour was sent lo him 
on the completion of Kussuinluss’ funeral .^^0- 
nmnies. He- stUo states that he was fondbly COin- 
]M:lled to pay a Naztimiia ol' Us. id,(K)0 in order to 
proetne liie foriiial i-<‘cugnilion of Government. 
'I'liis Nazaruint was Mibsequeiilly relumied to peti* 
lion<‘i, and u Nuzaviuia of 10,000 was ticcepted by 
I Ik; j)n->enl GoviTiiment from his op{>onent, Lulloo 
'ri»olslu*(*, who was phu’od in possession of lh<' ]»ro-i 
periy, ujul was recognisetl by the Government ns 
heir to the. e.state of the decea.sod Kuattumhiss. 
'this di'eisioii of G»»vcriiiuonl- is alleged to b<! in 
diroel <'.untni\(:iit!ou ol Lht; ordinary Jaw prevailing 
ill lin; (iaekw'ai‘'ri dominions, and to the result of 
eoiTiqit iiilluence on the part of the highest ulUciahi 
in I hr Sinift. 

Fell tioner prays that his vaiimhlc estate may bo 
ro^^ored lo him, ami tliat he iimy he declared tho 
JawJh! heir to the itslaU; of,the ducciiscd Kiih- 

SniidtlKK. 

’I'ho following stuTcmont has been inmlo by liie jKiti- 
tiom'r :— 

1 am Gooniasta of tbo firm of ChoonUall Dul- 
ohoram, bunker. Choonilutl 1ms firms in Itaroda, 
Ah!iu.Hiabnd, Visnngar, l^ahlunpur, Patun, llombay, 
and Dhoihan. Ciiooniiull is on bad icims with 
Bulwuatrno YoHlnvnut, the present Kir Feuatdar of 
t'olieo. 1 am in charge of Choonilairs firm in 
Bmodiw An attachment wits placed on my firm by 
Bulwuiitrao Yeshwunt in Januai'y 1871, and ail 
Our papers, &c. were removed lo Jlidwautrao 
Yeshwuut's private house. YVhen flis Highness 
Khuxtder&o died iu Nuivember IbTO, Bcdirantffto 





No. 


Coini)laiDts of Baroda Suli^ootH. 


BcmarkB. 



him^ and nu proceeding having been 
recorded. 


Cbno of Cliuiiilall Pitainbnrldmi, banker df 
Barodiv. 

Comimro witli the cvifte of llurco 
Uhugtee, No. 37 of this Sclioilulo. 


Yeshwunt wtw a prisoner in his own iiouso hj 
Kbunderoo’s ordow. Nai'ayonrao IBabojcc was thou 
Fou7,dar, and Biilwuntruo Yeshwunt had no criminal 
jurisdiction as Konzilnr. I do not know by what 
authority ho attached ray finn. This attachment 
was placed on my firm on account of u certain sum 
of lls. 5,()0() which I was said to have received on 
Ytohalf of one Prema Itcha. I had not received this 
sum, nor was ihoie any entry in tny tu;counts of 
this sura having hcen received. Bulwtmtroo 
Yeshwunt told me to confess that the amount in 
({ucstioa hatl Inson rccoivcti by nio from Bbow 
Sciudiiw f refused to do so. 1 was then ui^ed to 
confess that the amount in qi^tion had beou 
offered to me Jy Bhow Scindia. 1 refnswl to 
confess, ns it was false. I wus then forced by 
Buiwuntmo Yeshwiint to sign n sbitcmcut to the 
above effect umbn* thn'uts of being gout to jail. 
Under this compulsion J signed. Another state* 
Tnent was also exacted from me ninlcr similav com- 
])iilsion. This took place about one or two nionths 
afUn* Kluniderao’s d<-ntU. The attnelimcni was 
raaiiiljiined over my shop, and T wsw kept under 
s\ifveillane.o lV»r alKiut nine months, not Ixung 
alh)W(*d to l<‘ave my liouse. Fi\c niniiths aftor I 
hat! been placi-d in conthiemeni ] was ordered by 
Buhvuntrno Yealiwunt.who had been imideFouzdar 
in the interim, to pny a (tno (»f Ks. ir>,(K)t). This 
lino was not paid. An otbiiclmn'iit wtts therefore 
placed on the firm in Visnagar In order t4» realise 
tills amount. The debtors of my llrm were sum¬ 
moned by tlie Foiiy.dur mxl were forbidden by him* 
to pay tlieir ilishts to niy linn, (’hit ties wi'j’t* takiui 
from my delitors tliat tliey would not jiay their 
dtdits to me without tlie Sirkar s ordiTS. In this 
manner I had been deprived of money due to me to 
the amount of Bs. J7,(KK>. 'I’his nmonnt is still 
outstanding. From the trentmont to which I have 
been subjected tlio business of my finn Ims been 
'ctopjied in Barodsi. ami I have STillercd great loss 
thereby. ^ 

“ T)ie altnelimi'iit )>lneod over iny linn in Yisnagar 
was removed in July 1871, shortly after I had cmiKod 
:i petilion to lie niudi^ to tlic Bi'ilisii (irovernineni. 
)Subsc(juent1y. in ihe mouth of September, the 
nttuchnu'nt was from my linn in Ihiroda, 

but si'curily was taken from nio to rejan'l. myself to 
tint Fouzdnr before leaving Bnroda. 1 protlimal as 
my security one Malutsookh 'i'ribbovun, of llavixln, 
who stood security hir mo in the sum of IvS. 15,0«), 
the aiuouni. of niy original fine. The ficcurity bond 
signed by Mahasookh Tribliovun is still in for<‘e, 
and I am unable to !ea\n Harodn without tlie 
Foiiatlar’s [lermission. J>^vo committed no fault. 
1 do not*iuleud to jiay the fine illegally inflicted on 
me by Bulwuntrao Yi-shwimt. 

“ J pray that J may rei'eivc i*onjpen(“ation for the 
injuries inflicted on uie through the privati* eiiniity 
of Bulwuntrao YoMhwimt ; &nd, flint the order for f ho 
illegal fine of lls. l.5,(K)() may bn cancelled, together 
with the illegal bond exacted from Mahasookh 
Tribliovun ; Urd, that the ilh’gol it'stniint practisi'd 
<m mo and on my Jirm in Baroda may bo removed, 
ami that 1 may pursue ray business in peace.” 

This ease was brought to the notices of the Durlwr 
in ynd No. 2ofi7, dated 28tli October 1873. No 
reply has been rceoiviHi to this ynd, 

Tim following is the Ktatement of the petitioner’s case 
as luiule by himself:— 

** My fath<jr was Moonini of Jluri’i'C Buglce’s firm ; 
HO wtw iny gnmdffltlicr. My father <liod three years 
ago. For one, year 1 was Moouirn of lluiee Bugtee. 

,* Sumvai iiw lliglmesB Mulliarrao hor- 

rowed from my father Us. 1,281-4-0 through his 
flumda, Luxmonrao. Ilis Utglnmss sent a chit 



No. j CompiftintH of Boroda Sabjects. 



CttNo of ]>oe)iHh:iw DiLt’llHlll^ Pm’8Ct‘, of 
Surni, oti bclialf of the boil's of the lab* 
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for fill's loan, which wan in our pofisessioo. A gold 
watch wits pledged by His Hip^bnoss for the loiin. 

On His llij;hneK8* succession to the throne, His 
IIt<;hiic8s sent Jnsood to my house, and sent for the 
wHte.h iind the noU* uIjovo referred U\ 1 took them 
to him. They were livkon from me, and His High¬ 
ness said tlmt. one Kaojee Athwidyn would sciilu my 
iiccount. 

“ T went to Raojee,*but be mid ibiit I would 
not get hack my money. 1 then Kpoke to liis Hiij'h- 
nt^KS, who told mo n(4 to go U> him, but to Raojee. 
Rnojoc refnsotl jmyineijt, uiul ordtn's were given by 
His Higlmcss not to allow iiu' to go to him. 

In consec|uence of this our hereditary alitm- 
ouees and Inam villages have l/ce.n resumed^ vw.— 
“ Torch idlownncc, Rs. 72 per annum, granted 
in Aiinndri'iU) Gnekwar's time. 

i’alanqnin nJIowmieo, Ks. 700 per annum, 
I'e-graiibid in Syajoeruo's time, Sumviil 1890 
(A.n; lH3a-34;. 

Iniiiu village muiutd Kuzulpur, valued about 
Us. 2,000, grunted in Ills lligbncss Klnuidcnui^N 
time. 

“ I liold Saniuls for iJl tbeso. I pray that my 
allowHiiccuuid Iiuun village may be restoretl tome, 
and the iinioniif dnu to me by His Highness Mul- 
harrno may Ik? nrdercHl to be jKijd to me.*’ 

The ]»otilioiior’s case appears from tlie following state- 
numt;— 



“An ancestor of mini.-, named Ihummjeo Mun- 
(dierjee, purchaseil ceilain “ vujifas,” or limm 
holdings in tia; Kamri'j, Bulesur, .Tiiliuli, and 
Vussnuii Mahitls of lh<‘ Kaosari Turgnnnub, in the 
year "I'hese vujifas are not Wiittun or 

service lands, but eoinmon iilienatc^d pniperty. I'he. 
purchase was I'niitirmed by Sumid of Anundrao 
(iaekwar, dated Shravun Sboral 14tb, Sumvnt 1800. 

I produce the original Sanad of coiifii'mation. The 
pn'sent nnnnnl income from these vujifas is ahout 
Its. 0,0(K), rcjiri'scnting at 20 years’ purchase a 
value of Rs. ].20,(KK). !>oniunjeo died in IBIW, 
leaving no lineal d<*sc,end{iTits, after having inoil- 
gaged the whole property t(* (Jojiah’Uo ilyral for 
Rs. 12,t)77. Honiunjre’s briilher, Sorahji-e, huc- 
i-eedeil him, in virtue «»f a deed {uisseilby Homunjee's 
widow, Koovcrlwii. the original of which I jiroduce. 
Sovabjcc was cnlitK'd to sta-ceed to the pitipcrty as 
lieir-in-law on Kooviu’bai’s dec^easi'. Sorabjee was 
Vonnally reeognist'd by the Ibiroda (lovcrnment and 
receiA'<'«l a Voshak. .Sor.ibjce nuniagcd the profM-iiy 
lor about 1.') years, and snbsc(|aont}y uimsferrerl* 
the wliok' of his inp'iest hi the mid proptTty to his 
own sister, Maneckhai. The original dc(‘d of 
tiimsfer I product', dated Novemher 1850. 

“ nude.*]- tlie terms of the original mortgagi' bond 
made between llomunjco ami Gopalriu) Myral, the 
mniuigcment was to venuiin with the mortgagor, and 
the mortgagee was to nwcivei armnully a lixed sum. 
When the attiudmient was ijnpo.sod in a 

balance of about Rs. 8,Q()() was due to Go])alrau 
Myiid mnlei- the. ijaid bond, t^rom the year 1850 
to IK.'iS ManccklNii managed tlm jirojicrty in virtue 
of the deed of 'transfer made to her by Somlijce. 
On the death of'AbuieckiNU, 1858, the miuiagtiniont 
pASB<Hl into the hands of ManecklNii’s children, who 
retained it for two ymrs, viz., to 1860, when au 
attachment was imposed by tlui Durlmr on Rie i)re- 
toxt that Domunjeo died leaving no blood de¬ 
scendants. Although ilomunjec left no descendaiitB, 

left one brotlier and one sister, Ijoth of whom 
ati; entitled to inherit. 

“ From the time that the pro])crty was attached 
in 1860, the mauiigcinent hajj romnined in tlio batide 
of Goverutncnt. Uto income of tliis land was 
tilnced in deposit with Hurree Bbugtee from the 
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(Question of prison r(trorin in the linvoiln 
StaUs jnchiiliii^ iho n<ivet'al prisons in 
the eily of I>nrii<]tf ntul in the «iiHtnets. 


Petition fiuHii nhont UK) ivsppt*f4ililc i*yol« 
of the NuosnrI jlistrict, 'hitcil 7tli No- 
vomher IHTJi, coinpluluin'j ofohstniel.imi 
on the purl f)f i.]i(5 (laekwar iiovorn- 
mont to tlicnr aj)i>oariu<' before the 
(V)ininisrtioii now sitting at Hnroda to 
Htato their ^rieviuices. 

Si!iiiaturi‘8*of Petiti onerti. 


]. Khmhiiiil)liul Muxlin* 
b^ai. 

i. M.mnnx)jcH‘ Joinva. 

H. (hiNitii Asnujct’. 

4. HIiHJftvi'r Motk'hUTul. 

0. KiiUHjilriMN 

n. l)iiy;imui Bhuevimdaui. 

7. Bhutta ShomriulniiH. 

8. Vumndavun JlurrJbhai. 
St. Shflommjtii.*. 

10 . Knauo^iM Afa}oo, nf 

Kttttfiro, 

11. (lokalium Ouuiur, of 

Kntton!. 

Hi. Mul«l( liasuii Atnod, of 
Kutluru. 

18. MmiJvu Ptwrblio.v, of 

Kiilluro. 

14. Mooiif'inMuuidooXuols-j 
'frf Xnlitcm). 

I.*!. Huticovliulinturiuwtotjii. 
10 . <:4u»i«(ilii«n BdvttUoe, 

17. Koojw Rukicar. 


Ik. lMt)a8i'«Tatii. 

10. Khniikur I.nllou. 
iiO. Kliunibhno UoudiirjiKt. 

21 . MiU'kuii Atikla. 

22. AmiDUiJrifiN. 

28. KIiiKwlm) 

24. Dadown-JlysM.oniutun' 
ineri. 

SR. Owltil KuiitUiid. 

2H. ParujiH) lHina1joi>. 

27. Shrimitt AiihkUJco, of 

UhuHrt. 

28. Mcra Nurunji'c. 

20. Oo^ndLrtllH. 

80. Harililiid UiiKhnatli. 

.11. Ooviiid UooUur. 

•')2. Momr Knllati. 

88. Ambaidiwu) Gordhuii. 

81 . Koamiw Nontyen. 
8&it^koora ^ikw. 


87. ]>o«4tibli vttwmn. 

88. Koobor Baintoo, 
39. XiOlln Qopal. 


j year 1860 to 1869 incluaivt;. Tn 1869 tho whoio of 
tlif! laud under attacUinent was eonAncatt^d On the 
same pivtext as that for which tbu land was ori¬ 
ginally attached. From ld 60 to 1869 the ctieo re¬ 
main^ umlecided. 'J'he order fur coniisoatiuu woe 
[lasaod when Bulwuulmo Yoshwunt wue Sooha of 
Nowwari. 1 pray that the property may be at ouw^ 
rtdeased from the attachment, and tlie procecdK 
placed in deposit with Hmreelihugteo bo paid over 
to U 8 at once, together with any siiliHoqueat 
roaliflationH.’* 

llel'erring to the allegcHl pructiea ot Hogging woniou 
in the Baroda ja^, as stated in the^idcDoit rccordoil 
under No. 45 of thin Schedule, the Hoeidont has tho 
lioiiour to lu'ing the subjw.t under the notice of the 
(.'ouimission septu'ately, with a view to the Durbar 
beltig vcqueHb'rl to stoto whether tJi^ practice oxielH 
or not, and. whul meiwiires th(>-y firoposf^ to adopt 
icgarding it 'Hie Itosid<mt ypokti lo the Durbar 
itigarding the i>ractice some time ago, itnd tiic »Sir 
Fouiidar, Biilwuutnu) Y^esbwuiJb proniiecd tied if 
it Existed it should bi' HtopiK*d. Tim practice <yin 
be juov<;d by tho reliMbh' tCKtiinony of men wlio 
have been thrown lnU» prison for no other erimo 
than that (hoy were favourite followera and di'pend- 
ants of IliH llighness the late Maharajah Kliuintenui 
—men who have lo.st all their jirojKirty tlierehy, 
but not their charaebTS as faithful stirvonts of the 
BariKla State, dating in some oases from tho time of 
His Highness Syajeenw). Other evidence, however, • 
can be priMliieed if reeptisite. ^ 

TIuU the pnM:ti(y> of Dogging females exists in the 
districts JipjM'iii^Hl ill tlie Visaagai* and Ihitun Uirtun* 
casoH. In the latter, as orlguudly brought to the 
notice of (lie Durbar by tho Uesideiit, two women 
were staled to have Isum (logged by tho authorities 
in pnl»li<‘ Kutcheiry niider disgu-sting eiriiiimstauces 
for tlu^ morei purpo.se of oxtoriing eoufe.ssiuu from 
them. I'liose women, although sent foFtlu'ough tlie 
medium of tho Durliat', wore not brought to Baroda, 
and eonsoqmmlly*Ud not api»ear bid’ore tho Com¬ 
mission. 

'J’he Uesident’s. solo object in bringing forwiird 
this subiect is thii thorough reform of Baroda jails, 
which fi'onv tin; evidence jdrejidy lecorileJ is, it ijj 
submitted, a matter of aiisolulc iiceossity ii> the 
inton'sts of humanity. 

'I'lie ([uestions of jail register books, subsisloniKe 
money, &C., and occsisiimal jail viHitiug liy the Ito* 
sidcuL and tho liosidency Surgeon, should, it is puh- 
mitf.tHi, be again resorted Ui as hcmerly practised. 

Conipinin tflat they an? in misorahU* <iireumH(.anees 
owing tt> tho oppression of the tlm-kwar Govorn- 
moutaml their Kamdars, the Suoha of Nowsnri, and 
liarlduinies (lol)ind Neeclia arnl Daini (hivind, 
through .terror of whom they cannot conn) forward, 
'riiat thcsi* .Kaiudars have been in the disti’iet since 
Snmvut 1919 . That on one ta'casitai sonic of the 
ryots went to BarcKla ainl comphiiinxl to the Durbar, 
but that, owing lo the inHueneo ol those men over 
HnribaOiwjkwar and others in power, they obtained 
no i' 0 (koK 8 . 

I'hc'y >tate that tliey wish to appear before tho 
Commis.siou, but tliat owing to the following cuushvs 
they are unable to coinc, and pray that the way may 
Im openeil for them. They state f.lmt the appoiiit- 
monl.s of Vahivatdarfl, Foussdars, and lirst Karkoon.s 
of tho Naosuri district ai‘o filled up by tlio relations 
amt frii'iids of Durbar olficinls, wlio now prevent 
them from coming to liarudu to tqipear before the 
Commission. 

Th(« following iHirsons are cited ae> cxcrcibing the 
coercive iufiuenco expressed ;— 

1st.—Ijyl^ndovi, tho Deputy Sir Suolia, Nara- 
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4(1. Hurk» KnrMUti. of 
Khoiitimri. 

H. I’lit**! mjco Nutha, of 
Tiirmdi. 

18. KiMbH AusmalJiiOtt of 
Hathoruit. 

4.1. Nahoiuiiiatba Obotlfl^ 
UhitI Ylstbvoiiuili, of 1 
iJiVTUKum. 

41. Puorbhy KaUxt, of ILa* 
thWH. i 

40. l)nJoointu1jir,<>rKinit.wa.! 
40. Joiia UaiituiiK.df L'ilHulu.| 
47. Autncciuol iiO<m*(iru. I 
4H. AiiHiiiiinirt* Kami, of 
Mofrram. | 

<Ui. Mniuioo. of I 

ShiiOHl. 

00. Bhiimlilmi.orHliflyo. 

Rl. ({filial Koiii*. 

A£. 

no. Blii'kli:* 

r>l. Aunihunmi NurKOf. 
yt. JIurkii Kofibrjcr. 

.no. Odkii ■K'vitii. 

.n?. ('{liiiiiiii, 

i'jS. Miiiisim 

60. (ifitiicJ (biviiid, ol 

DKitiidodc. 

00. Dll.VilljlH- LiillcHi, of 

NuikIiin. 

01. I’lii'.'l Mi‘i'.ji-oK, of KImvn. 
(i£, l.iikiiMinjis' VIolii, of 
Slircim'iilrH. 

Cl. Jiv'MIU NiiUioo, of 

((ijrnin. 

01. (luiiput Xiilliu'i, iif 

Aniniiilm. 

Cl. Aurjdriitiil,«)(A'uriXM'lia. 
00. Kifcsiwlin l)mii.i»H'. 

07. HiM'ns liMjiU'. 

IN. Mauixlii'i-. ol Vohitiiiu. 

OW. Ntirriioicu Imlii.. 

70. I'liti'l iN’iiniii. 

71. lO-clioi'(iiivimt. 

7S. I'ulci Khoiixlini. 

70. lic(>\vnj<-o JllmKliv. 


74. Ajibhonun Auaun* 

tuooM anil Jaiihur* 
Khowii, He., of Wuum 
Sitrok. 

75. Maliana Nionii niol 

I'utNbotiiiii (lorind. 
70. TmIicUhi AiiKbuimi'e. 

77. Vatol Jinrka Ookh. 

78. Uinl-lial’nnMilunu 
70. Ko<)l)iiri<«' Moral’. 

So. Vatnl flurka Huem. 

Kl. Down 1‘iirniii. 

815. liUllfMi (fopol, (Jokur- 
niiullin 

Ac,, of (tuuiiipiwlcii 
J'iiruiiiiniL,'riK>iiv(ii. 
SS. Liilhi Ui’cnj. Ac... of 
lialoilrii. 

H4. i'aU'l KIOKialiiiDal, of 
f riijieiiimr IhirKiintui, 
lOilicMUr. 

S.n. Vitalii riii’bhoodiiss. 
K(5. Uii«ha Hui-roc. 

S7. Jllmifviiii. 
vs. Nnruu MiiiUiom. 

NO. Jiiyrmii Itaaii. 
tio. (iliiiui Lnwa. 

01. OoKa UtiKiK 
0£. BIum.*.’! I\<v<kii. 

Oil. Mowii Livkhii. 

04. lUirkliK UhUlTK!!. 

05. Uniii'lion- ■lii’viiii. 

00. Iviindioni llhion 

07. Niiitit llui'kfi. 
os. Kliixihiiiil lits-ni. 

00. llliiiwiiii (•(>^>.'ll. 
liMi. Iloolnur Uiniclidi’i'. 
im. Ii<*i'kh:i lliKijii. 

lO’i. Ik’i-ura Klioosliiil. 

ICS. Ji-i'Viin KliiikhiKi. 

]0i. I’lirlHifj Kniicliurv. 

103. ViihNouina. 

100. Moral- Narjec. 

107 . VuhIii Klioiwiiiil. 

108. Nui'miI Autiiliiiiilati-i. 
loo. Miill'i IviiM.itliji’f. 

111). UiiiiclKin’Nuran. 


Mr. letter— 

'ro till) timt oortain jx'rsonv 

liav't* lici*n pcrscoiiU'd by tlu* dislrict 
ofricinlN in Naosari, lu'causo f/tt// t/are 
fvidtuK'c beftm* ilio (’tnni»nj««i()ii ol’ In- 
tjuiry now Kilting at linroda. 

1 . Natha Dwnrka. 

2 . I)yu I’urlilioo. 

;b Ik'fliccr J'iag.ioo. 

4. liimohoro Ku^hnatb. 

Ct, Mawa lluribbai. 

Cu Lukko Kullian. 

7. Jlufrga l^nlla. 

8 . LtiUko Kngboiiatb. 
y. Govind Kullion. 

10 . Biiggo Koobay. 

11. Kullian Jngdaah. 

12. Moteo tTgm. 

].'k MawuLalla. 

14. Wunmnloo Jiijga. 

15, Fukoor 


yenbba XAlloubhai'e i'ftther-ia-law, iu the 
Wywutdar. 

2nd.—>lii I'ailai'i, iho Bon of lIic preaont Boolm, 
Nurayoiu'uo Uughonatli, a boy of eight ytavra 
old, in the ValiivnUliir. Lullo Lalla inauageH 
for him and commits opproKBion. 

3rd. — In lialesur Piirgnnna, tlio Minister’s 
younger brother u Vahivaklar. The inmuigcr 
is Mukunjee, the son of Govind Neoclm. 
("ommits iu*ts of oppression. 

4th.—In Timba Tuvguium, Manajt'e is 

Vahivatdar on buhulf of (loviiid Neeclui, who 
fnrras it. Mana Govind manages tlie busineKs. 
It.is nut ciislomury to administer a fanned dis¬ 
trict by Ivhalsa Vahivat. 

dtli.—Ill tke Kuinrij Purgunnii, Andurjw Lukkix) 
jxirebasod the Vuhivat about four or live mpiitliH 
ago. 

()th.—In (ihnlltt PurgiiiinH,tb(^ people fwir toeonir* 
forward, iiocauso tiio Vahivatdar i.s brother to 
I>aiia Govindjue, and iieenust* the first Karkoon, 
Worn Davodjeo »lcwa, bribes certain high 
olHcialH at Buvoda. 

7th,—In Vnsrani, the Vahivatdar is good, but the 
Hrsl Karkoon, Fouziiiu*, Ac., are ijie creatures 
ol the revenue Sir Sooba at llaroda. 

Htli.—Jn Maliowa Piirguimn, a relation of Goviii- 
(Iroo Mama, a iiieniher of the Durbar, lia.s 
become Valiivatdai’. He has never doru* 
Vahivatdur’s work. 

9th.—'Phe Antapiii’llisumpur Mahuls wore fanned 
by Duba Govind ; that lias been ehanged, and 
(.lov'iiidrao Alania's father-iu-lawlias been sent. 

JOtb.—III Kusba, Wunow Daha (lovindjee’s 
hrotlior ia Vahivatdar. He is perfectly blind. 
Tlie work is carried on by I'alatoe Dohnr 
and Diihasrnun. They commit oppressions. 

[*ofilioiicrs reiMsat thal it is owing to the adverse 
inducncG of the above Kaindars, who are the rela¬ 
tions and creatures of Durlinr officials, tliat th<‘y 
arc prevented from appearing before the Com¬ 
mission. 

The Resident forwarded n copy of the petition in 
(juostion io tiie Durbar on the •sth J,loccinb(‘r, 
r<*quc.sting that, agreeably to His Hxeclioocy the 
Viceroy and Governor Genoiiil’s khurciota of 15th 
Oetuber last, His Highness would be so kind as to 
produce the petitioners before the CommiBsioii, for 
tlu' purpose of makiug known speciAcidly the acts 
of oppitission which they eoinplaiu of. No reply 
has been received from the Durliar to this yad ; 
and HO far from its having had the desired effect, 
the very contrary would appear to be the ease from 
the following additiunul evidence i-ecelved by this 
day’s post:— 

From Mr. Hope, the (/ollector of Surat, No. 1269, 
ef December I7th, 1873, to the Resident at 
Baroda:—“Sir,—I have the honour to forward 
** an original petition from certain ryots of tho 
“ Gackwar tei’ritory, stating that they liuvo (tome 
“ U) the British villuga of yaraciia, in this Col- 
“ loctonite, in (‘onscquence ()f the persecution to 
“ which they were subjected, in consequence of 
“ having given evidence l>eforo the Coinaiissiou.” 

The substance of tlie petition is as follows ; it is 
signed by 22 men :— 

** Wo made a petition to the Resident about our 
assessment and //«? oj?/?regjfwn committed on us, 
and luiving been allowed to go homo by the 
Resident, we returned. Tho Talookdar of the 
villagcy Patel Narayanjee DoolulCf &c., and 
Talatoe Mathooradass Nnrrayeudass, sent for us, 
and told us that now we had made a petiHon to 
tim Hesidenty we ih^ld futve to go to the JiriHsh 
distrietB, So .saying, they commeuced to commit 
oppressiou ou us. Mohsuls were issued, although 
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no orrears woro duo fioin ub ; our cftttlc were 
pounded; a<!ceBs to ^viiter forbidden; and Dltaira 
wore mnde to bH at our houHes, and wo woro made 
to BufTer much imjonveniem^. Wo left our houses 
Koerotl^r by night, and hare oomo to tho lUdtiHh 
viUjige of Vanichn. Onr craps are being ndnetU 
and there vf no one to look filter them. In thin 
way o]»prcHHioii is unjuatly conimitUHl on us, and 
wo pray tlmt you will bt? bo kind as to write to tho 
Uonident nt Baroda to make nrrnngcmontK for onr 
Koltling lit our villages. Obstruction is enusod to 
us, bocauHo we comphiiiuHl to the liewidont, and, 
therefore, the Kesident will kindly make tlio luioes- 
snry urrangeinontH.—Dated I4th I^cmliei 1K73.” 

It BoeniB to b(^ ehuir from the iudo|)eiulent cviderici* 
nd'urdiHl by these pc'titions that the Durlwir olficiulB 
arc both olistructing jiersons from appeasng licfun' 
the Bai'CMla C’oinnimsion, and porsoeuting those 
whose BCiiHe of wrong impels them to run the risk 
of coming. 

Tfjose ryots of the village of Abmiiui, in Naosari, 
prc'siMited a petition at th(> Itesidency, dated 2Kiii 
NovcmlK.T 1873, complaining of overtaxation, as¬ 
sessment of waste laiui, forced hdtour, &c. 

It is, moreover, a signilicant fact tiutt there an* 
at tills moment KX) petitions on record in the 
Itesldency, containing coinplaiiits about civil mat tern, 
(firasM links, and the oppression, Altc., corninitted by 
till' oifieialfl of the Noosari district. 

in iKhlilion to the above, the following petition 
in coniK'xioti with the olistruction and pcrsei^ation 
now reported liy Mr. TIojk* from llio per&on, as per 
margin, was delivered at the Ucsidency on iHie 2ntl 
instant (December 1873), viz.;—“The Gtwkwar 
“ (ioverninent conmiits opprossion oir tho ryots of 
“ the Tailori 'i'lipjia. Tho appointment of the 
“ Vahivntdar is held by Narayunmo llaghonath’s 
“ son, a iHiy of eiglit years old, and the work is 
“ carried on in bis nauie by Ddioo Lain, who coni- 
“ initted gr(»it oppr(*ssion on us. At present, tin* 
“ people wero preparing to come to Ihuuda to 
“ complain, and oevenil of them have been im- 
“ prisomHl in consetjuenco, viz., Lulloo Nuthoo, 
“ of Sandiilpur, l^dln Doolubblnioe, Naraiijee 
“ Bhiiiilass, and several othi?rs, wboso names we 
“ do not know ; but we have got a paper sigiu‘«l 
“ by numbers of men. We made our escujic, and 
*■ Imve come here to complain. Some of tho run- 
“ uways woro seized, and 10 or lo of us liayp 
“ secretly left at night, and have coin© here, 
“ lH‘causo if we do not represent our grievances 
“ we shall continue in the same miserable^ coii- 
“ ilition. We have come with only our clothes on, 
“ and pray you will bc*?io«kind as to record our 
“ depositions regarding our griovaiicos. Now tliat 
** wo have come la^re, we hope you will bo so kind 
“ as to ati'aogi* .to prevent the oppressiott on our 
“ Jandlirs and other penjde Afhich is now gmntj on. 
“ Wo cannot return without some arrangement.'’ 

Simibu obstruclioii np|M*arH' lo have orter«*d 
to the ryola of Mundida, in the Diibhoe I'urgunmi, 
as appears from a petition rcceivetl in the lie»id(*nt’s 
oHice. 

Another instauce has just occumii; it is reported 
in till* following from the ryots of Oomruck, 

(iangpur, Soyanee-, Barshoda, dutpurdu, and Va- 
nesha Pistnd, of tho Bulesur i'urguniui, Naosnri 
District, sigiw'd by 26 persons, who repreHi*Tit that 
organised attempts are being made by Durliar 
otficials to prevent tlmir coming to BariMln to lay 
their grievances before the Gommission. They state 
in substance as follows 

That at tlu^ jireseut time Dessui Mukutyi^ son 
of Goviud NiM'cha, Desai of Pulsana and KimrlmiH* 
of the Balcsur Purguuna, and the other Klmrbarifi's, 
Goasai Biiai, Kugha Vushuu, and othoi* Dcssais vi.*)it 
their villages by day uud ui^t to prevent them 


CompliUDts of iiaroda SaYijects. 




('oiHinuntioii oC tli(* instaiiros of op- 
pro'^sum now l»oin *4 oarrioji out hy iho 
(fjiukwar in 1l)o Naosavi Di*!- 

trint. 

Tlie (Mme of thcwo wojiion wwh snh- 
in cjiHi' N(». <il’ Ihis Strlu*flnl(*, 
but under tlieAirdevR of tin* C'omUhissioii, 
Wo. 20. <ljilrd 2b0i NovomiImt 
pmhibitin;' iinpiiry into tlie dofiills of 
tli<* i*cv(inuo. }Miniinistrnti<rn, it was not 
oone into. • 

Their ijupoiinnily in <'omplainin^ to 
nil tl)e liritisi) authorities nownt tionHia 
Jms led to this record of rheir case. 

A'o/r.— it apjK-nrs on infpjiry tlnil the 
Imsharuls of theac vvonicm origijuilly 
held land in their village' under a 10 
vears' lease, Som(j of them died ; 

•I ' 

others tlcs<>rtod the country? Tlic l)ur- 
har re-let the land to oilier people; Init 
still hold the widows and families of 
the original <l<*reasi5d or n.lisent hohh'ifl 
n’sponrtildfs for tmy lo.'<- they profess to 
snsiain hy re.-leOing the said land. 



Bemarki. 

from appearing before the British GoF(*rnniont to 
repivseot tiudr grievanoesi that the said oflieinls 
i'oi'ofbly take their Hignaturus to writings propari'd 
hy thi'tnMilvos; that they have made a (>etitioti 
uliout iliis t4) till' (roekwar Government, but (hat 
they do not think it probable that on that |M'tition 
their giievances will be redrofised; they therefore 
Kuhinit this petition to tlie Rosidunt. 

They stub* that from the lime that Govind 
Necuha bixsame Vahivatdar and Kharbaree' in tludr 
Purgunnas, and the eurvi^y was iutrorhicod, the 
said Ciovind Nexxiha has trealed them oppressively, 
•and tli(;y went obliged to consider him os tin* 
Gaekwm- liimBolf, and no one would UsUm to their 
eoinpiaints. 

Jiritish odiinals visit their districts, and rcdress 
gri(!vaiiGCK uii tiic spot ; tint |H!titioiierN pleml that 
no one (!oin<*8 to them for tliat purpose. 

'i'hey coin}dain tliat the assessnumt. is very high, 
that [nnoes havi- fallen, and theniore that th<‘‘ 
itssesHiiK'iit should i)e riHlueed, and tlu* re-marriagi* 
ta.v done away witli, Govind Nooelia and othei- 
Ih'Hsais should be prevented from going into the 
ilistrictH ami causing discontent and exacting forced 
labour. 

'J'hey furth(*r complain tluvt their credit with the 
sowknrs is at an imd, owing to their extri'me 
jmvi'rly. Their sons remain uniiiarrh'd, and (hat 
they ar«* starving; after Jjaying the Govirriiinenl 
assctssineni, they declare that they havi* not evr*n a 
suHicient ifuautity of grain left for fotsl, and con- 
seipiently lln^y are in n misemhie plight. 

It should also he noted that it is the )trinei|Kil 
idlie.ials of the "Naosari District who were* e.ori- 
e(*njed in violating oiir exti'mlitiori laws, hy wiping 
tin- rarsi-i! Bapo<>jee Onrseljee, in the limits of the 
Surat Zilia. 

'I'he proceedings of the Harodn Durbar in 
Waosiiri, in eonnexum with their proclamation, 
enjoining general ahstiiiemti' from uniina! food 
during the month of August, last, are w<n*thy of 
consideration, showing an intob'raiit S[>irit, a 
ilosire to interfere with i,lie civil lilierty of other 
castes than llimloos, such ns J'arsecs, MaeonuHlaus, 
&c., ami tinnily iiiiucseessary ihday In countermand¬ 
ing the obnoxious ordei's after a promise inul lieen 
given to tin? I{i*sld<‘nt to do so witboiit d<-lay. 

On llie 2 (Uh Di'ceinber, a iiuinbc'r of widows, I'fce.. 
of the vilbigi* of Wurriow, in the Now.snri District, 
uppear<‘d before liie C.'ouiiuission, hy ord(‘r of tin* 
Ki'siilenl. These piHir pcopb* liave be«ui waudiTitig 
about Ihiroda for more iban u iiiunUi past. The 
llesiilent interested the Minister on tludr iH'lialf not 
li>ng sinee, and it. was arranged that they should 
return home lo Inive thi?ir gi’ii’vauces iHuli'i-sst-d hy 
tie' Vahivatdnr, Data Govind. 'Flii'y have now ri*- 
tiiriuHl again (.e ('ompliiin that nuiliing iiiLS hecn 
(lone for them. 

At lie* rcfpjest of the l*r(‘sideut of ihel^ninnis- 
Sioii. lIk' Itvsidc.nt, maHimpinlied hy Mr, Jbipooldiai, 
the Diirimr Jigent present, went onlsid(> the com- 
mit(>'e rnoin to s])e,ak fo tho persona in (|Ut‘stion, 
when it Wiis arrungod tliat the Valiivutdar, Data 
(ioviiid, .diould 1)0 HummumnI to Uaroda to slate 
their ease. 

In the meantime, they hav e, tlnunsclves, inmle the 
following stJiterm*nt.s Ixd'ore the Kesidisnt;— 

1 st,—Mn'ahhn llluii Moya, a lioruh, residing in 
Wurriow village, of the N:u)S)«i'District, who h»is 
Is'cn acting as agent for thesis people, sbUes as 
folloM's on solenm alfirmation 

“ For tlie last fnui' years J have b(*eii petitioning 
the Durlmr on U lmlf of the women now present. 
All iny rejircseiitJitious have L(»en made to the Sir 
Sooha ; I have alwavs been referred by him to tin* 
SiMiha of Nsiosari, and by the latt(*v to (lie VubivjiUlar 
of Wurriow, who refused to take nny notice of my 
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rcproseiitatioDH; tliis trwitiiitsnt hiw bwu wlojited 
for th« last four or fivtt yoajH. 1 Imvo also poti- 
tionod tlio Rouident on inoro than ono oocaaion, but 
I have always boon reforrod'to tlic Durbar. 

When, tlKirofore, wo ht«nl of the arrival of U*o 
Commission, I came with f.he petition»*rs to lay 
tluiir grievances jKirsoually before the Cotiimission. 

^ 1 llrst mode a reproseiitation to th(! Rcaidoot 
about a month ago, who montioiicd t heir (»Me both 
to the Maharajah uii<i the Minister. The Miniat^T 
took us away, and told us to go to Ilurriba. 
1 lurriba gavo uie a written order to take to the Suoi)u 
,<if Naosaii; this or<ler J tleJivored to the Soolwv’s 
Kurkooii, named Biilwantrao ; Uic i^avkoon read it,, 
(mdorsed it, tuid abked me to take it to the. Valiivat- 
dar at Wurriow. 1 (b livered it in [Htrson to the 
WywuUlar at Wurriow. lie said that it c^outiiiiuHi no 
Older whatevor, aiul told me to lake the i>ctitioiierr; 
away. He said that be wouM wril<*, to the Soobu 
about it. J bad no eoiifldence in what be said, and 
tberefon; 1 came again to Haroda to repitwrii this 
ease. Wurriow is .50 coss from here, and the fwitl- 
tioners have travclk'd this long tlistanee twiei* to 
got a bearing. 1 ])ruy Ibal justioa may be done 
there.” 

Before me, 

(Signed) A. C, Bokvby, 

Assistunl Hosidont. 

Buroda, 2()tb Ih^combcr 1873. 


Further Ktaloment by d(ipom*ut; 

“ 1 am aeqiminted with Nance, one of the ]s>li- 
lioiiers now pn‘Hented. I was security for hijr 
busbaiMi, who died in iP24. Wlien lie diwl there 
was no outst4iriding balaiute due from liiiit. He 
held aboiil 28 bigas of land. Nance gave a raziimmu 
fur this land to Ftu|iiii’ Mehta as si.Hin as her husband 
died. Notwitlisbinding this i‘a.'/iiiaTim J was 
mdered by tin- Vuiiivnhinr, Dayablau, to pay asH'ss- 
ment for the following year, Siunvid 1925. 1 pro- 

icMlial, saying that the ifin<l was n<i longer in Nanei‘’s 
|K).ssessioii, and Unit she bad gi\(‘n a rarinaina for 
it. Nol.wifbsUinding uiy prot<‘St I was inxlereil to 
pay, ninl Ikh-ihiw I refused 1 was jnit in a eag** for 
three lUiys uiul wius kept in the Kiileberry for 
nine days. 1 was then tbr<‘ftteijed with imprison- 
inenl. in fett4n-s if .1 dnl not pay up. Under this 
eomptilson I iMiid Bs. 52 in Sninvnl 192.5. In Sum-* 
viit 1920 1 paid Us. 45 under simllnr eompiilsion. 
In Siimviil 1927 I paid Us. 50 under the same com- 
pulsion, ill Sonivut 1928 1 paid n,!tog«‘tlier lls. 
112—2-3 oil aeitonnt of tlie same land under similar 
eoiiipitlsion> Kiw-h .'s*)Mtmte'* yNiyinent. was imule 
und(*r protest, and was only exlorf<*il from me by 
iniprisonnient and tbn^uts of ]KM>onal injury. 4‘he. 
whole amount so pahl up t^i ,t)ie year Sumvut 1929 
was iilHuit U.s. 319, as shown*in the iKTompanybig 
iiieiiiorandutu marked A. 1 bad iveovered this sum 
from the widow, and tlie nnjust extortion fi-om 
nil' has thus lieeri transfern^d to her. Nuihsi's bus- 
band UK)k up the laiiil in the year Sumvut 1921 fur 
ten years. J gave weurity for ten yi'iivs.” 

2iul.—IIunsH Bim>, wife ol' Jewa Hoosidnjee, 
residing at. Wurriow, sUiUw the cinniiustonaw ol' 
her own grievance as follows t 

“ My husband is imliocite ; lie has no kluita, but niy 
busliand’s father mdtivatiKl about six bigas of buid. 
My husband’s fathi'r died 10 years ago. 1 do not. 
know wbotber he cuUivatod on lease, or not J have 
nothing to do tor my fatheiviu-lnw. anil my hiishund 
has never eultivatoil luiy land. Notwithstanding ] 
run ludd resixinsible by theSirknr for the nHsessineni 
on the land IbrnitTly cniitivatiHl by my detKMimMl 
fatlior-iu-law. The Hirkar has no sort of claini on 
mu. 1 have pahl on account, of this land no less 
than Us. 2o0, although th(‘ laud has Ixien given by 
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tlie Sirkiir to sonw^ oni* elt»o to ciiltivatH. I linvo 
1 mm*u HtripiHjd of everything that I htwi, and Imvo 
left utU*rly doPtitiiU*. I have bewu put into 
tlio wooden cap*, and linvi* been Buhjwtod to the 
greatent indignity. 

** The Sirkur has no claim ngaiuHtme whaUwer. 1 
never cultivated the land and havt^ no interest what* 
)'V(»r in it. I thcRilbre ]>ray that the amount unjuKtly 
lovic<l from me may la< refundwl,” 

(Signed) A. C. Boevey, 

ABhiutant lioKidimt. 

Buroda, 2()th Th*eondM»r 1873. 


3rd,—Knddee, widow of Snlnjee Ihraln'nij(H>, of 
Wurriow, etalcH the eirctimstanee^ of her gru>vanee 
jw follows:— 

My hiishniul died four years ago. ITe cultivaU‘d 
■4.) hijgiiM of land, t do not know whether he gave 
a le»is<» or not. I pive a razinainii lo tlw Sooha, 
wliich was «ce«*j>lo<l, and since that 1 have not 
«M‘tMij)ie<i the land. Notwithstanding this, I have 
been eoin|M*lled to jMiy nsst^ssmerit evt*ry year, and 
have paid ahont Bs. 64 in nil for this hind. In 
order to innki; we pay I have l)een ptit in th<* eage 
and ha\e mmh ill-trenU*d, Mohsnls hav<* 

Is'en phic^vi on me. Everything that .1 have has 
Ikhmi taken from me, and I am left ntf4*rly ilestitiito. 
I ])ray that my rozinania may Ik‘ nciH'ptiHl, and that 
the uinouni illegally leviisl may Ik* ri*finH!(*d.^ 
(Signed) A. C. Bokvey, 

2 <)th Ih'ceniher 1873. Assistant llisidenl. 

4th.—Moim'e, widow ol‘ Sidiananji'e Asnialjee, of 
Wurriow, states the einMiinstnnees of h<‘r griev.'tmv 
as follows : — 

“ My Iiushand left me sev<*n years ago, and has 
sim'<> died, lie cnltival4‘d 23 higas of land. J do 
mil know whether ho gave a lejiw* or not. 1 oilei’ed 
aruziimina •wlieii my hiishand left me, and 1 was 
loreihly made, lialde for the nssessmmit, although the 
land was givt'ii ti» some oni* else to enltivate; I'or 
foul' years I paid Rs. .30 a year, \iz., lis. 200. My 
hnshand tlum <lied, iiiul 1 again oth‘n;<i araziiiama, 
and it was iipviii ndVisisl. I thendbre ran away to 
Ihiadei-, a Biitish villap*. My jn'ojK*rly wjis fhi'ii 
nil attai'lied, iiiehiding my house, and lias remained 
so lor tin* last lliree years. 'J'lio Government now 
elaims from iiu' ahont Rs. 200, whielil um nnahle to 
pay. The moia-y which 1 paid was reeoven'd in 
tins way. Mohsuls were ]ilaeed on me.; my 
pro]M'rty was stnzcd ; I was im]>risone,d iiix! mwht 
to hold my toes with ujy hands, and suhjivted to 
every sort of ill-tn'alinent from the sepoys. Uiak'r 
this pivssim* I paid. 

1 jmiy that iny razinamu may Ik* iweepleti, and the 
amount illegally h*vicd from mi* may he rt'fuiided.” 

(Signed) A. C. Bokvet, 

Assistant Resilient. 

Btiro<la, 20tb Dei'Cinlan* 1873. 


5th.—Eatina, wile oV Ahmi'd Tssar, of Wtirriow, 
states the circuinslanef*s of }jer grievance as 
follows :— 

“My hushfliid hns left jn<* 10 yOiirs. ITe used to 
cultivate six higas of kalsa land. When my hus- 
hand left me, his Inml was given to some one else to 
I'nlti^ atc, hut I was held responsible for any defi¬ 
ciency in the assessment. T ha\e |>aid altogether 
on account of my luiHband’s land, whii^h I have 
ne\er cidtivahKl,aboutHs. 150. Idon’tknowwhethor 
my hnsbaml took this land on lease or not. When 
my hiislMind left me 1 preferred a razinaina for the 
land, hut the Vabivatilar refused to t4ike it I have 
subsequently oft'enid other raziiminas, which have 
lioon m^cepted, but aHHesHmontis still demandcil from 
me. In order to itompel me to pay Iho assessm^mt 
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already paid, ] havt) b(K>n put in the wooden cage, 
imi)riHoned, and ntohHulled. 1 have been Ktripped of 
evinythiug. 1 ])ray that uiy riuijuuiiu may 
Hoct^pted, and that the; amdunt Invit'd fW>m me for 
lliis land which I have never cultivated iimy 'bo 
rofiindcd.” 

(Signet!) A. C. Boevey, 

2()th D(?c(*mhov 1873. AjwistHut Resident. 

6th.~Oorbai, wife of Ahiued SuUemau, ru»iding 
at Wurriow, statew tbo circumBlaiicep of li«r grievance 
as follows :— ^ 

‘‘My husband hiw Iclt me ainco'two yoarn. He 
cultivated f>0 bigns of land on a Iwise for a term of 
ytavrs. I do not know for how many ycju s. When 
iny husband left me I gave a raziiiatnti, but the 
Vahivatilar rel'uscd to accept it. J have been forced 
to pay aHsessinent on thiN land for the last two 
years, and hav(' paid about Us. 4<>(), iticludirig Rk. lot) 
for outstanding baiunces. I have pledged every 
arlicb^ about me, Mini am lelt uttt^rly doBtitulu. I 
liave Imjou iinprisioned uud much ilj-trealcti in order 
1.0 make im* pay. I pray that my fsixiniiuui may Ikj 
{M icepted, and that tlui ammud. illegally lovu*d Irom 
1110 may be refunded.” 

(Signed) A. t‘. Hokvky, 

20lh DecenilK*!- IH73. Assisianl liosideul. 

7th.—Asluiboo, widow of Asbak Daojee, of Now- ^ 
sari, states the eireumstauces of h<*r grievance us 
follows* 

“ My husbiiTid died about a year ago. For nim* 
yi'urs jircviously ho was a lunatic. held 30 

bigtis of Isuid. J ilo not know wlictlicr ho gave a 
lease or not. When my husband bocann* lunatic! 
offered a riixiiiania to the VahivaUlar. Diifu Goviud- 
jec, blit be refusi'd to accept it; so I had no other 
alternative but to eontiinu! in uecupatioii. The 
]inKiuee of llu! Iiuul was not .sulliideiit lo jiay tlio 
ossessnumt, and 1 liad bj incur a loss of alsnit from 
Ks. SO to Us. 100 annually. In order to make me 
pay I have been put in the cage and have been 
nmidi ill-irenle«l. Mohsuls wise imposed on me. 
Kverytlnng that I have bus Is'cii taken from me, 
and 1 am hd't eiitUndy destitute. 1 deserted my 
village in .Sumvut 1027 (a.i». 1870-71), and wont 
lo tliu British village of Shegwa, in th(! Oolpijr 
Purgunna. The Kharbluiree of tin; Tliami ol* 
Wurriow came to me and induced me to ivturn to 
Wurriow, on a jironiise of reducing my kliata from 
30 bjgus k) 23. This promise 1ms never been per¬ 
formed, oad 1 am j>ressetM.(»]>ay assessment for the 
said seven bigas. 1 have two sons, aged respeclively 
18 and 10. 'file cider one has deserted Wurruiw 
owing lo tlio oppression eomuiitted on us hy the 
iSirkiu’. 1 luive not hounl fooni him for the lost four 
years. 

“ I pray that niy ruzimunu may ho iwceptcd, and 
that the arimunt illegally levied may Iw rolhnded.” 

(Signed) h. }*nAYUE, 

Baroda, 21st December 1873. llesidcut. 

8th.—^Ammijeu, widow o Asniiil Ilimsein Mornsa, 
of Wurriow,HtutOBthecircumsUmcos ot her grievance 
08 follows :— 

My husband died about 10 years ago. Ho cul¬ 
tivated 20 bigos khnlsa lamb 1 <lon*l know whether 
ho gave a lease or not. There was no ontstaiidhig 
bnlaucc ogaiuBt him when he died, I ottered to 
rcaigii tho land, but the Valiivatdftr, Data Goviiid, 
reftiHod to allow me to do so. Tlio Durbar nutlio- 
I'ities gave the laud to some one else to cultivate, but 
hold me liable for any deficiency in iiH-sessiucnt, be. 
they recovered from me the dift’orenco betwoeu the 
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asHOsament- actually roaliaed and that which my 
huHband iiHod to ]My, Thia difference luuonnted to 
about Rs. 75 nunuaDy. To recover Ihia aiuoimt 
moliHuU wore imposed on mu. 1 w&a Imprisoned. 
J had to sell my entile, and thus with gi’oiit (iiffi- 
culty I paid the Government demand. 

** About two years agt» 1 tiled u ruzinama on atamiicd 
paper in the Soobn’s office at Nasanri. Notwitli- 
rttanding thin, the asw'Hstneiit was Icviwl from m^. 

** T ])rny that my razinnma may be accepted, nud 
the amount ilb^gally Jeviod may be i*ofiinded.*’ 

(Signed) *R. Piiatuk, 
Baroda, 21st Deceinbev 1873. Resident. 


9th.>~Bai Rnssool, widow of Asmal Isubjco, of 
Wuiriow, HtaU;8 the circumstances of her grievance 
as follows:— 

“ My husband died 10 years ago. lie cultivated 
JS bigas of land. 1 do not know whetbur he gave 
>1 Icnsu or not. There was no outstnmling balance 
against biui wbea be died. I offered to resign the 
laml, but the Vahivutilar, Data Goviiid, refused to 
allow me to do so : thus 1 had no ulUn'nativu but to 
eontinu<' in oc'cif|^>ation of the land. I paid tiu; 
ussuHsineiit up to Sunivut 1925 l868-(>9); the 

produce of tlv IriuI was not. suilieient to pay the 
assessment, and each year 1 bad to hicur n loss of 
from 50 to 75 rn]>oeH. 'I'o pay this am(»unt I luul 
to sell my oriuumuits, cattle, Ac. In <nder to nuikt*. 
me pay 1 have been put in the cag(?, ami have been 
iiiiadi ill-treated. MoUsuIs were also imposed on 
me. In ISumvut 1926 186fl-70) 1 <lid not 

cultivate the land at all—J expressed my inalHlily 
It) do so to Data (Joviiuljec. Tbe Uurbar then ict 
the land themselves to some one else, but hehl me 
liable for the diUcroiiee between tho rate ut. which 
tli(^ laud was so let. and the rate at which theassc'ss* 
ment used io bo reidised from iny husband and 
myself. For the years Sumvut 1926, 1927, and 
1928, J had to ]»ay about. Rs. 800. '.nuH amount 
was levied from mo by the forcihle modes alK>ve 
s|Krc.inod. '1\) ))ay this assessment I hail l.o inoil- 
g;ige the hind T hold in the Sural Zilhili. 

“ I pray that my rnzinanui may bo Jiceepled, mid 
I lull tbe amount illegally hivled may be refunded.” 

(Signed) U. Biiavke,. 

Ihirndu, 2Jsl Decemln'r 1873. Kesidenl. 


loth.—Bui Yama, widow of Amaljee Sulemnn, of 
WniTiow', statca the eireumstanees of hi*r grievance, 
as follows :— 

“ My husbaml died about, four years ago. II(‘ eid- 
livuted four bigas of kluilsu land. Tb(<re was no 
outsUinding balance against him nl the time of Ins 
death. My husbaml returned from u voyage to iny 
town in Sninvut 1920 (A.i). 1866-^>7), and was by 
imprisonment forced to imeept the said land for 
cultivation. WJieii my Iiusbaud died, I wont with 
u rfi/inama tho Knteherry ; the Karkooii, Nagiir- 
dass, rel'ustid to accept, it, so I icfl(^the pa])cr in the 
Kutcherry. and. descuting Wuniew, went to Rander. 
Notwithstanding this, I was hold r<isiH)iisiblo for 
Uic a.ssessment. IVessure was ]>laced on my hus- 
bantl’s security, Ahraeil Jsak, who threatened to 8cll 
my hous(*. Thus I was foieed to pay the nssess- 
OK'iit, Rs. 28, annmilly. Lust yom* I returned to 
my native villagti, seeing that my desertion not. 
save me from this unju.st inniosition. 1 was put in 
the e.agci, and molisul issued on mo to coinjKil me to 
pay the assessment. 1 had to stdl my oraamentH, 
Ac., to moot the Dui bar demands. 

“ I pray that my ruzinama may bo accepted, and 
the amount illegally levied may b(j refunded to mo.” 

(Signed) R. Piiaytie, 
Baroda, 21st Dccemb^ 1873. Resident. 
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Putitiomrs, 

1. MoPArjoii Prttgjee. 

2. Shufikurjeb Shiwitun. 

3. Riiilai* Dajeo. 

J5y tt lufenmct* to JNo. 21) of tho pro- 
eoHilings of Uu? Coiuniissioii in th<^ 
revoiiuo torture oaiHos, it wUl bo seen 
that Uudar l.):y(5e was t}X.uinimMl hofont 
l.lio Commission only iu repint to Dm 
Ibroo uschI by-tlio NanHuri olUoials in 
<M>ll<!ctini; the rcivcnue, mid not upon tU<*. 
other i»oh\(.s put i'orvvafri in tlmir own 
)N‘titinii, :iiid that of IM other perHuns 
which th(*y tiriuight with tUciii. 

evidence of Ids eonijiaidons was 
not taken by tiu* Commission. 


» (’asc oi’ till? eredilors ol‘ llm lale Uhow 
Soindia, Dewan of His Highness Klnin- 
«ienio (jJM'kwar. 


In tUe verification of the potltioii, as per margin, 
above quoted in full under this No. 65, one of the 
petitioners, Shuukorjeo Sliivmm, of Vesma, fuw this 
day made the following stateraoiit, sliowing that the 
Nassari ollicials nro preventing |hii-sous from com¬ 
ing forward fo represent, thoir gricvanecs ;— 

“The jHitition dated 2tid Heeemher 1873, now 
rend over to me, was made by me, MorarjocPmgjee, 
and fludarjee Dujoe, and is true. It was proseatisl 
by us personally at the llesiili.mcy. 

“Tlie otlicr petition, signed by about. IH pt.Ts<ms 
of the Teladi l*urgunrm, was also proseuled by us 
on the same occasion. ^ 

“ The people of the Toladee rurguiuia having 
heard of the arnval of the Jmpiiry Commission at 
liari.»da, intended to proceed there to represent 
their grievHU(;os and present a petition. A petition 
was ]>ropo«ed and signed by about y4 [)or«ons. 1 
luul that petition with me. All the villagers going 
to liuroda were to meet at Smat, which is 10 koss 
from Vesum. 

“The Valdvatdar of our J*urgunna is tho son of 
Naruyenruo Itagouath, Soohu of Nnssnri. He is 
of young age, and never conies to Ihi' Vnrguamu 
'I'hework is eArried on in his nuiiio by Lulloo Lailu. 
'i'his Lulloo Udia, hearing tliat jsiople from our 
i'urgLinna were going to lhu'o<bi U> eumplaiii, sent 
his peons to seize persons going to ilaroda, and 
bring thcia to tlic 'rimna. Tlu^ peons went to 
dill’er<!n1 villagi’s. Four jkhui.s <*Hmo at night-time 
to my lious<', which I left at iiiiduight iiy u hack, 
door, crossing a he<lge. Tlie iieons pursued me for 
a short distance. Uii my way to Siiraf I met. 
Moi'urjeu Fragje<; uiid Kudai' Dujuo at Khulwasu, a 
village of the Chowro-shi PurguuuB, Surat District. 
We then came, lo Durodu and pittseiited petitions at 
the llesideney, as ul)ove stated. 

“1 heard at Khulvvasti tlaii Lulloo Niithoo and 
oLlu'i’s were seized and Uikoii to the tlianu. 

“ Morarjeti IVagjce, mybclf, and Uudur Dajeu 
wei(‘ examined at the Kosideiicy. Beioru the Clom- 
mission Itudar Dajce was alone examined. Morar- 
jee and liudar returned home ahout twelve days 
ago, as both betiamc eick of fever.” 

(Signed) It. BiiAi'UK, 
Buroda, 21st December 1873. Jiesident. 

'I'lic late Bhow Sciiidia was cunvicUxl of bribury 
anil other oilemars in the montii of May 1871, an4 
was seutciiced U) imprisomneat for two years. 

Bimw Svamlia was possesseil of very considerable 
[iroperty, amounting to many hikhs of ru^KH-s. 'I'hc 
exact amount of‘ this properly cauuot iic acciirutidy 
ascertainod, os the whol<rt»f*Bhow Scindia’s papers 
have been seiziHl by the Durboi', and are now in 
Iheii' poss(‘Ssioii. 'I'he value of the property lavs 
been variously (‘tiliiuaUMl at. from 30 U> 50 Uikiis ui* 
rupees. • 

The wliolo of this property was attached by tiie 
Durbar, to moot the uilcgud claims of Biiow 
Scindia’s creditoi-s, which are staled by tbe Durbar 
to amount to iis. 4,07,855, cxcIuhIyc of Uovcriimeiit 
demands amounting to Rs. 1,21,223, makiug u total 
of iis. 5,29,078. 

Botitious have boon received from the following 
cruditoi'N of tb<i late Bh<rw Beindio, stating that 
ivlthough they have procuvi'd decrees lu their favour 
ligninst the estato of tho laU> Bhow Bcindia, they 
aruiunablc to obtmo execution 

1. iiuroc BUagtoe, for Ra. 2,42,585. 

2. Jumiifldasa tlugjivun, for Hs. 12,332. 

3. Nui'otum Ladliu, for iis. 1,637. 

4. Lulloo UuDguram, for iis. 570. 

5. Uurgowiud Vuomaloe, for Hs. 441. 

; 6. VVuniglaU Shivlall, for Re. 1,400. 

7. Norayen Runchod, for Rs. 3;672. 

8. Koohr MUoruin, for Ks. 1|042. 







No. 


(^mi>]uints of Ituroda Subjects. 


Remarkfl. 


It iH staled by the widows of the loto Bhow 
Sciadia, who are hia immediate heirs, that they 
I Imvo been deprived of the whoio of their stridhan, 

or personal projuirty, together with the eifects of 
their docoiiHcd husbimd. 

Apart from the t|ue»tion of the amount of strid' 
I han to whicli they may I)e entitled, it is cinur that 

' the heira of tho late Bhow Scindia arc entitle<l to 

I tbo poHHOsfiion of any property in excess of tho d^bts 

I ibr which tho said property .was attochwi. 

i Not only, however, have tlie chief creditors of 

I the late Bhow Scindia been loft unpaid, hut tl>c 

I whole of an immense projierty has been simply ap- 

i 4 propriated by tho State to tho prejmlico of tho hears, 

j who are left ntb^rly dcstituh;. The original atlacho 

I nxMit was imposed on tins ground of Bhow Scindia’s 

j indebtcdnc'se, hut the uttaclmicni has heen subse- 

I (]u<>ntly used to defraud the heirs and <^reditors, and 

I 1o give the Durbar an opportiiuity of connscatiiig 
the wlnde of this vast iuhoritance. 

B. BnAvnu, 

I Itosident of Baroda. 


SCirrCDULE No. HI. 

Brttisu AXJi Baroda Sub.ti-u ts. 


Gunenil Circumstaners in c»c)i Case. 


Nfi. j Nami“» of C'laimnnts, itc. 


1 (.‘{JSC of'tlie finn of Snmul Beoliiir, hankers 

of Baroda an<l Ahni(‘<iabad, tninsfeiTcd 
from No. 1. Se.luniiile, Brilisli sidtjects, 
agiiaably to lett.(5r No. 2, dated lOlh 
NoveinlK^r J87«), from llu? Secretary, 
Baroda Im|iiiry ConimissioD. [ 


'Pile following evidence is on r<*i*ord;— 
No. 1. Molilal Ssiiruil, taken in May 
1H71«. Head of tlic lirm <lied in 187J'. 

No. 2. Motilul INii'siiotiini, (loomasta 
of (he linn. 

N<». 3. 'I'l'icundal, Mooktyar of Mo- 
lilul, his sister’s son. 


This case was originally entered by 
the Uesident ift Se,he«hih^ No. I.,dh'itish 
.snbjcet.H, Iml it has been tr.ansfcrnid to 
this Schedule by order of the Baroda 
Commission. • i 

Ii is respeetftiljy submittcil that under j 
the exceptional cireinnsianct^s which j 
have ociuirred under the present admi¬ 
nistration of Ihe (rMekwin State, the 
interests of tlic Britii-U subjects residing 
in, or having iioinmerciul relations with, 
tljo Bai’oda Govennnent, av<! not adc- 
fjimtely pniteeted, and that they have no 
moans of redn'ss open to them, except 
that afibrded by tlic present Comiiiis* 
sion, the advi<^(5 of the liesklent to <!o 
justice to these jK'csons Imviug 1'H‘oii 
r<‘jccted, 

TIic connexion of the tiriu vith the, 
(Jaekwnr Stat(;, as State bankers, was 
untudled by the present Maharajah soon 
afuu' his Accession to tho throne, bul 
no settlement of accounts has been 
elToctod. 


Motila! Sanml, flu* hist representative of fin* firm, died 
at Ahnu'dabiid about two nionths ago. lie resided 
ehietly in tbe lh‘siiieney gnnien at BuriMla from May 
last to Ihe lime of his deatli, owing totbe fuel, of llie 
firm in ihe eity of Baroda being under ntlachmeiit, 
logc'lher with tin* whole of tlie ]>r()]»ert.y of th(‘ linn. 
Motilnl made tlu' followitig statonnmt of his case 
before tlie Resident at tin* end of Inst May. It w’lis 
supported by two witnesses who are still alive :— 

“ The present head of the linn is the infant son (d' 
Motiiat; the inunugcr is MolilnVs soii-ui-law, Tri- 
kmnlall Mooktyar. 

“ Tile finn of Samul lieehur and (’o. has beim in 
exisbaicc* at BiinKlu for the last (a'lilury ami U]twardH, 
iluring which they have been employed as bankers 
of the (laekwar, wliich conUnu(>d up to August 1872 
(Sumvut 1928, Shruvun‘Sood o), tlie whole of the 
]>ro]H*rty of the firm having hetm placed und(T atbich- 
inent from the Olb idem up to tin* present time.” 

The cause of tliis sudden sus|)cnHion of the exten¬ 
sive business of llu5 finn is explained as follows :— 
“About tbe year 1.923 (a.d. 1808). n fiiKumtSta 
tuiinisl Motilal »Ieyta was discliurgial by the firm for 
misconduct in having made away w'ith certain docu¬ 
ments. Tins man slunily after his dismissal went 
and laid false infunnution hefore llis Highness tin* 
Midinrajah Klnniderao, to the (‘fleet that if tho old 
books of lh(5 finn for Sumvut 1885 (a.d. 1829), witc 
cxamiijcfl, a sum of Ks. (ft,0(X).would be. found to ho 
due to the- Gnekwur State, on account of tbe Komi 
Purgunnuh, which hod b«*en leased to tl«^ firm for 
five yeiirs, viz., from Sumvut 1877 to 1882. His 
Iliglmess Khunderao at once sent for the petitiomn*, 
Molilal Samul, who (‘xplaim^l tin; matter satisfuc- 
torily to llis Mighiioss, who took uo further notice 
of it, and llu* matter droi>j)ed. 

“ About four years nfmr this His HighncHs Khun- 
. derao ditsi, and the present Gimkwar came to the 
throne, wdien the aforesaid OoomasUi, Motilal Jt^yta, 
n*n(*we(1 his inibnimtion in Sumvut 1928 (May 
1872). At this time the head of tho firm, Motilal 
Kmiinl, was absent at Ahmedabad, whore he bad 
godc to be prosoDt at the marriage of his daughter. 





Names of ClaluwatH, &o. 


(H'lierul CirotmiMbtucus of each C'usv. 


Mtitihil’H atiiloinont-, I»oih Mny JSTJi. 


> 10,000 


C ^ 

s • 
!•« £ 

^^.2 V 

5 0'S 


Tlio outstjimlinj; iiooonnfR still to l>o 
scttlerl with tlie (lac'lcvvar Stnt»* mr 
roii;;hly st-iiUa) oh iollows:— 

Tlo! hooks requisilr lo niuko out n 
ju'oper iK'j'oiinl WiTc iiiohr Jiltaohnionl 
wlioii tlic il<‘positi<iii wus hikcn. All 
tluit Motilal Stniiol solioit('<l was a fair 
s(‘tll('nii.>t(t oo both siilos. 

C’laiiriHOii Il.ll.thi'(.birk- Ks. "j ^ 

M-ar, ilci'iinlin'? to Sfutc' p — 

in iuN |)»)!>.scs>«ion - 8.77,SJJ « ^ 

I’jiynu'iits to oi'i*tnin in- o!‘3 

«liviiliuils by onlor of ^ ^ 

II. kl-Khiiiidottio « 17,000 

l^iyinonts to l{uincioita(i>r c p 

liao (ioj'|jUi‘:iy on M.ll. 

IvImncUTHo’s K'i'urily • 'lo.oof) 

Urif^inal (Msb advaiioud to ^ £ 

Sirdur><, I'ligrolars, and (.*1 

SilloJai's on (Jovoni- ^D-S 

inent {inarunlws, i-xc!u- 
sivc (»f inteiV'it - - .'»,t»(;..‘i00 S,”-* 

IVivatc trauKaction of : 

finii v'iili bnnker.s nod ^ n 

others - . _ r»,80,(«)0 ^ S 

Valm* of houKflioUl and f 

hnidial propertj in 5 p 

Ihinxia altudied since 
AwKiist 187a, rent not 
now realised - - 1,87.Hod £ 

»7ow<*1ry untl<*riitlaoboicotin ibe )ion‘'i' 
oftboiinn in Knroda, iicoonlino; to bsls 
in the hoii'n- itsolf. (August 
Ibninonds nnd ]n‘nrls 

Silver vc'SholH - - . Not vnbicd. 

(jold and silver jewels 

Jlnrstis, curiH, gniin. &c. > Us. ati.twio 

VnlanquirintalotborborcditarylHUiours 
nnd iillowfUKa's confisoatiHl. 

Th<' wliol<‘ busim*ss oflbc firm stopiicsl 
s'ticc An^d^t JH72, ostensibly lor tin* 
ronsons stntt^rl in Motilal Siiimd’s 
sition. (August 1S72.) 

AUachinont of property which still 
contiimos. 


V 

Siiimd’s <lci)o- 


A GouiiiaRfA named Motilal Pur.s)u)tum w&h in 
oliurge of the hrin in Jhirodu ; and a Mohnul wbh nt 
once imi)OHe<l on tho firm by oithtr of the Durbar, 
with iuHtructions that tho liatiker was to hgUIo all 
cuiTont acoounts with tho Funiuvis. Motilal Somiil 
on hearing this at fmt:o pr<x;co<i<‘d to Barodn aiul 
waitHl upon HisHighin^s tho Mtihnrnjnlt, andasktxl 
him why tho Moheul htvd Ixnm iinposod on tho firm. 
His llighncsR told me to umk(‘ U}> iny necouuts wilh 
th<» Fmiioes. This was about June last yenr, I 
tluai told the Mnliarujah that my (ioomasla, Motilal 
Furshotuiu, liad already bwri to the Furnuvis about 
tlie uecouiit.s,and tliattlu! FurnaviH Imd told idmtlml 
Km^(),()00 M^fis to bo paid to tlm l^te on account 
of juoee Jtulal^ rirt* widow of lliineliore, as awarded 
by His lligliness Khundonio ; but tluit f doelinod 
to pay WK'-h Ks. 60,(XX), Ia‘causca dwree luul already 
iH-en gi^•en in my layiuir in that case by His Higli- 
n(;.ss Khunderao, u certified copy of which is in uiy 
possession. On hearing this the Maharajah said h<‘ 
wouhl tisk tile Kiirnavis, and told me to come th(‘ fol¬ 
lowing day. I ai'conlingly went, and the Muharajah 
told iiK‘ thill I was iiidi'bUxi to the Sirkar, and must 
show my books of IHWto Wussuiitram llhow, his 
private servant. Aochirdingly Wussuntram Bliow 
<'aiiu* to niy hous<> and took such notes as lie i*eqnired 
froiii my cash lunik nud ledger of 1K85. About a 
we«*k after this J was wait for by lUs iJiglmess to 
lh<‘ !Mot<'e Ihigh, uud aU<*r sahun I was tolil lt» talk 
to AVussuntrani 37how about the mojH'y duo under 
the ledger (khatu) of IbH^. VVimsiintrum llien said 
that 1 owed four lacs, iiududing intiuest, to the * 
(iaekwar (inviU'ument ; that Jlis Higlnu'sa*would 
remit one hie, but that the remaining tbrK* must be 
[udd at oiie(\ 1 rejilieii that lowed nothing to the 
Sirkar, and, if tlu're were any accounts with tin* 
Sirkar, to prove siudi a debt tluiy nuist be shown to 
me. Wussuntram tlien said, ‘ Vuur own accounts 
show the d<‘bt, aiul we orditr yon to pay.* I t hen 
replied Unit tin* jiecounts about the ICorul Furgimiia 
hud lii'en iidjiistdl in Snmvut IHSy (A.n. lUIKi), in 
Syajecrao’s time, so that nolliirig wjus due, ami at tin* 
same tiim; ibe agrt'eiiu'ut. markisl A was shown to 
Wussunt ram llimw, w)io said that as liie parties t-o 
Ibc (loeuineiit wi-re deml, the rlocument itself was 
dead. lie theu said, ‘ Act neeording to the wishes 
of till! Sirkar and gi\e a chit for rupees 1^ laes.’ 

I replied that' 1 had not eomialtU'd any ofibnee 
against the Sirkar, nor diil 1 owe the Sirkar any- 
tliiiig, nnd tlierefoie 1 ileolilied to give tile papel*. 
Wussuntrum then wi'iU. into the Maharajah, and 
sliortly after ealled im* into bis i>reseiice. 'I'ln* 
Maharqjnb told mi^ to do as AVussniitrsun told me, 
and that by so doing I 4iou^l obtain th<> favour of 
Ills Higliin'ss, and would obtain good udvaiiUigi'. 1 
replic'il that 1 wouhl s(*rve His lligliness to the best 
of my ability, but that, J eoidd not jiuy Ihe lurgi- 
sum dein.inded. I tiieii eunp! lioini'. After this it 
day or two, Wussuntram eanie twice to my lumse, 
nnd desireil me 1,0 give the note for 1-J hws. Ho 
also UMf!d to call the Oooinusta, Motilal Furshotuin, 
and UlueajiH! Funt Narayen lor the sniue pur|K>8e. 
Wussuntram told tlie latter that i*' he did not per¬ 
suade his master to .sign tin' iioU*. t'or H lac's his 
shoji would Vw attached and all would sutler. 

After some time, oft Shravun Sood 3rd, when J 
was going to aee thi* Timijilc of Nurssagee, in Barodn, 

1 was pi'evented by Wuasuntraufs «epoy, who told 
me to come lo bis master. I said that I would go 
to tin* tmnjile first, and then go lo his inaBUfi*. The 
seiMiy said, ‘You must come fii'»l,or I will take you by 
force so 1 was obliged to follow him to tin; Sirkar’s 
Havclee to Wus-suntrum’s office. The latter told me 
iu a threatetiiug tone that he hod frequently warned 
me to write tho chit for the 1^ Ucs, and that if I 
would not do bo, 1 should be dishonoured. 1 then 
returood home. 


NunwH of Claimantii, &c. 


. .J. IPP.I. I .. n 1.1 ■ 

General CirouBUtefioes of enoh Caae. 


This i:4 OQ() of tUc iirdt casna wbicU I 
hiul U> disciiHS with tim Gnakwar Govoru- 
meot ou my tirrivul at Hiiruda. I bad 
Hovami interviflWH witli the Minister 
rogardiu^ it, uiid oiio with Tliw UigbauHH 
the G*u>k\var and Miimt<<r togcithor. I 
wa« told hy them tJmt Colomd Shortt 
liad omHidomd tlio whole vasM, atid that 
though tlio (Tovcriimoiit claiiucd lac» 
of riijvoes from tin- firm, tho}? )uul agiveil 
to ivC'C«'i>t Rh. 7 o,(K)() ill Hetttcinent of all 
dt'JuaiKls. This they wiid had Iks'u CJolouel 
Shoilt's deitisioii. TJu* firm denied that 
they hiiTt ugm'd to that. decisif>n, atltrii^ 
ing that wveral ileuis in Ulu* State Loan 
luti'oiiul: were not Jveknowh'-dgtMl, though 
htma Jidc ImnsaetioiiK. ( senvcIuHl in 
vain tor any j-j-cord of Colonel Shortt's 
in the- cast^, and I thoi'efore 
repeatoflly heggi'd that Ji fair inquiry 
iul/> th»‘ accounts might lake place with 
a vi(‘\v to M^ttleirient. Tills was pi'taiiiscd, 
hut never (Ku'formed. HonCi Jittc ilebts 
t/> t he firm by tho StaU* wer<i, us far as I 
Cfudd see, dclilxiratuly ii‘piuUated hy Mis 
iJigltneHs and the Minister. 1 Indievc* 
niystdr that if just claims av(^ lulmittiHl, 
the iMilauce will h(> in favour of the firm, 
which lias [>een ruined by tlie apparently 
nrl>ilrary and niijust conrst! lulopted by 
His Highness' adiniriNtrattmi towimls 
them. 1 was called npon to support 
• Colonel Shortf’s alleged tleoiskm without 
WHMiig the (Complete lu^counts on hotli 
sides, which I declined t^i do. 


“ Uo the 5 Shravun Sood I had been to the al^tiou 
to see Mr. Taylor, barrister, and Mr. Bhaiehuaker, 
a clerk of Messrs. Jefferson, Payne, and Co., soli- 
eitors of tho High Court, luid having to consult 
them regarding my suit against the Trading Coin- 
I>auy, J took a ticket for Broach, and sat in tho same 
carriage as BbaUhunkcr, there not having been tim<' 
to Hpi«ak to him at the station. At the same linn* 
when starting 1 saw my nephew Tricumlal in tlic 
same train, who infurmed me that my wife at Ah‘ 
iiicdaliad wua ill with dengue fever. In consoquortce 
of this we returned from Kurjitn, and went in tlie 
mixe<l train to Ahmedahad. The next day, 0th 
Shravun Sood, tho whole of niy proiwiiy was 
allaclicd, inforniatioii of which was commuiiicaitid 
to mo by my (kumiastu, Motilall Pnrahotmn, who, 
with Bhicaji, wore confined for few bunrs. 1 should 
probably hav<i left Bai‘o<la through Iciir of being 
Imprisoned ou account of the flomniid miule against 
me ; but tho immediate uausc; of my doing so was, 
us above stated, quite accidental. 

“ I have brancii shojisat Ahmedahad and Bombay, 
tile business of which hav(* Nnffer<Kl considendily 
from this uttachment. J at once exeit-i'd myself to 
avert, the ruin which hud come upon me, and I 
mortgaged some of my jtjwels. 

“ tSorm* cre<litorH of mine living at Baroda came to 
me. at Ahmodabad and requested me to liquidate 
their elaiins. I told them that I would do so on 
I lie attachment iMUUg imnoved from my pioperty. 
I tlien ad<lresHe<l a petition to Colonel Shortt, l»i 
whieh no reply was received. 1 then Huit a secoml 
one, to wliich Colonel Shortt re]>li(Ml tliut Lhi' niuin*r 
being one of accouiitH, it iiiusL he sotlied with His 
Ilighm‘ss the Gackwar; and he 8i*nt for my goo- 
iiuista, Bhicaji Bunt, un<l hild him that he should 
cult his muster’s Mooktyur, and tlnU. he would get 
the iu;coimts privately st^ltled. Bhicaji an<l Motilul 
on this Cjime to Ahmedulaul and told me what had 
taken phu'o, so 1 sonl, my m*pliow, Tricimihil, as my 
Mooktyur to Baroda.” 

Bofon* me, 

(Signed) R. I*iiayuk, Colonel, 

May 30th, 1873. Resident. 


StaU* Loan A<*e.ounls. 


! ' ' 

i 


No. 2. 

SrA'IEMlSNT Of' MoTll.Al. l*tJUSIIOI'rM. 

'‘T am prineipal (.loumitsta of the firm ofSnnul 
Beehiir, of which Motilal Samnl is now flu* pro- 
ju'iel(»r. J li:iv(^ Iktui in the service lor 28 yeai’s, 
for the last l/> of which 1 Lave been principal 
gwiuasU. The firm Irnnks wilbtheGmtkwar State. 
1 was cidled upon to settle accounts with th<^ last 
]>Hrt of June in th(* time of the Maharajah 

Kimndcroo, four or five months Ixd'ore his death. All 
the accounts were then settled, with the exception of 
Iht; State Joan account. This was not settled, l)ecuus6 
the Furuavis requiit*d moon the part of the firm to 
cretlil to that account a sum of Rs. 50,000 on account 
(•f Ihun? Judul, the widow of Ruuchure. 1 replied that 
I could not do anythiflig without consulting my 
niAstor; and, moi'eovor, tluit a decree in favom- of 
0117- linn hwi already Imen given in that case by His 
lligf7n(!Hs. Notwithstanding this, the Furuavis 
erelered the Rs. 50,000 in tlie Btato books without 
my concurrence j but the ttccouut remained unsettled 
oh our side. Matters remained in this state when 
IBs Highness the Gaekwar suddouly liieil, and tho 
ra>sout Gaekwiu- came to the thi-ono at the latter end 
o?^1870. No H(4tlemont of accounts was colled for 
i»i. 1871} but in the month of May 1872 1 was called 
by the Kurnavis to settle the accounts. 1 went with 
Bjbicaji, Karkoon, and tho first account exaptined 
w4s the loans account, I then said that J could not 
oAuit this Rs. 50,030 which had been arbit^'orily 
I tiifixu'ed by Jiim therein. The Fnmavis told me that 


Q^«nJl CHtemiMtKuies of eaoh Case. 


I must infonn His Highuoss. All other oun^ent 
Acoouhts were settled at that time. I told the 
Furness that my master had gone to Ahmedabad 
for the celebration of his daughter’s marriage, and 
that when he returned ho would go to Ilis Highness. 

A few days after this a Mohsul was im))osed on the 
Arm of at flrst Rh. 1-4-0, afterwards Rs. 2-8-0. 
The head of the firm was iiiforiuotl c»f this, and ho 
himself came to Baroda. 

^^After the Issue of the MohsubWiissuniruiu Bhow, 
the private accountant of His Highness tbo Maha> 
nyal), uud who bos chaige of the Jiundarkhana anrl 
shop of Ilis Highness, came to epr shop onw or 
twien with one Gunpntroo, a fellow-servant of bis. 
He examined tl»e books of 1885, and took from them 
such extracts i\s h<i reqiunul. Soon »dter this I 
futcornponied my master, Motilul Srunul, to the Moti 
Bagh to SCO His Highni^ss the Mahtmijah; BhU'aji 
Fant was alw there. Afh^r making our salains to 
His Highness, wo took nur seats, and Wussiintram 
Bhow cam(* to us. I have h(*ai*d my innsh'riH state¬ 
ment read out to me as to what occurred at the Moti 
Bagli, and it is convet. J am aware of tho fact that 
wh(m my master was going U) the femple h(? wa» 
(ton>|K*lled to go to the office of Wussuntram. 

“ I know about the case of the Rs. .50,000. The 
original Smmd Bechm-’s wife had a nopliow uaintHl 
Uunchore, who was about J1 or 12 years old, wban 
he was murdered for the sake of his ornaments. 
I’his hoy was married to Jndal, the daughter of a 
poor Bauya of Fitbaptjr. Thcrowim also one Ohird- . 
hurhil, the sttn of tlic; hea<l Goomasta of tho firm, 
called B<ichur Nntlioo ; he was then about 2J) years 
of agi'. ‘It was resolved by the head linn, in onlor 
to facilitate the transnetion of husinesB, to eetablish 
a hmneh shop in Binoda under the names of Girda 
Uunchore. Tlie ht*a<l (Tooninsta of tho prineijml firm 
iimiiaged iKitlv. The capital of the hmneh firm was 
ahoiil Rs. 50,000, wliieli was paid partly by Beehur 
Nut.ho(» and jairtly li)y Snmnl Beehur. Ibo hooks 
being und(!r nttachmcjjf, the items cannot bo given 
cx:u.!tly. Uuuchovc die<l in 1885-86. Within n 
year t>r s<» af1»T this, Beeliur NutlMW was tlismisstxl 
IVom the original flnii for miscoiidnct, and conse¬ 
quently I heK»^airs(kf tlu- hramdi firm w<a’e! wound up. 
In 1880 (A.ii. 1843) the widow of Judnl gave an 
acquithince in full in reganl to tin* use of the i)^ime 
of her husband, Motilall Saniul, who was then pro¬ 
prietor of the firm, and a fix<'d inainteimuci' wa« 
settled upon her. fn Stimvui IfK)9 she was iiieite<l 
to complain in the C’ourl of tlu^ Collector of Alirae- 
dal»ui, lliut. she bad hi-en deprived of liorsliaTo in tla^ 
firm of Oirdn Runehoic inwl put oft* with a niero 
1853. liiaintettan^e. Th<^ Collectoi^ent her coinpliiiiit with 
a letter to tl»e then Resitl<‘nl, who referred llm matter 
to the Durbar, and the Duvhnr dpeidc<l aginnst her 
claim. Gurifuitrao whs then (Uj tlui throne. Jndul 
J867. «mewed her ehiim agjiin in 18G7 to the MaliHiflj.nh 
KhtiDderHo, who passed a decriH? in our favour. In 
1868, wlM,*n the accounts were to he. soltlwl, the 
Furnces debited this Rs. .50,000 in the State loan 
a^'counts, and it was ordered by His Highness 
Khunderao to 1 h‘ struck out on decree l>cing shown. 
Wohnvr- thei'ofor<! resist'd its entry into the accounts'} 
over ainco.” 

No. 3. 

Statement of Triccmlal Mooettak. 

“ 30th May 1873. 

**Iiun Motihirs sistcriB son. I hove been employed 
for some time as uij English clerk in the Bank of 
Bombay, and resigned the service. to transact 
business of my own. 1 arrived at Baroda last 
September ns the agent of Motilall Somul ui the 
cose now under ibquiry. We understood that 
Colonel Short t, the then Resident, required an 
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Upon lljirt t*vi«lcnoo, as also iijxm 
what. HuhsiHjUoiitiy ptiHSt'd til. uii ititoi' 
vifw whioh 1 hiul with holli II.U. the 
Garkwiu* tmil tin* Minist^T upon this 
(•ftsr, J foniMid tlio jiulgiiK'iit l.lmt llio 
oltjwt. of hotkof Ihrm wtis uoV oiil^ lo 
ropuiliiit4! all Slaio n-sponsihility for 
ciThiin claims put forward by tin* firm, 
hut by ntljurkiug its valjmhlo propt*rty 
to s(‘<nirc a twiisidcrablc sum of ix«uly 
cash allcgiHl to !«• duo to tlio Stub', 
whicli sum the head of tlm linn I'jild ho 
would i>ay if on going thoroughly into 
the accomitM it was proved lo In* duo liy 
him. 

This often promised, but imvor 
|sirforiucd, and the atiucliment was coU" 
tiuuod, howiuHo without afull spttlemfut 
of accounts ami the recognition ou the 
jiart of t he 8t*itc of their itpnhjidc ic- 
K{KinsibilitieH the firm would not have 
had money enough to meet the demands 
of thfdr cretlitors, on l osuuung businesB, 

Notwitli^dwHUiig this, T was tjxpcwt^ J 
to \w\ my Influence as Ilesfldqnt to per¬ 
suade tlie head of the firm to credit the 
State with Bs, 7fi,000, without examin¬ 
ing the accounts on b^h sides^ which I 
of course duclined U> do. 
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agoiit in the case. 1 saw Colonel Sliortt ou the 
day of my arrival, and bo refep^l me to the Durlior 
for the sctllemcnt of accounts. I went and saw 
llis llighnesH ; it was too late, and accounts were 
not settled then, but His Highness told me that 1 
must settle accounts with the Furnavis, and that tlie 
Sirknr would not Ibrego tfadr just claims. Some 
Vakeels and others called out that Government 
should hav(' their rights. 1 then said that in order to 
settle the imcounts I ought to have certain papers 
connected with the accounts, and IZis Highness 
oriiorod tlui Fouzdar to give such jiaj^ers as 1 
required after taking my rcceiiit for them. Next 
day I got memorau^ of the State loan and current 
Hccounts. The third day 1 went to the Fnrnavis, 
us the Maharaiali ordered me. 1 was accompanied 
by Motilall Ihirsliotnni and Bhuiajco Punt. I asktxl 
the Furnces what tmeount had to l>c settled. The 
FuriH'es asked what I Iwd to say about the 
Uh. 50,(XX). I said that ho was notoiititled to the 
Jls. 50,(XX), and that bo liad no pujior nr docuim'ut 
to support his claim of Ks. 50,(KX) against us, and 
that the (lc<tisinii bud already boon given in our 
hivour by Klmmlertio Malmraiah. llie Karkoon of 
the Furimvis then asked me three times wbetbor 
I was going to give credit for Ks. 50,OCX) or not. 

J said that it was not legal, and therefore that J 
could not do w). lie iJumi told me I must come to 
Wussuntrnm Bhow. Wo went to him, and Wus- 
siintrnm Bhow% without any rcjference t4i the 
Ils. 50,000, said : * Your master has agreed to pass 
* a note for Ka. 1,52,000, so you imd lietfor <lo so, 

‘ otherwise your Shett will be ruined.* I said that 
if my Sbett lual agn^ad to that there was no reason 
for my coming, flo llien told me that I ought txi 
persuade tlu? Shett to jiass a note for lacs, wiicii 
it would Ixf good for him. T tlieii said that my 
master was not a child tlmt 1 could prevail oii him 
to ])»ss sui'ii nu unjust noUs 1 Ibcii tu<.ik leave. 
On leaving be desired me t4> think of the matter 
and 1(‘ answer next day. Early next day 1 \^hs 
scut for by Wussuntram, and I went with Motilall 
Pursbotum ami Uhicujee. When wc went we were 
referred lo the Funiees, and wheu wc wont to the 
Furnees we wen* referred bn(?k lo Wussunlram, 
That <lay passed in tlmt way. 1 always reportcnl 
wliat happcmnl lo Colonel Shortt, and he told me to 
go liuek and tell the Durlwr lo settle the accounts. 

1 was ciiUe.d on ilm third dny, and all tbmiofus 
were taken npsUnrs to His Highness’ bed-room, 
where threats were usotl by Wussuntram Bhow to 
induce us to pcrsuudi* our master to sign for 1 ^ lacs, 
j refused. At about 11 a.m. that day wc tb(‘n were 
told not to go home; tlmt wo were to be detained 
in custody in Ibe Court of the Sonapntly under a 
guard ofpeous. Wo said wo were buiigi'y, at one 
o’clock, when wo were allowed U> go homo with two 
)>eons to got our dinner. Whilst thus engaged 1 
managed to send a uotii to the Kosi({ency to inform 
(Julunei vShortt bow I was situated. Alter this wo 
Imd lo return to otir plsiet* of confiiiemunt, wid at 
7 p.in. wc were allowed logo for our supper, guarded' 
by two peons. 

“ Afl.or supper we wore taken before tlie jircsent 
Minister, Sivajeerao Khauvelkiir. Wo then looi'iit 
that be had recci\etl a note frdtn Colonel Shortt 
id'out us. The Minister asked us why wo com- 
]dain('d to Colonel Short; that we were merely 
(Retained for the Mdtlement of accounts, and were not 
oonfliied. I said tlmt Wussuntram did o.oufiiie us. 
nenied it. Wo were then told to go. 

“ Next day 1 (sam** to Colonel Sliortt and told Mm 
What bad happened, and Colomd Sliortt thtm afid, 

‘ Y^ou need not go to Wussuntram Bhow, hut go to 
Nana Snlieb, Minister.* 1 did ho on the following 
day, and 1 was t<)ld as I hiul been i»y WuMauntram 
9how. ThiswuHin Septcmlier 1872, and matters 
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ThoH llio aMiujbniout Imw ooiiiiiiwyl 
Since AiiguHl 1«72—thurt buKinosH ban 
iNion stopfMHl—thuH rniilH iiiipuiil, uinl 
thtiir crwliU»rK ready to comtMkwn uiwii 
them at any tnonioiit. 


2.—C.‘WO of the Ih'ltish ilrin of J)ow- 
luichtiiul riownirchuiul, j(*W(.U(Ts of 
AbuM»dn.lMul, claiinirjjj; jMiynu'nt for jowcls 
vh1»(‘ IIp. 2,7i,799-K-6. Intcn-st on 
lit 6 per cenl. jier nnnuin, 

llH. 89,<ta3-7-<>. 

This (^nsc has Ikmmi trniisfcrred i'rom 
S<'hoduU‘ >io. 1, British subji'cts, to 
I this Sidiediilo by order of the CWiiiiis- 
sion. The liriii in qui^stion is <‘St«b- 
lishcil at Ahmc^abad, but trades witli 
Barodii. 

'riu' ll(!si«U'nt resjH*etfully submits tlmt 
<‘uso Nt>. J of this Sohodule (Sainul 
Bechiir's), as well as this an<l others 
lliat will follow, come within the seope 
of ]>»irns. '1 mid .5 ol‘ llis Kxeellehcy tlie 
Viceroy and Goveriuu* Cteiienil’s letter 
No. 220!! )*, dated Simla, I9th Seiitcin- 
ln*r 1873, wherein British subjects, in- 
elinlin^ ihosc^ resident in Ihirodii terri¬ 
tory, wliosi* widliiit! has Is'cn aflw.U'd by 
the ju’i'sent extriwirdiiittry iMlministru- 
1 ion of the Baroda State, arc specUiwl 
j as lit objo(?ls for protection. 


I 

I 

i 

! Si!C the next ease No. 3, wherein Mug- 
{ ^iirdid ITu^pitneluiiul, of Ahiiii'dalim], 
j plaei's the iiialUu' in a ditl(>ront Wfxhi 
j from that rcprestmiml by the Minister, 
< and eliiiniH 5'iHC8 of rupees as still due 
I aeeordiiig to iigriHunent. 
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r^ust tho KHmo now as they wore then. I nevor 
raised Colonel Bhortt to sign a pai>er for 
Rtf*. 75)000; he advised me to do so, because the 
Minister wished it, but 1 declined. I said 1 could 
not do so without oouHulting Motilal Samiil. 

** I wish to place on record tho following docu- 
uients:— 

No. 1.—A memorandum from memory of our 
account, the books, &c* being under attach¬ 
ment with H.H. the Gaekwar. 

No. 2.—Copy of the Kuilumbundoo of nine 
artiuics made with H.H. Siojeoruo, 

No. 3.—Copy of the Kull^inbundce of seven 
articles. 

No. 4.—Satuul of Devalipui’a village. 

No. 5.>-Snnad of Gudnla. 

No. 6.—Sunodof Paga, in contingent. 

No. 7.—-Sanwffov Futtchpur. 

No, 8.—Palanquin. 

No. 9.—Sanad for Zelif. 

‘‘ It is now very nearly three years since ilie jewels 
in question were ))urchnscd by His Highness Mul- 
harao on tin* ocH*asion of^his uiaiTuigc. Kvery 
oiforl at obtaining a sottleiuent having failed, the 
firm, ns n Inst resource, deputed a member of it, 
namoil Turachund, from Ahmedaluvd) in September 
lost, to represent the circumstanceK if necessary to 
the Jiesidont. l^raehund lirst delivered letter's 
to Uis Highness and the Dewan, soUciting a settJo- 
ment, which was not effected. The Dewan first 
hroiiglil the ease to the notice of the Kcsideol, 
asking his advice about it, and subsequently Tara- 
cliund made hia complaint. Thu case *was then 
ropresenti^d to the Midiurajuh in tint following 
letter—a course tlmt under oniinary circuinamnec^s 
would not have been followed, but wliich, in eon- 
sequence of tlie rejection of tho Resident's advice 
in the bunker Samul Rccliur's and oth<‘r impurhint 
cases, beeanie a matter of absolute necessity. 1 
believe that the representative of the firm, Ttirtudiund 
Wukkuti'huiid, has H|>okon the plain truth in his 
Blntcmeni given below, niid if so, the (^ommerttial 
interests and relations between the Giickwar and 
British States deinaud that such -eases sliould Ih; 
inquired into, with a view to aseertaining thou’ n‘al 
merits, especially as the Minister has staU^l that 
the original offer was a lac less than Tu^'at'hund 
states wne sanctioned by His Highness himself in 
tho chit.H issued bearing ids owm signature. »The 
letter is ns follows :— 

« No. 2421. 

“ Ydvu rinsjiNKss, ..M * I9th October 1873. 

1 ^‘On the mornin/f of the 7th'instant, N>uia 
Saheb Khimvelkur (the Minister) brought to my 
notice tho claim which the firm of Dowlutehund 
dowairchund, jewellers of Ahincdabml, haver i^guinst 
Your Highness, for jc\wh*y purcltascd from them 
on the occasion of Your Highiiess’ mamoge about 
. threi* years ago. He staled that the amount origi¬ 
nally ottcrtnl for those jewels was only lls. 1,71,000, 
but that Dowlutcliund demands from Vour Ilighni^ss 
the sum of R.s. 2,71,000 as the original priwi llxed 
on the jewels puifhased at the time of the marriage 
were said to have bet'u of the value of lw<*nty lacs 
of rupees, and that the Baroda jewellers hud taken 
much less than they at first tlemanded ;♦ foripstance, 
that one Bhaichund AVurdhnmn hail acci'ipted six 
lacs of rujM-es for what he had oskinl eleven lacs, 
and other Baitxia jewellers iu the same manner. 

“ Nana Saheb concluded by saying tliat he im ri- 
tioned these oJreuinatanees to me, ns he suspeetnl 
that a eoniplaint would be made to me on behalf of 
jeweller 'Dowlntchund, of Ahine<talNul, though he 
bolievtHl that the jewels in questiop really liemnguU 
to Amirehuud Muuickchund, of Baroda^ who is 
father-in-law of Maiiickchund. 


:>r 


3606J. 





Giinerol Cirem&Btanocft of oadi Gate. 


) 

Thames of OI«iiiaBts» &«. 


Kxliibiits A. uiid Xi. 


On th(' day Hiicceeding the above interview^ one 
Tarachund WukkuUtlmnd, the nephew of Dowlut- 
chund dowttiichund, of Ahmeilabad, appeared in 
court and lumh' a Htatemrtnt on Holonm ^rmiition, 
copy of wWcli iH also attacluid. 

** 14 ext day Mugguu Mokum appeared in court 
and mudis the atatementiu Hidemn affirtontiou, which 
is also attachc'd. 

“ In the first place, if it in tluvt Your Highness 
signed the orders for tlu« 4M5mpleto sum of 
Rs. 2,71,000, as allcg^nl by Taraehiind, anti that 
WuHHuntrntn Bhotr mauully i iidisMl the. money, «u]d 
csrriw! it to aitcount in tlm (lovcrnineutBank under 
his (dmrge, thtiri* can he no doubt whatever as to 
the amount whieh was originally fixed as the value 
of the jewels, mid couscMjucTitly Your Highness is in 
h<mour bound to pay that amount with intt'rest. 

The coilaU'ral eviilcnce of tlie betters uddressen] 
to Your Highness hy Howlutchund also supports 
the truth of this (Tarachniul’s) sbiteineiit. 

“ Hiirrilai Gac'kwar Sitaraiu, Bluilchuiul Wuiith- 
w»m, and Wussuiitram Bhow are all perfectly well 
awim* tif the eircunisUuices of th<*. ease; ainl, nion*- 
oviT, the evidence of the lu-oounts in the Furnavls 
Department, the Janidar Khana, and the State 
Bmik uiuh r Wussunlmin Bhow^s su]wrint<'ndenee, 
should 1 m' taken in settling this case, which I trust 
may n«*.eive Your Highness* early consideration and 
se.ttlonient.** 

(Signed) , B. PnATiiu, 
_ R(>sid(;nt. 

Statement of Tauachiin© Wakkutchund, of the 
firm of Dowlutchuiid JowairchuTid. tJpw<'lb*rs 
of Ahmttdabad, aged 28 years, occuiuition 
Jeweller, resides at Ahniedalaul, on solmnii 
affirmation. Baroda, 8tli October ]N7*}. 

I hav(* come to Baroda on .liehalf of my undo 
Dowlutchuiid Jowairucbuud’fl affivirs. About I.*) 
days ago I brought from my uncle the two letU'rs 
now produce<l in court; one. nddresH(;d Ui His 
HighiK'ss the Maharajah, dated 22nd of last month, 
and the other to the addn^ss of the Dewan Nana 
Saheb Khauvelkur. 1 dcliverwl the originals to 
the above persons, and 110*80 arc copies. The facsts 
of the case arc as follows: In the beginning of 
1871 my uncle reci'ived information front Amichuud 
Manikcburid, the father-in-law of Dowlutcliund, 
that His IJiglinesfl the Gaekwar refjuired b) pur¬ 
chase some jewellery fin- liis approaching inurriago. 
Ny une.lc stmt me with the following articles:— 

“ One frontlet for the forehead, of iliauionds and 
pearls. 

** On(» necklace of dtamoTids anil pearls, rubies 
and (‘memlds. 

“ One pair of wristlets of diamonds. 

One pair of eurriugs of diiuuoiuls. 

“ One oriiamont fur turlmn of diamonds. 

“ I brought a great many oilu*r articdi^B of jewel- 
h*ry, but the alwive were approvi'd. Soon alV-er my 
arrival, Amichund*s son, Futtcchund, accompanksl 
me to the jialace, whore "tl^e reeeiveil orders to go to 
tht* Hugger Paga, whore the Ranee Sahcib was at 
that time. We then gave the jewellery specified to 
Seetaram, the Korkoou of the Maliurajab's Jaindar 
Kliano, for the? purpose of being valmnl, approved, 
&c. Soetanun entered the artieles thus obtoiiK'd in 
a book, and Fnttechuml and 1 returned home. 
During almut a month I kept going to Sectarain to 
atfic him if the jew<*ls were purchased. At lust 
Futtwjhnnd and 1, and plenty of others, jewellers, 
Were oallcil to th(^ Havelee to the. Maharajaly 
Hurriba Gaokwui', Bulwantrao Deo, Bulwantrao 
Ycsbwunt, Ac., were there. We received orders to 
go to the Jamdui* Khana, and Hurriba Gat)kwar 
uud the other jewellerK went, with us. There the 
wliole of the jewellery was shown. 1 stated tXio 
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valij|||o£ jewellery to be about 3 or 8^ laoe. On 
tbiH^urriba Gaekwar and Seetaram showed my 
jewellery to the other jewellers, and they estimated 
the value at about 2^ laos to 2,60,000. After this 
Bhaiohimd Wudpwn was called in by Hurriba 
Gktekwar, and after oonsultiun bun offered 
Rs. 2,71,799. Kti. 2,71,799-6-6. I then urged for ^.4 or 6,000 in 
’ addition, but they refused. Then tlie jewellm and 

others Uiero advised me to take this amount. 1 
accordingly told (^taram and Hurriba Qaekwar 
that I accepted It. They then credited the above 
amount to my name in the accounts of the Jamdar 
Khana, and told me to go hotpe, and that they 
would inform the Mabar^ah, and obtain the Fur* 
‘ Dees chit for payment and the signature of the 

Maharajah. A icw days after the chitH were made 
‘ out and signed by Ihc Mahai^tjah, and 1 produce 
copies of them. One is f)u Mouiklat ICooslal, of 
AhmeihtlMul (having a shop at Baroda), for 
Rs. 25,000 ; o]ie uu Chotilal Mauiklal, of Sinuur, 
who has a shop at Baroda, for Rs. 2,00,804-10-^ ; 
another on Gopulroo Myral, for Rs. 45,994-14-0. 
Tills after the marriage, and at. this time throe 

* In clmrge of His nighness’Jamdar months had passed. 1 wont to Seetaram* to ask 

for my chits. Seetaram told me to go to Wnssun* 

t In charge of the Sute Hank. as he was in authority. 1 did so, and 

WuHBUutrum Bhow told me that 1 could nol receive 
tlie full amount, deihandtid, but that I must take 
something less. L said either givi; me my 

jewels or pay me the full amount, its J could not 
take less than tlui amount, settled, such not lieing, 
the custom, and that 1. could not arguo tlie point 
with the Sirkor. Wussuutram Bliow told* mo that 
the jewels had lieen worn at the Ranee’s inarriage 
at a propitious tiiiiu, and that it was not possible to 
return them, neither could the amount Used 1 k« 
given for them. 1 was thim odvisod not to have 
any further altercation with Wussiintram Bhow 
alsmt the matter, and 1 returned to Ahmeduhad. 
i have receivt^J information tlmt Wussuntrum Bhow 
cashed His Highness’ orders and placed the money 
in the Goverumout Bank under his Hupcrintoiidonee, 
and the money has been carrying interest since 
IhaL time. AlKmt four or five mouths after tliis 


my uncle wroU^ to the Maharajah on iho subject, 
but no reply was received. He after this wrote 
once or twice again. At lost he sent a regialoi’ed 
letter, as {»er receipt attached, tinted the Jolh of 
Boptombor 1872. L produce a copy of this Uattfr. 
No reply was received to this letter, and my uncle 
again addressed a legistoroti lottei' to His Higliiuiss 
in March 1873. J produce the regisUa’ rtjcoipt and 
a copy of thtt letter addr^^d to llis Highness. W(« 
waitoilfot throe months,butfhaviug received nort^ply, 
my uncle addresst^d a thinl registeretl letter to His 
Highness on 1st July J873, us per receipt attached 
of that date. No reply was rtKMiivcd to tlmt ^so. 
I came here by my uncle's* order on 22Dd Deoom> 
Iht 1873, and the next day went with a letter 
addressed to the Dewuu’s house aiul made H over 
to.ltim, when he said that 1 should go to the Faiacc 
same <lay. 1 went lujcordiugly, »uid saw the 
Mahari^ah, in Durbar, where the mllowing jansouH 
were also prownt 

Dewan Saheb Khanvoikur, 

Hurriba Gaekwar, 

Guvindrow Mama, 

BB(NX>bhai Dayashunkui‘, 

Bulwuntrao Deo, 

Bulwuntrao Yeshwuut, 

and several others. X made over to the Maharajah 
my uncle’s letter to His Highness’ address, and 
placed Hs. 2 at His llighness* feet os a nuzzer. 
The Maharajah asked me whence I came, and 1. 
replied that 1 came lh>m Alunodabad, having Ihhui 
sent by ray uncle to receive certain money due by 
His Highness. Bulwuntrao Deo then opened tlie 
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letter aucl read it to the Mahariyah, who <lesiix)d mo 
to go to the Dowan. Tho same evening 1 went to 
the Dewan at his house, who told me to go to him 
again tho next morning, as he had not obtained His 
Highness’ instructions on tho subject. Muggun 
Mokum was with me at tlie time. I went to tho 
Dewaii’s house the next morning, when he told me 
to moot him at the palace. .1 did so, and solicited 
that the matter might bo soon disposed of, as I was 
put to much inconvenience. Tho Dewan then 
desired m(; to go to his house iu the evening. J 
went a(K:orcUiigly, ae.companicd l)y Moggnn Mokum,'n 
tlie man above rofeiTed to. The Dowan told me 
that if wc bad conlidonce in him that wc should 
agree to ’receive any sum that ho might flx, and 
8UggOHt(ul that I should procood to Ahmedahad, 
and ohtiiin my uncle’s coummt to refer the inattov 
to the Dewan’s aiiatrainent. I replied that my* 
iiiioJo wanted the full price fixed upon with interest, 
and that it was iisoIchh my going 'to Ahmedabod. 
Tho Dewan then took Muggun Mokum into n 
room, I remaining outside. The interview lasted 
for about 10 or 12 minutes, and Muggun came out, 
and wo took our IcJivo. On fhe road Muggun told 
me that the matter might Itu eoiupromiscHi for 2^ 
lacH of rupees, and that I should consult my uiielc. 

1 told him that I did not think that my uncle would 
accpjU. anything less iiian the full price with interest. 
Alsmt this time I rctpiesicd WusHantram Bhow 
while he was at th(' Halace to be so kind us tx) settle 
this matter, when lie said that 1 was lortunab'- that 
the matter was being considered; that 1 deserved 
to Ih) imprisoned because 1 did not como to terms. 

J replied that 1 was a llritish subject, and that iny 
(■Jovemment would look al't<T mo. 1 left Baroda 
for Ahmedabad three days after the Dussoru, i.c. 
on 2Htli Sc|)tembcr 1873, and related all that had 
jMissed to my uncle, wJio sai<l that- he could not 
H<i(tept nnyihing less than tht; full price, anddcsiriMl 
me to compiuin to the licsident. 1 arrived here 
yesKirdny nud saw Miigguu, to whom 1 hml noticed 
previously by letter that my uncle was not j>repare<l 
to accept the settlement oilcred. Muggun told me 
that he luul been to the ])alace, and iiientinm'd this 
TO Nann Saheb, who, he said, inquinsd of Shitaram 
and (Tiinputrow Athvahyn wliether wo ever asked 
for the ornaments P.) be returned to us, and learnt 
that we had doiu^ so, but us the oi'uauients had been 
used on the occasion of the marriage, tho Maliurajuli 
did nut like to 10111111 them.” 

I 'riie above having berm explained to Toracluind 
Vakatehund, is admitted by 1dm to be eorrecU 

(Sigiusl) R. PiiAVttB, 

Baroila, Htb ilay of October 1<S73. l^sidnnt. 

Muggun Mokum deposes ou solemn atiiriimtion 

Name Muggun, father’s name Mokum, caste 
Shravak Bauiu, aged 32 yiiurs, religion Jain, occu¬ 
pation iiumcy^ lender, I'csidcnt Ahmedabad, in 
Pathos’s Pole. 

“I bave dealings in Baroda, as 1 was supplying 
provisioits to Ills Highness tho Gackwar a few 
yeui’s ago. I came to Burodu about 20 <lays ago 
to sottle some accounts. Aliout a fortnight ago, 
on 23rd September 1873, Taroebuud, nephew 
of Dowlutchund, a jeweller of Ahmedabad, met mo 
in liaroda, and uskcii me to accompany him to the 
Louse of the Dewan, as lie was not well acquainted 
witii the cuslum of Baroda. I consented, and wo 
weiit to the Dewan Nana SahobV house in the 
evening. Tarachuud delivered to Nana Saheb a 
letter from his uncle Dowlutchuiid, and requested 
that the aniouut due to the la'tter for jewels sold to 
HUi Highness the Mabanyah might be paid. Tara- 
chpnd was desired by* Nana 8aheb to go to tho 
pajkice the next day with tho letter he had brought 



NameB of ClaimBntii, &c. 
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from unolo Dowluf43liaDd to tbo address of His 
Highness the Maharajah. The next day I accom- 
jiauied Tarachund to the pslaco. Tarachund went 
to tbo Moharajali; I remained outside. Tarachund 
i^tarued shortly and told me that he had l)eon 
ordei'ed by the Maharajah to go to the Hewan. The 
same evening I and Tarachund went to the l!>ewaQ’fl 
house. The Dowan desired Tarachund to meet 
him the next day at the paliic('. We did so, but 
the Dewan said that we shcnild go to his house the 
next day. We wont accordingly, when the Howau 
desired Tai'achund to obtain authority from his 
uncle U) accept any settlement th^| he, the De\ran, 
should propose. Toi'ftchund replied that his uncle 
would not accept unythiug less than the full price 
with intomst, mid that it was useless his going to 
Ahmodubod to obtain tlic authority suggested. I 
was then taken by the Dtiwan into a room, and was 
told that lie would have the inatter compromised 
for 2^ lacs, and that I should suggest to Tarachund 
to go to Ahmedabad, iind induce his undo to accept 
the compromise. We tlnui left the Dewan’s house, 
and on tjie roiul 1 informed Turmdiund of what the 
iJewan had told me. Tmacbimd then left for 
Ahmedabad. Four or five days subsequently 
THva<diuml sent a man to mu with a letter stating 
that Ills uncle would not t;ikc anything less tlmii 
the full price with iutcresi, aqd that he would not- 
agrc(' to the coTnpromim; proposed. The isame day 
I wont to the ]3ewan*s liouse with the man who had 
brought 'J'urachund’s letter andiold him what Taru* 
chuiul hud written. Tho Dewan replied that ho * 
wouhl Hfioak to tho Maharajah and lot mo* know. 
Two or three days subsequently I went to the 
.Tamdarkuna for some private business. The 
Do wan was then th(M'e, and, on seeing me, ho sent 
ibr (lunpulroo Atliwalya and asked him to relate 
the circumstaucus under which the price of Dow- 
Inbdiiind’s jewels had remained unpaid. Gunputnto 
Biiid that Duwlutchund wanted the price that had 
Ih'cu hxed at tho time of sahi in Shitaium’s time ; 
tliut subsequently Wiisauntrsm Uhow ha<l tho*ornu- 
meuts priced, and that he wishes to pay tht^ r«iduc6d 
price so fixed. The Dowuu then asked me why 
DowUitchund would not receive the price fixed by 
Wussuntrum Dhow. I replied that it was usual for 
iiH'ixhants to receive the jirice flxeil at the time of 
(hu bargain; that when WussuiitramBhow offered 
th('reduced jiriox' Dowhitchund requested that his 
oniamouts might, be returned, but that they wore 
> not returned; when (juuputroo replied timtas the 

ornaments had lieen used ou the propitious occasion 
of tbo mavriHge, the Maharajah refused to return 
them. Xlie Dowan then caade mu tlie following 
throe proposals: 

** 1. That two jewtdlcrs of Ahmedabad ami two of 
Bnroda should now value the ornaments, and that 
Dowlntehuud should rc^ceive llio price that they 
may fix. luiorest to be paid ou tho price oxctqit 
for tho first 12 hiontlis. 

2. That Dowlutchund should receive biwk his 
ornamcnt.s, and that the Mahan^ah would |Miy for 
any reasoiiablo loss that Dowlutchund may have 
.sustained in conscipionco of his not having tho 
ornamouts in his jKisscssiou during the time that 
they remained with the Midiurajtdi. 

3. Thai Dowlutchund should agi'ee to receive 
tho amount tliat the Durbar may fix in full sntisfiic- 
tion of his claim. 

“ The Dowan also got thofio proposals rccorderl 
on paper, which was made over to Guiiputrao 
Athwalya. 

** I told the Dowan that 1 would send for the jewel¬ 
ler Dowlutcliund’s nephew, Tarachund, by a tele- 
gnm. The same day I sent a telegram accordiugly* 
next day Taraohuod come to Baroda, when 1 
informed him of what the Dewan hi«d proposfd to 









NamM of Obiteantt, fte. 


CJfuc of Mu^oul>iU4lTukumehund, of<Ah- 
xuudabtid. Claims lmluiu;i! nlill tino on 
aecouMt of jemds solil in 1871 in IIIh 
H ighno8H Mulhurrao (lackwar, on tlie 
oecusion of his nMn'iogo. 


Value fixed on Die jewcds at the time 
of sale, for which a Tt3<.*eipt was taken, 
lie. 11,91,047-15-3. 

Part paid to the firm of Bhaichund, 
Bs. 6,62,259-4-6. 

Due, Bs. 5,28,788-10-9. 



The following receipt was obtained 
Gaekwar Govornmfe'nt from 
nhnnd Wuradlunan on ladialf of 
unlal Hakumchundy an preparatory 
he payrnHiit of the Bn. 11 91,047>-v| 


Oenerol 0TcaiutBneoi of aaoh Case. 

me. lie did not at all entertain any of the propo¬ 
sals, and stated that bo would complain to the Rosi- 
dent> This is oil I know in the case." 

Thu above Iwviug ;beun interpreted to Muggun 
Mokuin, is acknowledged by him to be correct. 

(Signed) R. PnaYKE, 
Dated at Baroda, this 9th Resident, 

day of Octolior 1873. 


TiiANSLA’iioN i>f Dukbau Yai), No. 2596, dated the 
5t.h December 1873. 

1 hav(i roccivtid the KeNulcncy Yad, No. 2421, 
datod the 11th October 1873, with tegard to thr 
jewels purchased Irom jeweller Dowlutohund, ol 
Ahmudabad, on the occasion of my marriage; with 
regard to it I have to state os follows:— 

On tlxu occasion of my muriiagc a qmuitity of 
jewoln was jamdiahud, aud on tliat ocCHsiou onm- 
meiits were purdiamtd from jeweller Dowlutehiind. 
Dowliit<huiid demands that ho may be given the 
HUiix at which the ornumoutu wore then vntued, and 
wliicli was Uiketi in liiK name from the Government 
' shop ; but tile ornamc'UtH did not properly come up 
to the value stated, and when 1 understood tliat 
they were of less value, 1 said that the value should 
In; truly fixed again; and on so making the valua¬ 
tion, Dowiiildiund’s oriiamoiiis arc found to bo of 
less value, in the same way as the ornament-s of other 
jewellurs. Tiic other jewellers received the amount 
iu:eorttingl)', but Oowlntclnind did not. If lie was 
not willing to rceiuve the truly fixeil price 
should have taken buck his orriameuts. The per¬ 
son who has made statement on his behalf in the 
liuKideucy states, that although request was mmte 
for tJie orinuucnts to l>e rotnrued, the reply made 
was that as they liiul lieen Used on an aus]>icious 
wcasion they would not be returned; hut if he 
rceoiviid a reply out and out, lie ought to have made 
a reprctscnlatiou to us. and we would linvit eansod 
the ornaments to l>o returned. When recimtly In* 
made it |jutition a few ilays ago, we at oneii [minted 
out two W'jiys to him: 1st, thul he should riicoivc 
the [irice in the same way tliat the othurs did, or to 
t'ceoivo Imek the ornuiuents. It is not the busincKfl 
of the Residency to ask that more than the rod 
value of articles should be paid ; aii<l, justly 
speaking, it is not luMicssary (for the Resident) to 
inlorfero in this case. This is written for your in¬ 
formation. « 

Dated otii December IH73. 

In this ease the British firm at Ahmedalnwl trades al. 
Baroda through liie Bansla firm of Bhaieiiuiid 
Witnulhmaii, from w'bom a receijit for the full valuer 
of the joweis was taken by the Gaekwar Govorn- 
un'iit ; but to whuiii about 5 hu:K and 28,000 rupees 
wcu'c shorl [laid. A eo[>y of this rccoi[>t is pro- 
dueeil, signed on behalf of the British finu. 

Statement of Mohnrilal Muggunbhai, aged 21, 
caste Slirawuk Bmioyu, residciicu Ahmodabad, oc¬ 
cupation j(!weJler and liuuker, on Hoioinn affirma¬ 
tion :— 

*‘My father, Muggunlal ilukkumchund, is the 
head of the firm of Oomaidchund Hukkumchuud, 
whicli is estAbiisbud at Ahinud^ad. Wo trade at 
Barjbda under tiic name of Mugunlal Hukkumchuud 
tbr(|iigh Bhaichund W'urdhniua, also Oumudlobund 
Uulto^iug and Gopalrao Myral. 

*^)tiliort)y tiefon* the time of Jl. il. ulharmo*H 
maiS'iuge, 1871, we i-ecoivcd iutolligence tliat a largo 
imii^ber of jewels were ieauu*cd, Shetaram, the 
Jaildai' Ktuiular ui‘ II. H. the Gaekwar, applied to 
Bh^chuod to jirocure some; but as Bhoiebund’s 
hoiiao had only roceutiy been released from attaoh- 
mei^, lie was not in a positiou to moot u large 




Ho. 


Usmes of 0 aiBUUiti 4 &o. 


To SBRiHvirr Ssbkaa Sahbb. 

The followiii;; ih tho humblo petition 
of your obedieht semnt. Mogunlall* 
FTakumchand, jeweller of Abmcdftbftd: 

“Omamonts.of peni'ls, &c., wore pur- 
ehttsed by the Sirkfti* from the JewellerR 
for himself, and for Her Highness the 
Ranee Snlieb. On this occasion I sold 
certain ornamenta of pearls, &c., through 
Gopalnu) Myral, by the hand of jowclh^ 
Bhaidmnd Wuradhman. A memonvn- 
<lum sliowing the ornaments so ]>ur- 
chosod wjis made over by Ihe Kamdoi* 
of the jowollory depjirt-nicnt to the Fnd- 
navisli, in order that cliits for their 
valuo mightbeprepared. C’hils were pre¬ 
pared accordingly, the amount of M'hich 
I was to receive from the Pnrukhs. In 
iluj meantime some diderniee nrose, and 
couswiuently the amount of the said 
chits was credited in Ihe Govcinmiint 
Hank <udh5d Mulhar Ishwnr ; but now 
the above diflen'iie^* has been HcttUwl, 
and the ninonnt which (he Sirkar now 
lo ni(! through the Govcrnnieut 
Hank culled Mulhar Jshwar, either in 
cash or by meaiis of orders on other 
bunks, is ns follows 


Uh. A. l\ 

ll,87,9'.»7 r. :i 


a,059 a 0 




Oniamcnts (icliiiiying to 
niym;lf which T hart 
crodited to iny own 
nniue, iiurt for which 
chitK hori born jirc- 
iwirccl iij my name— 
miH)nni recvlvi'il jic- 
*c«>rdingly. 

My rtrnunieuts were at 
the house of (lOfialruo 
Myrul Pitrukli. 1 bad 
these oriwum-uts erv- 
liiti'rt to ]iis Uiinu'; 
the chit for thciu its in 
Ilia iminc, and I am lo 
get it on bis belmlf 
(This is the Hinomit of 
tbut chit.) 

TotJil. 


“ In this way 1 havetluly reeeivetllhe 
.sum of vu^M»es ehwefi lacs nim*(y-i>ne 
thotisaml jiinl Ibrfy-sevtMt, aiiinis lii'loen, 
iNid pies ihree, givtui to inti. 1 have iiow 
no dispiili' whatever with Ihe Sirkar 
about the transjujtiou eonni-ettiil with 
tb<5 marriage occasion. I have passed 
this reeiupt willingly niul wltile in the 
j)osst*ssiou of my senst's by the haml of 
jtweller Hhaicbiind Wurndhmnn, and J 
ailfuit. it as true.—I)at4‘d AsIumI Sood 
I4t!i, Suinvut 1928, Saturday. 1 have 
paid no brils* whatever to th<‘ Karkoon 
or Kaiudars through whom the dispute 
ivIkiuI the ornamotits was arranged and 
tlii^ ainunnt. settlwl, reeeivt^d. 'fhis 
lK‘iiig th(4 ease, if' on information being 
convcytsl to the Sirkar, the lath'V punish 
ini«, I Hhall acquiesce in the punishmout-.” 
—Pat^al as above. Signature in tlu; 
Guzerati character in the name ofMu- 
gonlall Hukunchund by the hand of 
Hhaichund Wuiadhman. 


V ^ 
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order. He therefore sent won! to me and others to 
supply some. 

** 1 came to Baroda with somo ornaments—some 1 
procured from Bombay. 1 also redeemed Bs. 65,000 
worth of jewels, which my firm bid tnoTtgaged*to 
Goimlrao Myral; altogether L collected about 17 
lacs of rupees worth, of which about 12 lacs worth 
were selected by H. H. Mulharrao hinwelf for pur¬ 
chase, and- orders wore given to the Government 
Kamdar, Sbotai'am, accordingly. Tlie price was 
fixed by Shotaram in the preserice of several jowelku'S 
at Ks. 11,91,047—15*-d. Hurrilia and two or three 
other kumdars were present >it time. In addi¬ 
tion to the ida>ve, Rs. .595 worth of biucolct^ were 
kept on the cofiditiou tliat if required they would 
he iududod and [>ai(i fur. 'J'liese ornamcnilK liave 
not Imoii returned, and they agree to pay the price; 
hut with rc^ml u> tlm huger amount, I left for 
AhiiK'dabod and roqiiesUMl Shotaram to pay the 
amount to Go]mlra(» Myral, through whom W(^ hwl 
sold tho oruoincuts to the Maharajah, and T also 
r(‘questod (hat BhaichundV receipt luiglU be 
accepted for the amount on my behalf. For this 
business w<? contracted a debt with Gopalrao Myral 
of Hh, 1,89,834-12-0, and wo requested Gopalrao 
Myral to take this aniount and juiy the buUuicu 
over to Bhaichuiid V\'ui*Hdliman ou our account. 
Hhaicliund was also rcquesto^l to remit tht'. bahiiice 
to us at Ahincdahiid. The chits were prepared and 
signed by the Maharajah. They were on 14<lif- 
ferent bunks. Wiissunlrani Hhow, the new Jaine- 
dar, took the chits fitmi tho h'uniff!S. Ih* cashed' 
them and credited tfio amount in the new Govoru- 
ineiit Bank at Baroda. ealksl * Mulhar Ishwnr.’ 
lleariiig of this we wrote two or three times to 
Bhaichuiid Wuradhmmi to speak to the Muhnmjah 
about our being paid. Tho Maharajah referriHl 
Bbaichund to Wussimtrnm Bhow, and Wussuu- 
l.raiu Bhow tuak a rracipl fm’ the full amenmi 
(//#. 11,.9I,()47—1 o-JJ) from Tihuichuud WvradJi- 
mouiv our nuuiv i Mi.v was on \st July \ 

produced a copy of this receipt. Eight- tlays sub- 
seqneul-ly Wussuntram Bhow hml Rs. 6,62,2.59-4-6 
paitl to Gopalrao Myral on our account in part-pay¬ 
ment. and said to Bhaichunil Wuradlitnan* that he 
woulil have- the bihuicc jiuid up afU'nvanls. On the 
same date Gojialrao Myral paid Us. 4,72,424-8-G to 
Bliaiehuud Wurndhmuii, the balancoofUs. 1,89,834- 
12-0 being kept, by Gopalnu) in liquidation of t|je 
dehl- due by us to him. Bhuielmud wrote to us and 
informed us of the abovts we wroU‘. to him in rejdy 
tbal. the whole of the amount iiii<> by the Gaekwui’ 
may 1 m^ obtained and remitted to us. Bhaichuml 
wrote baak to say that !i9 demanded the iMiiance 
from Wussuntram Bhow, hot that ihe latter refused 
to |aiy. Wo requcst-etl Bhaicliuud to get the bnlan<;e, 
but. he 1ms not as yet done so. Tho amount of 
K.S 4,72,424-8-6 is still in •d<‘po.sit wddi him. We 
nmdt* no application to the Mabaraiaii or to any 
other authority,'a* such courst' would enrage the 
J)url)ur HgniiiKt Bhaichuiid, wbo is my father’s 
fatlicr-iu-law, and he might be deceived. I now 
piay (hat the lialanco with interest may Ih) oj'doitHl 
to be paid by the Gatikwar Government.” 

(Signed) M uouonjuioy. 

The abovt' having liecu read and explained to 
the said Mohuulall, is acknowledged by biin to be 
correct. 

(Signed) R. PiiavitK, 
Baroda, 7th Novemtior 1873. Resident. 


Should the ovidonce now adduced in this and 
other CHsea of a commercial charactor be proved to 
be true after full inquiry, it is submitted that a close 
ally of the British Goverooieut, such as the Gaek- 

A 


Ko. Moiaoi of ClabmuitB* &c. 



I 


I 

t j Cawt> (»l' Ani^uiWiai liHin^Uoro, llriUrtli 
subject, >innkor oF Hui odo, AliiranlulM^l, 
and llomlni)', rcHitlinf; laiiicipaliy in 
Jioinliny ninco the yt^ar 1809. 

Cliiimn nsstoratum of CH''h 
! * nial jowfls seizKJl by tlie 
OhoRwui' (lOvoniDJcat 
ill luK lumsc (It Jbmxlu, 

j fstimatfil vnlui* - - iK»,7r»n 0 0 

I Al(*() ooiapenwilion for 

I loiot of I'i'edit uud buiik- 

I ini' profit^ for ulajul 

: live }Oiirt(» oviiig to (ho 

unjust htoppage of his 
]tuHlu(-s» utuichinoui 74,r»oo 0 n 

Total Ks. I.Jij/J.'lO 0 a 
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war in, cannot treat British merebants and bankers, 
as f^t forth in thin and othtt cases, without en> 
daggering the friendliness of the relations between 
the two States. Moreover, it would appear that the 
proceedings of the commercial department of tlie 
administration of the Gaekwar State throw light 
upon the evidence brought forward elsewhere os to 
tiie character of the agreements in the Rtivonue I)e> 
partment, and the confessions, ruzinamahs, primd 
facie cases, dC'C., in the Police and Judicial r^psrt’ 
inentK as bond fide n^sords of actual facts in such 
transactions. 

It was a Baroda subject, Bhaichund Jowere, who 
in this instance signed for the Ahmedahad firm, a 
subject who, owing to oxtensm' monetary trans¬ 
actions with the Gaekwar Stab;, is alleged to be 
entirfdy under their power. It will be also observed 
that all these transactions occurred at the very outset 
oi' the present Gaekwar’s reign, and consequently 
tin; mercantile and other classes who have snfieretl 
so deeply at His Highness Mnlharrao*s hands were 
not aware of the risk they run in making over pro¬ 
perty of inin»ense value to the persons named in thewi 
]>roceedings J hence is submitted the necessity for 
protecting our tnei*f«^ntilc interests in sneh t;xtrn- 
ordijinry ejvscs. 

Anithahbui Uuuehode, banker of Ahmcslabacl, Bnroda, 
and Bombay, has submitted a petition to the Resident, 
in which he s1.at<?s his case against Iht* presciiit 
GiM'kwnr Government as follows :— 

That his father died in Snmvut 1014, leaving a 
young widow named Bai Mankoo, for whom provi¬ 
sion was nunle nut of tin; erstah; aecording to the 
custom prevailing in the caste \ hut in 1920 tin; 
said widow su«;d petitioner for half the property, 
4'Htimatcd at a Im; of rujM‘(‘s, whieh was awanled to 
h(‘r. Piditioner appi'aled to His Highness Khnn- 
<lerno against thi; decisiou of the Civil Court in this 
<yisc, and His Highm*ss accordingly (‘4m(*ell(‘<i the 
award and orderctl a. fresh inquiry to t^kc phn-e. 
This inquiry did not take jdacj* as promised; jui 
the eontrary, in Suuuut 1924 jietitioner was thrown 
into prison, wndRs. .15,158-8-^) worth of ornaments 
were seized by the Gaekwar oOie.ials by breaking 
open his li(;»use. Four infmths afterwards lie was 
ndeasod; Igil Ids bouse and banking business were 
still k(‘pt undtT attaclintent, notwithstanding the 
fac't that his Ahim'dfdwd partners it'cqueni 

ap])lications for its release. 

He tlien went to Bomliay to seek for redress, and 
iluring his absence, his property, to the amount of 
Rs. 25,691-8-9 was taken from his firm in Baroda 
by means of “ Mohsuls.” Thus in all a sum of 
Us. 60,750-0-9 was taken from him. 

In 1925 HislIighm^ssKhujidoroo visitfd BomUiy, 
where, nfl.(;r lu‘aring petitioner’s OAse, His Highn<>ss 
promisisl him n;di*ess if he rctumetl to Baroda, 
whicii he did ;-aiid the acting Minister, LimImjfH'. 
I Dmla, oi'd(‘rcd the wlioh; of the ornaments and cash 
\ taken to la‘ restoml, and tin; attachment on his house 
I and business removed. • 

{ Unfortunately His Highness Kbunderao died hi4bn‘ 

! aifetJt was given to this order ; the ornamonls tluire- 
forc' remained in charge of the Senautty for some 
* time. Xdnl)ajco Dada, the acting Ministor, brought 
the circumstances to the notice of His Higimess M ul- 
i harao (^ai*kwar soon after his accession; and His 
i Iligliu^H (the jietitioner not lioing in Baroda at the 
' time) ordered the property to lie made over to bis 
, |Oomaatas, Bhugwan Madoo and Ilurri Vullub 
. povind,in 1927, with orders to place the whole of 
1 |t in the petitioner’s house, the attachment on which 
(yvas to ho removed os soon os £ho petitioner Amtlia- 
hbai returned to Baroda from Bombay. 

On his return to Bm’oda shortly after, viz., on 
Fagun Sbood 3rd, Sumvut 1927, he presented a pe- 
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tition to Hitt Highoeas to reatoro Ms prdp^rty and 
rcinore the atta^ment. The latter was not ramored 
until 1929| and then only at the request of the fiasl- 
dent; but the property, amounting to Be. €0 J90-0^ 
In v^e, has not yet Wn restored as Promised 
l)Othby His Highnetw Khnnderao and HIh iilghDesa 
Mulharrao. 

Amoumd; the ornamentR which we still in posses* 
sion of His Highness Mutharao, a portion has been 
mortgaged to the petitioner’s firm by difierent persons, 
who are now anxious to redeem their property. 

l^etitioncr reproaonts that the loss of credit, bank* 
ing profits, &c., which he has ttistaiiied Wweon 
1924 and the }at1|pr part of 1929 by the arMtrary 
stoppage of his business in five shops at Baroda and 
with partners at Bombay and Ahmedabad, 
amounts to alx)ut Bs. 74,500, which he claims as 
eom{>ODHatiou front the Goekwar Government over 
and above the lis. 60,750-0-9 worth of actual 
proimrty seized by Governiimnt officials. Ho has 
been a British subiect since September 1869, a corti- 
, ficate to which effect he holds from the Senior 

Magistrate of roUce, Bomltay. 

SccoihI claim againjiit tho Gackwur Amthabhai and Ms partner Goverdhun are also 
(joverTitneiii, amounting to Rs. 13,tK)0, partners hi the Bombay firm of ClnmanbhaiManiklal, 
i'or loss sustained owing to the unjust in which honsriBnlwiintraoRoholkiir sometime ago 

atl4m}ifiient of the liousi* and business of deposited lls. 70,(X)l, at interest, a receipt for which 

Govurdhun Ilurgovundass, the. jmiiner amount had boon duly puswxl to him by the firm. 

<»i‘ Autliahhui. Early in the j)rost>nt year, His Highn€»«s Maba* 

riyah Mulharrao demanded the surrentler of this 
nmoiint by this firm, in reply to which the petitionera 
promised to pay the said Rs. 70,000 if n receipt for 
the same were furnished to them from B5holkur 
himself. In (Hinscqnence of their having ma<lc this 
reasonable n^iuest their shop and house were at 
once seized, tboir business stopped, and Govurdhuo’s 
fuinily was at first turned out m the house, but was 
u£l(*rwards allowed the usei of one room. Petitioners 
wore themselves alisimt in Bombay, but their Goo* 
iimsUis wore imprisoned. 

’ ()n this ensc In-ing i‘eporte<l to the pn’csent Resident., 

aljout April this yoarj tho*Ministl>r was movini to 
obtain the rfeeipt by the firm to Roholktu*, which 
was done ; upon which thelhimbay firm immiNluttoly 
paid the Us. 70,000 to the Baroila State, which it is 
submitted they could nut have done in the maimei’ 
iirhitTarily dcinandoil by the Gackwar without gun¬ 
ning the risk of having to pay the amount a second 
time to lioliolkuv himself, had he l>een allowtMl Ijp 
rctmn the original rta^cipt.* 

Petitioners, therefore, artlimit that, os tliey coni- 
mitt4!d no fault whatover in this matter, they ju*e 
ontitlixl to comiiensation fijjjpi the Gaokwar Gov<!rn- 
menl for l4io unjust stoppage of their business, &c., 
ns d4>scrihed above, the damngo snstaincul being 
('stimnted by them at Rs. 13,300. 

The iMwe of the ol<l-ogUhliBhe<l firm of It is subimtted that the same arguments used witli 

IIunH4 Blniglco, No. 37 of. Schedule II., regard to the previous ihreoca^es of this Schediilc, 

is Huhmitted as affording eviihmcc of the setting forth the m^ecAsity that exists under the 

insecurity of bankers at Barotla under present system (vF julministratlon for protecting the 

the present administration, iiiterestB of British subjects, banking ami tradiug 

* with Baroda, are applicable to the eases of Amtha* 

Idiai Uimchore and Ins jiartiier Govunlhun, heroin 
described. Under a propt»r system of Government 
no such oxtraortlfnary measures would be requisite; 
indeed, as a rule, Native I^rinces arc mastiparticulav 
in protecting the commercial and banking interests 
within their res|»octive spheres of power, and there* 
fore the cAse of Baroda is exceptional, ami attribu* 
table to the alleged ai%chjr that now prevails. 

Oww of Balwuntrao Gunesh, Muhadeorao The services rendered to th*) Gaekwar State by the 
Gunetth, Bumchunder Guneeh, the sons lato Dewan Gunesh Sndashiv were of the most dis- 
of Guneoh Sudashiv, late Ministor of tinguished character for a number of ywirs, extend- 

Goekwar State, fnxik the time of ing trimi the time of Syajuerao to Sumvnt 1918 

Maharali^ Sva^cNsrao to X861. (1861). 

In acknowledgment thereof a Sapad was granted 
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to him ID the year 1915 (aji, 1958), in vhi^ His 
Highness Khunderao statM that in conaequ^ce of 
tlie DewonV good tiervices generally during his 
tenure of office, more cf^ially m t&e year ^ the 
mutinies (1867), when jpe was mainly instromental 
in olitmning the reiBi4||ion of a permanent* expen* 
diture of 8 lacs of rupees por annum, iirhi<^ the 
Gackwar State was bound by treaty‘to pay ibr the 
maintenance of the Gujrat horse ni Ahxne^bad. 

It is, moreover, recorded in the same Sanad to 
the honour and credit of the said Minister, that in 
consequence of the indebtedness of tho (Hekwar 
State he declined to accept the salary of Bs. 80,000 
peii^ annum due to him. 

Accordingly in Sumvut 1915 (a.d. 1858) <u) 
inam village namod Dawut, whose annual value at 
tliat time was Ks. 10,000, was ordered His 
Highness Khunderao to bo given to him, his heirs 
and successors, for over ; and it was specified in the' 
Sanod that, whether the revenue thereof fall or 
increase, the fiuctiiations shall be yours, and you 
ond your posterity shall enjoy of the vill^e uninter* 
rupt4dly. 

A reference having bet^n made to tho Government 
of India te guarantG<> these proceedings of His 
Highness the Gaekwai’, owing to the nature of the 
services rendered by Gunesh Sudashiv, Earl Can* 
niug wrote in nqdy to His Highness Khunderao on 
the 6th February I860, “lhat to do so would show 
that there was u doubt of your sincerity; and 1 trust 
fully that when tho Gackwar Government makes a 
“ grant of its own will (Ae fact ift iUelf a guarnn- 

“ tee for its eontinuanev, hccatige whatever Your 
Highness has ever given cannot taken back*' 
This decision of the Right Honourable the Governor 
General was <^omrimuicatctl to Gunosli Sudashiv 
the Resident, Sir R. Shttkospenr, in a highly compli¬ 
mentary letter, dated 1st May 1860, No. 882, to the 
address of the Durlmr. Thus every possible means 
was adopted to tSHirurc! the Inam in question to 
Gunesh Sudashiv and his posterity, whether the 
revenue fell or increased. 

There is a clause in t lie Sanad above referrt'd to, 
w1u(‘h, referring to the grant of t he Inam, wvys, “ lest 
** auyuiK^ 1 h! jealous of you by reason of the aliove 
“ j*ngngcnMUit, wo havt'i given you tho pledge of the 
** Rritisli Resident, for tlie continuancti of the Iiuuu 
“ on the above terms." 

Not long after the n*eeipi t»f Earl Cnnning^s loiter, 
symptoms of the Jealousy just referred to manifested 
themsidvm ; rumours and hints of bribery, <fec. came 
into (urcnlatioD, and the result was not tho confisca* 
tkiu of the recently-granted Jagheer, or an op(m 
tthuouncoment on the part of tlm Gaekwar of his 
belief in tlie accusations brought against Gunesh 
Sudashiv, but tlie exaction of a Nazerana of 8 lacs 
of rupees from the maligned Minister and his retire- 
ident from office. 

Thus the faults of tho Minister, if any, wore 
condoned by the payment of this Naserana. 

I Within five years from this time, viz., 1922, the 
o|d man died, and his a6ns succeeded to the estate, 




to it was called in question by His Highness Khun¬ 
derao, ou tho ,groand ,that the grantee, Gunesh 
^idashiv, had tkken advantage of his posliion as 
I^ewan to have a village named in the Sahad as 
^orth only R«. 10,000, when in reality itwas woi'th 
24,000; and, consequently, that all revenue in 
^kpess of the former amount wonM .lapse to the 
(|aekwar State. [ 

i’ The sbne appe^ed to the Besident (Colonel Bair), 
i^ho pointed out to lit s Highness Khunderao that 
Sb had himself granted tlm estate in perpetuity, 
md hod esp^illy provided for die probamlity of 
^ increaso in valuot i&d, eonaequenify, t^t la 
anticipated, the combii^ effects of the intro^ction 
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TUe TiUngo of'Dawnt being a tTughocr 
given to the kto Gunosh Sudnshiv, but 
under attaehmont einco having 

i>een by an order of tho^ir Soobu, No. 
1072, dated Ma^Sudh l^Suinvuil'927| 
restoind the revonuoi thei'oof as real^Boil 
for the 'year 1927, should be refunded 
to ‘Bulvuntrao ^fadhowrao and Barn* 
ehnndra Guuesh, as follows 
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of tho railway, nine yoars’ good management and 
outlay on the property, and the introductien of a 
higher rate of asHeasmont than previonsly, had more 
than doubled the value of the Jagbeor. 

With reiuronoo, moreover, to ^ aftsertion of tho 
Durbar, that Guneith Sudatihiv had taken advantage 
of his }>oflUioD to select a village worth more than 
tiu* Ks. 10,000 mentioned in the Sanad, tho ovidouce 
of tho village accounts wan appealed to, as proving 
that tliere was no foundation whatever tor this 
asbcrtion. On tho contrary, that tiio increase in 
value that liad taken placu was fairly attributable 
to the causes already stated abov& Kxtract of tho 
accounts is given in tho margin, iroin 1893 to 1914, 
the year precedilig the grant of tho village in Inum 
to GuBesh Sudsfihiv. 

It Appears h'om this document that for the first 
17 yeaTK, during which the \ iliage was nudoi' the 
Kuinavi84lurB, the average mceipte were Rs. G,9G9 
))or aumiin. During the next four years it was given 
in iniim to ihc Gaek wain's relative, Dada Sahob, at tho 
nite of Us. 9,o00 per annum. In the year 1914 (that 
pre(>ediug Ihegi'ant) the village was farmed out, and 
under thai system Its. 12,730 was paid for it. Tho 
a\erago receipts uf tlie seven years proceding the 
gnmt wore Ks. 10,134. During the four years 1906 
tu9, whouBhowTambekur wnbMiiii8tor,and Gtmesh 
Su(lasliiv liud iiotlLiug to do with the village, the 
average receipts were Us. 8,040 per annum. 

Unless, tliereibro, these accounts are lalHO,—aud 
should such 1)0 asserted, the originals shouid be 
produced, ~ it appears clear Uiat, ui the time oP 
making tho gi'aut, the (tond^de value of the village 
was Its. 10,000, as iiaai4Ml in tiio Suuud; and, 
consequently, that thoi*o are no grounds wiiatever 
for confiscating the viliogo iuv the reasons set forth 
by tiic Durbar. This ohaigu was net put forth 
win'll the three lacs of rupees were demanded on 
account of alleged bribes taken by the Minister. 
It is uii afterthought, odoptod apparently with the 
diioct Intention of breaking tlie ^leuiii promise 
made in the Sauad, confirmed hy Resident, and 
alluded to iB such strong terms in His Excellency 
thi Viceroy and Governor General’s letter of the 
Gth February I860, altove qnoted. 

It would appear from tlic Annual Administration 
Iti'port of tlie year 1871, that the Resident, Colonel 
Ban', had sottlod this case with tlio present Golkwar 
in favour ol the sons of Quuosh Sudasiv, it being 
stated in the 24th iiarugraph as follows:— ' 

lie (His Uigliiicss Mmharrao) has also rosioied 
to the SODS of Guiiesh Sudasiv the villiq^ of Dawut, 
conferred upon that Minister for eminent services 
during t^e Indian mutiuyr* * * « This village 
of Dawut was resumed by the late Gaekwar ou the 
jMvtozt that it was very much more valuable than 
shown in the deed of grant. • But the 

Gaekwar Kbunderao was. reminded that in the 
suuud, although u value was named for the village, 
it wte idso declared to have been confcn'cd for ever, 
be the iiioome dorii'ed Ironi it more or less.** 

Paragraph 28. Tlie sons uf Gunesh Sudashiv, 
howovur, had nu influence at Court, and so Uie late 
Gaekwai* (Khuuderao) could not be induced to con* 
titino tho village to them. It is very crcditaldo to 
tho present Gaekwar that he lias acted thus fairly 
towards the ihmily, and tho more ho, because lie hod 
nothing to do with tho original grant to theii* fkther.” 

This was ratified by the oiuoiol order quoted in 
tho maigin. 

Tho Jagheer had been junder sequestration for 
throe years, vis., irom 1924 to 1926, both inclusive. 
The income for those three years amounted to Ks. 
73,200-13-0, out of which amount His Highness 
Mulharrao exacted a Nascrana uf Rs. 43,200-13-0, 
and gave tho balance of Rs. 30,000 at Rs. 10,000 
per annum to the Jsgheordars. 
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Cane of Snkha Walinla, of NuMra^ in 
Nowaari. 
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From this it appears that lUs Highness Mnlhaiv 
rao’s restoration of the rights of the Jagbeerduv 
has not been so complete as Colonel Barr believod 
His Highness had promised. It is trno that the 
village was restored, and the portion of the revenues 
for 1927 that had b€!e%|ealued by the Durbar re¬ 
funded, in apparent perfoimanoe of the promise 
made to Colonel Barr, and in just recognition of 
the provisions of the ^riad, but at the beginning of 
the present ycai', about tho time of Colonel Barr’s 
death, the petitioners were alanued by the Joghoer 
being again sequostxated ; and their prayer now is 
that tlio hand fide promises of their holding tho 
vill^o in perpetuity, as set forth in the Sanad, may 
be lecurad to them, and the village be again made 
over to their charge. 

The father of the petitionors, Gunesh Sudashtv, 
received a village in Inain from tho British Govern- 
niont (which the petitioners still enjoy) on account 
of the distinguistuu! ami valuable sorvicoH which ho 
performetl for the British Government, os well as 
for his own State, during the mutinies. 


The fttctK of the case will suHiciently appear from the 
following .Htatemont made by Sakha Wuhala, and 
tlie yad uddi’CHsoii by the Resident to the Durbar, 
No. 2395, dated 7th October 1878 

Sooka Walla Chowdi'ee, oi‘ Nuldra, in Nowsari, 
stHtea us follows :— 

** 1 hold an eight-aimu sboi'c in the village of 
Nuldra, oi’ the value of about Rs. 7,000 per annum. 
In Sumvut 1922, 1 and some other shareholdei's in 
the village bori'owed tho sum of Us. 10,000 from 
Dwarkatlaas Lulloobhai, tlie manager of the drm of 
Warusdass Wittuldass, in Surat, and a bond was 
excMtutcd. 1 have iio copy of that bond; the monejjj 
wuH Itorrowed to clear oil'old dehtH| aud to meet tlm 
cxpeiisu)!i oi' a dispute that was going on between 
the .Mharcirs and one ifugga Amrn. One Koovcijeo 
Doolub was at that time fanner of tlie Mahals of 
Uutapui' and Bissunpur, in Niissari, and the aibre- 
.«uid Dwarkadoss was tho secui'ity of Kooverjoo, 
whose farm >vas for nine years certain from 1922 ; 
and tlie terms were tliat if tho inauagoment were 
tnkiiu out of Kooveijce’s hands before the expiration 
of the above period, ho was to bo reimbursed foi’ bis 
loss. Ill 1928 tho management was taken away 
from him, and not only was he not reimburHod for 
his losses, but it was stated that about Rs. 84,000 
was due by him to the Gaekwar Govoruiuent for 
arreaiH of revenue. Kooveijeo’s iH;curity, Dwarka- 
class, being in Surat, they could not touch him, so 
the Soubti, Niiraycii Rugonath, came upon me and 
dosirod mo to pay to liim what 1 and my follow- 
sharers owed to Owarkudass. I said tliat 1 had 
{lassed a lioud to Dwarkadass, aud that if he came 
with the bond we would pay the amount to him. 
Giion this Narayen Rugonath attached the wholo 
village, which was uudor my management: this was 
in Sumvut 1924. 1 went to Narayen liagonuth 
said re}>re8ented the injustice of the case. More¬ 


over, at that time Koonijeo Doolub was in prison 
on this same aiXKiuut. Naruyou Rugonath said fhat 
he would raiso tho attachment if I stood security 
fbr tiio payment of any sum that may on inquiry 
he found due by iCooveljee. I refused to stand 
skeurity for Koovcijee, but Narayen Itogonatb 
t)ireat<auHl to imprison me. In^fliis helpless con- 
wtion I signed the seouri^ bond^ jBUioverjeo was 
tliereapon released, and attaclunent raised from tlie 
^Uage. No inquiry was then made as to the arrears 
ileged to be due by Kooveijoe. Bulwuntrow Yeah- 
frnnt became Sooba at: the end of Sumvut 1924, and 
^ntinued there till Sumtut 192fr. Bulwuntrow 
t'eshwunt caused no aniu^anoe to .myse^ or to 
Kooveijee. Bu( the Sir l^ba of the Maludsi 
poiriba Csekwari mt Xobreijee to Barodih 
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and imprisoned him for the ^Iwed arrea^ oi 
revenue in Kmrt% SomTut 1925. He remain^ in 
ooniinoment for three jrears^ and was then roileMad 
on bail. Up to that time no domand ^ any kind 
was made on him by any of Che Soobaa who sudv 
; coedod Narayen BogonaCh, vis.* BnlwunCrow Yosh< 

wunt, GooImd Kadur Moonshee, and Gopal Myral. 

I In Sumvut 1928, Sevi^eerow Khunvolker, alins 

j Nana Sahib, became Scmba of Nassari, and sent 

I Narayen Bagonath as his deputy; and as the latter 

I had feelings of enmity against me, ho revived tho 

j * old question of my security fc»* KoOveijco, and 

; attached my house and crops; this was in October 

last year. Within the last fow months this Narayen 
i Bagonath has liiidself become Sooba, though tho 

, ]-(«T power as such remains in the Minister’s hands. 

; The cause of Naruyeu Bagonath’s enmity against 

j mo is as follows In Bhow IScindia’s timo (1925) 

Kooveijee iniuiu a complaint to tho Gaokwor Go- 
verumimt tliat Narayen Bagonath luul taken briiies, 
and amongst othoi‘8, one of Its. 3,000 fi om me ; this 
was jiroved by the account books, and he Wf^ rc* 
movod from Naosari to Puttuii. Tho other reason 
; why Narayen Bagonath has now gone against me 

I and attached iny property is, that onr opponent, 

I *^ugga, moved Narayen Bagonath to revive t\w 

question of my security und thus min me. This ho 
iiimsolf gave out. The crops were sold by auction 
; last March, and 1 have been prevented trom mit> 

I tivating my land this year also ; the consequence is 

! that 1 and my family are stnrWcg. T liave never 

i been credited with the proceeds of llio former attach¬ 

ment or tills. Lost year my Iiousn was attached 
and valued, but 1 was allowed to live in it; hut Inst 
I month Narayen Bogcpiath has attached my cattle 

i and all my movable proper^, such as grain, &c. 

. 1 am roiluced to extreme fiewrty. J have I'epre- 

seiited this frequently to the Durbar, Wirisht Court, 
und Sir Sooba, &c.,'but witliout obtaining justice.*' 

I ' ? . • 

' Tad No. 2396. 

Yotjh Hiofi^NKss, V *• 'V 

X nAVB twice written regarding the case of the 
I’arsee Bapoojoe Cursetjee, and on the last 
occasion I sent a prim/i fav.it case to you, making 
‘ certain demands in the name of public justice. 

1 now write once more, and it^qaest an answer 
within 24 hours; iu default of which 1 should i%fer 
tho matter to Government for their orders. 

Theto is ample ovideneq^to show that, indopon* 
(lently of the case of Bapoegeo Cursetjee, which is 
l)ad enough, Naruydm Itogonath is not a ht man to 
be entrusteil witli any au^ority whatever. His 
conduct iu^Puttun, us nlrea^ reprcKented to you in 
my Yad, No. dated ultimo, and again his 
conduct in the case which X herewitli forward for 
your consideration, aiibrds nufficiout proof as to 
what kind of maq he is. 

This 18 not the only, instance in which Your 
Highness luts fiul^ to give ino an answer regarding 
cases that have beeu more than once rofeiTod to you 
for information. 

I (Signed) B. PHATitR, 

I Barodo, 7th October 1873. Itesidout. 

^ Cose of Blmnabhai'IUbhai, a British sub- This case has formed tho subject of correspondence 
ject, with whom the Gaekwar Govern- with the Besident since tho year 1865, und witli 
raeut made a contract in the year 1863, the Bombay Government since 1868. Bhonabhal 
to fttniish boundary stones, deflning the Jjalbh'ai is a British Hubjeet residing in tho Surat 

operations (d* the Revenue Survey in the Zilla. It appears fiom a hotter of Mr. Rogers to 

Gaekwar's district ofNaosari. Colonel Harr that Bhanabbai was a contractor for 
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boundary stones of the Guserat Revenue Survey; 
and that on tho commeuceineut of the Bevenne 
Survey of the GaekwRi’’H district of Naosari, 
Bhanabhai curdored the Sir Sooba of that district to 
contract for the supply of atones require for boun¬ 
dary nuuiiiH, whereupon the Sir Sooliw addressed tiia 




< 




Ko. 



K f 



N«m of CSpMMktt* &c. 


OMMna Cue. 


following letiter to Mr. Bogir^ then OoUootor of 
Surat, dated 25th November 18(^ 

<< Bhanabhai LaUbhav, aDeepai of Bnlaar, having 
contracted to supply tor boundary mrn’ka for the 
Hunrey operationB now being introduced into the 
Mahals of the province un<ur the oiden of His 
Highnesa the (mkwar, I request that no obstruc¬ 
tion may be offered to him in bringing atones from 
Bulsar, and delivering them to the eun^ey officers. 
The favour of a reply is requested. 

(Signed) Gofalrao Mnux, 

“ Sir Sooba.” 


The agreement or coniruct above referred to is aa 
follows, aod bears the same date tvs the letters, viz., 
25th November 1868 


From the AKBtftant iu 
embargo of the Survey 
of die Gaekwar's l)iM> 
triot of Nowsari. 


Hoal of the 
Kevoimo Sur* 
voy AMiitant, 
Southern 
Diviiiion. 


To Jitdetihree Dbana^ 
bhai Ijallbluu, BeMKii, 
Contractor fbr the 
Supply of Stone*. 


You haw entered into an agreement to supply 
stones for Ibo survey operation, and it is ugroed to 
give you eight annas us the price of each stone. 
You are therefore n^quired to supply such number 
of stones at such place and within such period as 
may be specitiod in the orders which will bo handed 
to you. You should not give stones for any other 
purpose without our permission. In cose you fail 
to supply stones within the prescribed period, and 
the survey operations bii thereby obstructed, you 
will be hold responsible for the same. If you bring 
Tn4iri> stones than the numbt^r we may order, wt; 
slmll not be answerable for them. This is given to 
you to serve as a proof. 

“ (Signed) Bappojkk Bullal. 


“ P.S.—You should bring stones to any station 
(railway) that we order. Stones of the lengtli of 
from 22 to 24 inches will be taken. 

“ (Signed) Bafoojek Bullal.” 


{Bhanabhai foceivi^ Orders to bring 40,000 such 
stones as described iu the contract up the Naosarl 
creek, about two miles above the town, which lu^ 
did in boats hired for the purpose; but during the 
yntr 1864 onty about 4,500 were taken, upon which 
he went to the Durbui* to complain and u.sk for tbe 
Its.20,000 due to.him upon the whole number 
according to agreement. 

'i'be lievenue Sir Sooba, Hurriba Uaekwar, re¬ 
pin'd to the petitioner Bhaiudihai’s appeal iu the 
following letter, No. 557, dated Kartcex Wud 8th, 
1921 (Novomlter 1864), ^dressed to the Sir Sooba 
of Naosari (or Surat Attavesi) 

Lost year, when the survey operation was intro¬ 
duced into the districts under your control, Uesui 
Bhanablmi Lailbhai, of Bulsur, hod «mtered into an 
ugn'enieut to supply stoucs for boundary marks 
^iug fixed; but us i^sre was no occasion at that 
tiine to take stones from him, the Dessai prefeiireda 
ckiim for damages or compensation, which claim 
wiiw rojecied by the Sirkui* after inquiry. The sur¬ 
vey operations liuving been reeommeqced in the 
province of Naowi this year, you are requested to 
stones which may ^ roquh^ for boundary 
l^arks from Bhanabhai. Xt rests ‘With the ryots to 
boundary mounds either, of earth or stones ; 
m ryots should Uierefore he iufonued that they 
ehpald take any stones thev may roquiro from the 
i^oresaid Dessai, and the value cl siMm stones should 
^ reepyered by us Irom the ryots and paid to 4he 
j^ntractor at the rate upon. The 

ji^es ^Qudd not be taken IrOm auY other person, 
^ the ueeeKsary on ihe subjeot sh^ 



i < . 
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iastted' to the officers in charge oi diirtariot|i. The 
vnlne of the stones token firom the’Dessai /esr 
should also be recovered and paid to 1dm (w qon- 
tractor) as well. 

« (Signed) HtimBa Oaekwab, 

“ Bevenuo Sir Sooba.” 


Upon the receipt of these orders Bhanabhai re- 
tarned to Naosari, and was ordered by the Sir 
Sooba, Gopalrow Myral, to proceed with the work 
of providing bound«^ stones for each Fui^anna of 
the Naosari Zilla ; and he states ^Uiat within about 
six months, ent^ng about May 1865, be provided 
the following numbers of stones in the Pi^unnas 
specified, viz. 

Already provided - - * 40,000 

For Murrowti • - 60,000 

Tatlari • . . - 80,400 

Gundavri ■ - - 40,000 

For Timha - - - - 40,000 

For Kamriy .... 86,000 
Wnsrad and Gurra • • 1,30,000 

For Mhowa ... 40,000 
ForNasoari - - - 5,000 

Bullasu ' > . . 50,000 




Total - - . 5,81,400 

Value - - Bs. 2,65,700 

The complainant Bhanabhai explains that, in 
addition to the 40,000 stones referred to as diaving 
Iteeu brought by him to Naosari, he had on hand 
about 1^ lacs in addition in the Fardi, Dungri, and 
Parnera quarries, near Balsan brou^t 

into use. * 

In addition to working these quarries be at once 
opened now ones a|M(he following nlaces in British 
territory, Surat Zilla :»*Toi'han, nurbain, Bardoli, 
Bagejea ; and also at the following places in Gat^k^ 
war territoryDunori, Narodia.'and Vusravi. 

He states tliat be exeeutdfi tne work with the 
Deccan establishments whiclt be had when doing 
" the contract work of the British Govomment; but 
that he got some additional Wuddars from the 
Dcecaii for the work un<leT reference. Ho produces 
au agreement which ho made with tiiese Wudfiars 
(Bildars). 

C'Oihplainunt explains that Hir Gopalraft 

Myral left the Naosari Mfiihal aboutFebtlury 1865, 
after ho had been going on the second time for 
iiiroe or four months. His successor was Gnnesh 
Kiighoonath, and t>eing V^rehensivc that some 
alteration in Gopah’ow Myru’s arrangements might 
tidee place, he, aocompanied^by the Bildars, waited 
upon Gunesb Kughoonatb at visona, in Naosari, 
and requested him to pay wljat was due for stoues 
already delivered to the ryots had been taking 
away the atones as they were required), and that 
in future cash payments should bo made when tlin 
stones were removed. At this time the work was 


stopped in conset{ucnce of the unsettled state of 
things. Gunesh Rughoonath said that under the 
OSrms of the contra^ Bhanabhai could uot claim 
paymeht before the completion of the work, and 
that he would ht held responsible for any cessation 
of work that might take place so aa to a£^ the 
survey operations. At the same time Gunesh 
Rughoonath issued the following order direct to 
the muocodnms of Bildars in the sei^yice of Bha¬ 
nabhai :— 

** The contractor has made itarule to issue stones* 


^ ^ 0“ cash payments Iw the lyots, 

but this conrao will put the 
^ ryots to inconvenience, and they 

object to the Sirkar having their new khatss or 
holdings ^ttled. We have therefore made it a 




Nmhcs of ClatmtwiM, &c 


General Olrcum^tanoiBR of each Cat*c. 


Hurribu (Inrlcwar, Narny^'iibluii, aiul 
Ibilwiiiili'MO an* incinboi’s of iIh; jircsent 
nilmiiiisinition. Sri* rnneof 
I-fukuinrlmiuly No. 3 of ibis Sobrdiilr, 
I'oj* a jiarallrl instarurr, u rreript linvinjii; 
boon (IriniiiKb'd for iioarly 12 hies of 
rupi'cs, «n<l only six j>nii!. 

ir this stati’mrnt. hr true, and T 
not the least doubt of its !)oingso, ow ing 
to the rvideiiei* of a similar kiial that 
has been reeordrd, the. onus of not Ihl- 
tilling the ngieeinenl i;i 1863 lies with 
the Oai'lcwar (iovernnieiit: that iu*l has 
boon thir solo cause of the eoinjdaimint’s 
ruin. 

A higldy,, respectahlr man has bei-n 
deprived of his WuUuii, anrl in short 
coniph'to rtiiii and dc'^olation have hern 
brouglit upon him under the cireum- 
slunecB related. 

Kveii aftrr so many years’ delay, 
Bbanabliai is 'willing to I'ome to reason¬ 
able, terms, such as be jK'litioned dhr 
Diulwr for in June 18(1.% and it is tin's 
ih't of justiei' which l»r now solicitM at 
the hands of thi* Coinmibsioiu 

• 


rule that sucdi etonos should be iasuod without pay¬ 
ment, and that an account of the same be kept by 
you. You should only receive a fee of one anna 
por each stone which may be brought by you from 
British territory, and in this way you should give 16 
stones for a fee of one rupee. The Sir^r will.givc 
to tlio contractor the value of the stones according 
to the agreement made with him. No objection to 
be made in issuing stones to the ryots. 

** (Signed) Ghneshrow IIooookatxi, 

“ Vrosona, Tailivc Purgumia, Sir Sooba. 

Mhawud Srd, 1921.” 

After this tbii work went on as before, and by 
Juno 1865 it was completed, as above stated, when 
payment was demanfled from Gtmesh Uugboonath. 
No particular amount was incutioned at that time j 
all that, the contractor uskcil was settlement of 
account, which would at that time have hern wiMy 
tlirmigh the medium of the contractor’s own accounts 
of what had been given to the ryots and the nit- 
countH of tlic sur\’Gy. Gnnesh liughoonaib took 
tlie contractor to Baroda, and the latter waited nj>on 
iiim daily for about a w'cek, soliciting him to com¬ 
pare bis accounts with the survey maps and r(*cords, 
l>u1 In* «Ud not do HO. At Inst Guncsli Uughoonalh 
and Nnrayenbbai and Biilwaiilrow Deo proposeil to 
the contractor to sign a receipt in full of all demands 
by way of commeneing the settlement solicited. 
Bhanabliai replied that as yet he bml not received a 
singb* pie, nor bml his nceounts been made np, and 
how eonlii he sign such a' doe.ument. The three 
]iers(ni‘t in rjun.'^tion replied that this was bis only 
plan of getting paid at all; that half his hill W’ould 
lie pail! to him, and that he must proniiso not to 
complain to the Maharajah about the other half. 
Tliey added, you only iimlcrstand the Knglish sys¬ 
tem ; this is the Gackwnrec way of doing business. 
Some friends told him that, do what he might, a 
re.eoi])! would be extorted from him ; so, fearing stieh 
a lesiilt, he fled at once to (’amp, and afterwards 
wont to Surat and eomplained to Mr. Cameron, the 
jmlgc and ngenl. 

Mr. (!)amei(Hi took the nfatier up iu August 1865, 
and wi*ote to the Resident, Colonel Barr, requesting 
that Bhanubliai’s cbiiuis might reeeixe notice from 
him. 'I'be only action takim at the. time by the 
Gm kwnr wipi ns follows Bhanabliai held a lh*s- 
siiigiree Wnl.tuu in llic Tnilari I'urgunna of the 
Naosuri Zillab, the eniolumenls of which eonsisted 
of Its. 2,4(K) ill eash, an Inam village and lands. 
Bbnnabhni resided at. Biilsnr, in British territory, 
and bad n ilejiuty on the Tailari CRtAte. About No- 
M'nibor 1865, within tbreo montliR of Mr. Cameron’s 
reference, tlu* ib’put y was turned out, and tho Wuttuii 
of tlio f.-imily attached, including liousc, &c. This 
WHS luiecstral property, ainl had boon in their jioascs- 
sion for 100 yi-nrs. The altaehmenl still eonfinucH. 
Blinnuldini (explains that other Wuttuns had been 
attached with the general attachment, but that bis 
hod not been so. lie therefore regards this act of 
the (iftekwMir Government, as distinctly eonni’rd43d 
with ibis reasonable appeal to the British authorities 
for redress regarding the boundary stones. 

No reply having bi'en given by Colonel Barr to 
Mr. (JauMiron’s letter of August, 1865 by the end of 
1865,* Mr. Hope, t,he CoIUndor of Surat, took tho 
matter up and requested Colonel Ban* to oxpodito u 
reply to Mr. Cameron’s refenmee. This was in Janu¬ 
ary 1866. In February 1867 the complainant went 
bimself lo Boroibi niul petitioned Colonel Borr, stating 
his claims for the first time at Rb. 2,66,7(K). No satis- 
loctioii having Wn obUuned at Baroda^ ho petitioneil 
His Excellency the Governor in August 1668, and in 
November of that year Mr. Hope thus wrote on the 
subject to the jfti'Hident, Ctdonei Barr : “ 1 have on 
** several occasions cnnversml rAirtirfliniir IthnoaKXtitpM 




Names of Claimttta, &c. 


General Circumstauoea of each Case. 


** case with both Major PreM^ott and Mr. Rogera, 
who wore uorNOuallv acouainUHl with it. and ^ve 


wiio wore po-rNOually acquainUnl with it, and have 
not the siighUvd, doubt of the truth of hia claim, 
*' and of hiH liaving boon corruptly defrauded of his 
“ juHt iliKW by the Gaokwar olHcrials, &c., &e., &c.” 

hVom that time to the prc^s^nt tiiu whuli; mutter 
has 4)601) Hal)j(‘Ct of reforonoo to and from Govorn- 
iiumt. Ill their resolution No. 9, dated 5th January 
1870, tlie following l•(5Holution was isHued, para. 1 : 
“ The Rfwdent ahould be inforriu‘<l that it would 
“ Hi«*m chjar from the iuquirieM wlpch have Ix^en 
“ made that the claim of the potitioiier is not with* 
out sonu3 Kiibstautial foumlatioua That he sliould 
“ consequently exert his iiiflut'iKas to procure a 
“ satisfactory softlement, and remonstrate strongly 
“ if any further cvjtsion is attcniptcid on the part of 
‘‘ the. Durlmr. 'J'he fact whedii*r any stones were 
ordered and suppli<sl shouhL be uscialuiued from 
‘‘ tlui Durbar’s n^cords, and the obj^Kit of requiring 
llie [M'litioner to go to Niiss}U*i to point out the 
“ stones which he hiul given to the ryots is not 
“ apparent.” (A rejiort oii the whole case liy 
Mr. lIo}M! m'coinjmiiies ibis residution.) 

Jn January of tluj present y(?ar the Ooveriiineiit, 
after further corrcsjiomlenee. possi'd the following 
vcHoliiti(m, No. 460, :i3rd tlamiary 1873 :— 

** Tin* Aeting Resident should be directed to 
bring petitioner’s claim to the notice of ilis High¬ 
ness the present Giu'kwnr, undi.T whose consideru- 
t ion th(^ subject lias not yet apparently Ikmmi brought, 
and to state that (rov(U'ninent eotisider tluit it is 
uiidoiibh'd that petitioner did su[)ply stomps to 
the. ryots on the Durbar’s account, ami thrfi he is 
(M)titl(!<l to proper renmneration, ami that (xoveru* 
mont trust Jlis Highness will order an equitable 
setthuuenl. to b(‘ inmle,” 


^ase oC.b-turam Oojanraiu. of INillun, on 
bi'balf of bis brotlaa* h'Dlteram, lult' 
I‘’on;^ihir of Pultun, ilhistraling the na¬ 
ture <»f the Na/eraiia sysliMU and sjiIj* of 
jiidieial a]>poiu}ni('iiis. 

PxVA* alsi>cas(‘ ol'.h'labhai Dtilla- 

bhid - - No. 

,, Case (d’ Duipni, Pretna ,, 

„ (‘ase of \Vl^ssood(•e 

Shivram - - „ 


Tbei petit iorJi'r’.s .'jbttenn.'Ht in the ease is as follows • 

** r i>raetise as a vhkeel in tlie Durbar Courts. My 
brotlier Fulterain wu,-^ Fouxdar of Puttun. He has 
reeen1.ly been convietetl of tortai'iiig eerbiiii jicople, 
and has l>een seiite.nced by 1h('. iiaroda Fouiaiar to 
hnprisonmenl. My bj'ollua' Futteruiu obtained the 
appointuxuit of Fon/dar of Ptjittqn in April last. 
He laid to expeml lis. 7,0tK) to ubuiiu this ap}>uiiit- 
menl, namely, lls. 4,(X>0 as Nazerapa to liis High- 
iH‘Ss tile Maliarfyah, and tlu* I'est as a bribe to 
llulwuntitio Yeshwunt and t)ie Minister. I and 
my brotlier boti) paid the lohd .-uiu of Rs. 7,(K'K) qi 
May last to Bulwnutrao ITosliwunt at his house. 
The latter wasulono. Ipioduccan original order of 
the Durbar signed by liulwuntruo Yost wuut, No.4y8, 
dated Veishak SUmi7th, 8utiivut 1929, beingureceipt 
for Us. 3,Q(X) credit^sl in His Highnes.s* aceounts as 
nuzi'rana. 1 also produci' (H>)ty of similar reiudpt of the 
snm(‘ date for Us. I,(KK) in tlie iianieoiMornblLii llur- 
rubjee,of Pultun, Iroiuwhom w<‘ borrowed that sum.” 

(Signal urtr of deponent.) * 


<» : Case of (iovindrani Knsiram, late Fouzdar 

j ofKurroc. 

I Compai'i* ease Jetaram Otijanram, 


No. H. 


The petitioiuu'.s e.oulplaint apjs'iu'.s from tlic following 
statement, made ou sulcnin aliiriuatiou before tiie 
Uesulent- 

“ In last January Igavc Rs. 3,500a.s Na/oiann to 
His Highness the (lackwav for tbo a[i]»ointineut of 
■•Fouzdar of the ICun’ce Mahal for live years cenaiu, 
and f gave liulwuntruo Yeshwunt, the Sir Fouzdar, 
the sum of Us. 2,(MX) thut I hhould not be inuadbred 
with in illy hve years’ appointment. J juml this 
Rh. 2,(XX) as follows : R.'^. 1,600 in cash and Us. 4(X) 
by a promissory note that 1 would })ay the amouut 
shortly. Until I gave this note to rUulwuntroo 
YoaUwunt he proveutod my joining niy uppoint- 
meut. Eventually 1 got onlu)*s to leave Jlaroda in 
May las’!, i went to Kurree and received charge, 
but I was not allowed to carry on work longer than 
last month, September, when I was ordered to be 
imprisoned and sent to Buroda, but having Imard of 
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this order I came here and asked Biilwimtrao 
Yeshwunt why I had been sent for. He replied 
that I hml to bo seni. to the Sir Kou/.dar of the 
uortbern dwtrict on business connootod with tny 
fatlier. I representol that if I were taken nway 
from my duties I should be ruined ; tliat iny fatlior 
wus ulive and rcjuly to answer for hiiusolf. Bulwuii' 
Lrao Yesbwimt in tho/meantime appointed a I't’ilat.ive 
of his own, named liughoonuthrow Narrayen, to >u*t 
for mo. My house in Kurree was attaehod, and all 
my pioiiorty luid my father’s house in Puttnn. 
I*riva1<‘ ])nper.H wen; taken away, as also my mave, 
worth its. 200. 1 received an honourublu appoint¬ 

ment irom the Government, but huvo been ruined 
by the privato enmity of Bulwiintrao Yeshwunt. 
I claim oitlior that J shall be allowed to return to 
Tiiy iip)toinLiiioni, or that my Rs. 3,5<X) and Ra. 1 />(K) 
may !«• returned to me. I borrowed this money 
through the security of a Sidhpur Bauia naino<) 
J iurgovind Nnrserain, who is now in Baroda.” 


Owe of Wnssooih'oraw Sliivrani Peoleknv, 
of Bamlu. 

Also cx-Vnbivatilnr. 

C^oinpure preceding cas(!H. 


The petitioner’s e.ont|)biiut apjjcars from the following 
Htulrinenl in:uii- on wdemii aUlrmntion Indore the 
Ih'Hidont.; — 

“ Tli(* Malml of Knval whs fnnnc<l out t<> mo by 
the Ministiu* Nana Sulu'b Kaiivelknr for live yenrs 
certain from Snmvnt 19211. J agreetl to ]>ity 
Us. 2,191 annually to llie Sirkur. over and above the 
vevonnos realised lor the year Huruvut I92H. f 
signed an agreement on 29th dune 1K72, a eoi)y of 
wbicl) I proiiuce. In ooiiHideratioii of ISana Sabcb 
having given me the Ciuni, I agreed to ]>ay him as 
S<iokroc Rs. 2,(K)(> annually on his private (K'ccuint, 
and a. private agi’eeniciil was iiuule to the elfoct, 
dated .‘list dune 1872, copy of which is annexed. 
< Ine or two days lieibre tbi'^ agreement f paid Nana 
.Salieb Rs. 2,(KM) for the iirst year in lulvanct'. I 
borrinviai this ruin from Muggiinlal. X took the 
money to Nana. Salieli’s Jiouse. Tiicre were present 
at the liiui' Nana Salieb, Goviudrow Luxemou Iiis 
Kurkooii, Bnlwunlrao, and BliaHkcrpunl. Govin- 
drow inlbrm<'.il Nana Sabeb tlmt Us. 2,000 lor tlm 
Kui'ul Muhal hml come, and he. ordert'd it let be 
ix'.eclved. A Jay or two .after this, I nu'oivod an 
order appoint ing mo to tlio Iwui'al Malml, and 1 Siuil 
my ivarkoon to roeeivc charge, nml T wont myw'ir 
about four<»r live, rnonlhs afterwnnis, and stayed for 
lOilays or a fiuinigbt. 1 ilitl not reside there per- 
nianenliy, but. eanie b/tekwards and forwards to 
liariwia. In X^ebniary last a Mohsul of Bs. 20 [h a- 
diem was issued to make me pay Nana Salicb’s 
privateSookj'eefor tlicyoarSumviit 1930 in advaiu-e. 
die Mohsnl reinaiiu'd three, days, uiid was only 
withdrawn when on tlie Iburth day I paid Rs. l,(XjO 
worth of gold to tiic Ministei' Nana Saheh. Fii 
April last, a JCarkoon named Buboorow Krisinm was 
scut to me liy Nan.a Salieb with instructions that lie 
was t.o manage tlie Mahal fur mo. I protested 
ly^ainst tlii.s, and said that I Innl tia^ Aluhal for live 
years 1 ‘CM’taiu, und that if this was insisted on, the 
Hookreo J hftd paid should be returned to I 
<ifion waited uu Naua Saheb, but could nut see him 
< 5 X(;e[it once or twice, whim J locoivcd uu unsatis- 
fiU!tory reply. TJiat Karkoon was never recalled. 
The sum tuUd of my claims against the Minister and 
Bnroda Govonimeiit are us ibJlows,, 


SiKikrec paid to Nana Saheb - - 3,OCX) 

Inti^rest on ililto . - - 

Security expenses ibr two years - - 400 

ComponHuUou ibr loss of pay for unez- 
' plreii portion of contract - • 4,OCX) 

Total - - 7^850 

' Deduct received from farmed villagca of 

Sumra and Suqiri . - . 285 


Balance due - Ks. 7,565 ” 






Names o£ C^alBAnts, &o. 


Oenml CSnmntttances of eftch Case. 


Cfwe of Bnlwnntrao Luxmon, sayor con* The particulars of this case arc thlly shown iiT tho Ibl* 
tractor of JertMio. i lowing? Yad addrosaed to tho Durbar, No. 2463, of 

Compare precodiug caaca. 16th Octobei 1873 

Yotm HiGiiNKsa, 

In my Yod No. 2140, of 12lli ultimo, 1 ro- 
preaented the cane of Bulwuntrao Luximon, namoly, 
that ho ha<l been deprived of a nayer contt7K‘.t of tho 
villages of Jerodc and Waghoria boforo ilio term of 
hiH contract ha<l cxpii-cil, and rcqucatoil Your High¬ 
ness to do him justice. In reply to this, your N<).2044, 
of Sopb'.mber 28th, with accompaniments was re¬ 
ceived, and it was stated theroiutliatt the reason for 
discontinuing the contract was that tln^ former Inul 
not fm-nished the I’oquircd security within the period 
lixed upon in the agr<icnienf, namely, 24lh tliino 
1873, tlio innitract itself having been sold to peti¬ 
tioner on 27th May ]S73 for Rs. ll,()Of), and tins 
sale having been eoniinned on the 7th .June 1873. 
'The, petitioner signed n document ngrotnng to j)ro- 
dnc<5 tin* se<nnii.y liy (he evening of 24lh Juim', 
with a slipnlatiou that if h(>. did not rio so, tho 
c.ontraot might be ro-sold. He did not (urnisji t!i(5 
security until 1st August 1873, ^vhen it was duly 
}ie<'eptpd‘by the Vahivaldar, mide.r orders from the 
Sir Soolm, Ilurriba (Jnekwar, hiinsell’. Moreover, 
no order was luhlressfid to the pclitioncr, nuhviin- 
(.nto Lnxiiiion, dabNi 2n<l August, nud also to the 
KnrUoon in clinrgr' of the sayer revorun^ duties, that 
he should Uiki- charge. Moreover, agi'(*<.*inent was 
tjikeii from him, dated 21st July 1873, confirming, 
the contract on iiim for orui year, and fixing tiuj 
Instalments which he was to pay. 'Phns tlic in*l.i- 
tioner was duly instjilled mt<i the otUee of* (he con¬ 
tractor by the Sir ScM)ba himself; and th»« original 
agreement regarding tlie prtKlutfiion of sceurlfy by 
24tli JuiHi was cancelled by snbscc)nciil proooodiiigs 
on the pari of the Durbar, Tlit^ above is tlm 
[K'titioiieris case as proved by documents now in liis 
|)ossi'ssioti, copies of which arc annexed. Notwith- 
s(.amliTig, Innvevor, the above statoirient of facts, the 
Hcticni lakcu by the. Sir Soobu, lluiribn GaekwiU’, is 
ns follows :—11(5 proilnces a document, dated 23rd 
duly, only two days .subnctiuont to the. latest agr(5e- 
nUMit maih’ with tln' ]»5titionei'. This (hx^umeut is 
to the eficcl that, ns tin; {letitionoi failed t-o provide 
security iiccordmg to thi‘ (Original Jigrcoment ol^ 24th 
*• June, li(' had forfeited bis >igl»t to th(5 contract, 
'riio p(!titioiier d(5nies having i’V('r received this 
. onler; but. it. will !«> clear to Vour Highness that, 
(5V(’u inul he rec(Mvetl it. it Was (^tincolled by tho 
Sir Soobji’s own arrang(‘nu*iilH of 1st and 2iid 
August, directing the p«*ti 4 ^>ncr to t4ik<5 (charge and 
Hccept.in;jf his deposit, and therefore that the pro¬ 
duction of this (lo(5iiinent by llu- Sir S(K>bn, in 
justification of In's (Conduct, is manifestly very wrong, 
?Mid oughi fiot to have ajqx'ared in a pnldie docu- 
nu'iil. juldresstsl to the British (Jovei’JiiHcnl. I. have 
now seen many eases of fikls kind in which faith is 
not kepi with Vabivald.'n’s and furniers ol' all kinds, 
and that high otHeinls sipjxnir to do great injustice 
by ro-s(5Uing contracts ns luis lK.*eu done in tins 
pr(*seut case. So long as tliis want of good faith 
continues there cannot b(‘ any jjropor conduct, of 
I business througliuUl the StoUs and us tlm ImuI con- 
I duct, of tho Sir Sooba, Hurril>a (laekwar, is clcJirly 
! proved in this instance, 1 hope that Your Highmiss 
i will listen to my advice and commence the so-nuicli- 

f iieed(>(l rofovm in eviivy department, of your State, 

by rcinsttding lln5 petitioner, Bulwuntrao Luximon, 
whoso Hoeupity money is at the present uiomi'iit 
hklgi^d, with th(^ bonds, in the liands of th(^ Sonantty 
himself, who is tho Vi^ivutdar of the Malial. 

No reply to this Yad has been received, and the 
petitioner is without r(^ross. 








Generul CiroomKtances of each CaKc. 


12 I (/OHc of N amvyoii Purnliotum and ollicrH 
I of ilio vUlf^e of Sukru, Buroda J'ur- 
! i'unna. 


1'lie particiilars of this case fHiUy appear from yad to 
tlio Durbar, No. 2420, of 11th October 1873, oi 
which (ho following? \n an extract 

Youn Highnbsb, 


i 


I 


i 


Patbls Niurrayon Purshotnm, «Towun Nnthoo- 
bhw, Bapoo l^mta, and Hnnibhai Purshotum, of 
Sookiii village, under the Buroda Purgunnu. hnve 
brought to iny notice th<‘following distressing circum- 
stances, in the hope that Your Ilighncas may give them 
immedinto relief from th(! injustice and opprufwion to 
whicli they have been eubiccte.d by one Gopnl 
Kashee, n resident of their villngt*, who is supported 
by Nntwabil, Thanedar, LuxiineediiHs Bnghoonath, 
the Police Patel, and Jalalbhai, Havildiu’. Their 
case appears to b<* ns follows :—Their families hav(‘ 
been proprietors ol'the fifth part of the. Sookra village 
from time iinineniorial. They inhej ited this from 
their uncles, Nutlioo Narotum, Rojeotloss Nurace- 
dasK, and Mahadev Nurseedass, as will be seen frotn 
the aeeompanying lim'd trees. They Imvealso been 
ill possession of (be- property for ujiwnrds of 20 
yi*ars. In Smnvnt 1021 the land in their villngi* 
was assessed for 10 years at Jls. 8 por kooinba, and 
hi'curities w(*re taken from them f(>r (he jiaynienl of 
! (hut rate on all the lands belonging to those )>ersous. 

! Notwithsl-aiiding these arrangements, the liiml was 
! rc-assessed in Sninvnt 1923, and Us. f)~8 per kniidia 
1 were fixed. 'rUis inci'(‘asod afisessnicnt has been 
paul without any demur whatever, hut not withalund- 
ing this submission on their part, Gopnl Kashce, 
supported by tli(' above-nained village aiithoritii's, 
has denmndi'il from tin'm a few koonibns of land us 
[ n brihe, otberwise he would attach theii- ela^p to 
i the projierty which they had inherited from their 
uncle. The three ratels refused eomjilinnce with 
j this man’s i e(|uest. A report was therefore made 
[ to the Durbar in Sumvnt ]f)25 that llic llinsiPulolH 
j in question were in the <*njoyinciit of heirU'Ss 
, j>i* 0 }K»rty, and that if the some were mad<* (.»ver to 
[ Gopal Kaslw'o be would pay a Nazernna at. Us.b,0(Xk 
; The Durbar gave immediate ordi'rs that (.topal 
Knshee was to be put in immediate possession of 
the said land ^ mid Gopnl Knshee, taking the ortk'r 
with liim, iraiin- to the village and seized Nnrrayen 
Pnrshotinn, ami requestoil him to sign a jwqier witli- 
j out informing him of its contentH. Niiraycn I’tir- 
Hhotiiiii declined to sign ; wIicreu|H»n be was thveat- 
j oned with <e\’<'rc puiiishnient, to 4ivoi<l wbitdi he 
I :uid the two other PatcN tied to the iieighbouiiug 
1 village of Dcslka. 

Gopal Knshee then took jmssession of the lamls 
I iK'longing to the aforesaid l*atels, as w'ell as the 

i standing crops on tliem, to llie value of Us. 3,884-8. 

' In addition to this the. said Gopul Kashee in llio 

i same year, Sunivut 1925, forcibly extorted Us. 2,321 

; in addition, anrl in 1927 Us. 2,238, forming a grand 

! total, Us. (),()72. He has also taki'ii away 2(Kl lairt- 

I loads of«maiiujH', and realised for the fruits, v(‘gC' 

j tables, timber, ^o., Rs. 3,0(X) for the Inst five yiars. 

Ill Sumvut 192G the said Gojial Kushee took pos- 
I .'session of the eoinplainanls’ housi's. Tlio coin- 

I (dainants stab* that Hay Iiavi^ frequently sought 

I icdress f»’om the l^iirliar without succesH, and at 

i liLst, through Hhf'er helpk'ssiicss, they offered last 

year to givi* the said (.opal Kushee the sum of 
t Rs. 6,000 if he would hand over to them their land, 

j which he did last yc^ar, Imt kept liack 14 kooiuhas for 

' bis own use. He has mmJe the following entry 

regarding this transaction in their account hook :— 
{ « That in eonsideralion of having receivi-d the siiiii 

! of Ite. 6,239, tlie said Gopul Kaslice has sold to 
I “ tho complainants all the land forming their dc- 
j “ ceaHod nnclc’s shun* of tlie ancestral property of 
j ** which he hail ioccivcmI charge on payment of the 
** Nazerana.” Although the said Gopul Kashec 
diargcd the complainants Us. 239 us interest on the 







KaiiicB of Claitnanti!, &e. 


Tliosi' caseH from 8 lo 12 oro Kubmittod 
UB ovidoncc <»r the working; of llio prosoiit 
(uliiiiiiislmliou iu tbo Gaokwor districtH. 


(Tonerni CtrcumHtiiucRH of each ('hko. 


A 

Nazorana and entered tlio Name in tbeir I>ook, he 
ban A^in within the last day or two extorted tho 
fuin of Kk. 1,455 from the. oomplHinAnta' aocuritit!»«, 
under tho pretence of itH Iwinf,' furtlier inUTC'Ht on 
the Nazei'Ana, uiid the BCcuritieB now thnnti'n to mdl 
complainants* IiouHeK, &c. AltopJlher (iopal Ko8hfs< 
hftH dopiivcd tlm ^omplainunta of about lis. lt),00() 
worth of pro]>ftrty, d{*tAilM of which liavo lieen 
furnialK'd. 


C’usc of Tliokore DoepHingjeo and others, 
of Umn(?li in Knttiawur, represented hy 
tlioir Vakotd, Valeo Tiiiv 

'Chis important cjus** illuslrateH the 
diflieidtios uiMicrwhicli Groekwaree land- 
holdei's iu remote districts in Kattiawar 
lalmur in rejjard to the adininistrution 
01 justice. This is one of those cajses 
that threatons the peace of the neigU- 
l)ourhood iu which it has tukeri place; 
lieiiei' the necessity for euref'ul action on 
the part of tlie Durbur regarding it 


Tlic facts of tho ease appear to he as follows, its already 
brought to the notic^e of His Highness tJic (raekwar 
in a yiid, of which the following is nn extmet:— 

The village of ManjMir has, from time* immeniorittl, 

1. (ioKliar^ePurtubsuigicf belonged to the four 

Melnbhai. Thnkors named in the, 

it. ItftjiHflihai MfluMiHi. margin, the three first of 
3. Ihipsiiigji-e Melabhat. whom have a seven-anna 
Klu-tabl..,, l-othal-ha,. 

lh(; fourtli a niin^-annti share ; arnl it appi'ars iliat 
up to the y<‘}n' Siimvut H12o these sliares were 
ciijoyid hy lln' whole of thi‘ sharers without any 
dispute whatever. It should also be stated that tho 
(luokwar (JovernmenI, hiwl tto share whatever in 
tho village up to tliat time. 

It ap|»ears, liow'ovrr, that in tlni year Sumvul 
1924 (a. n. 18d7-(>H) h survey w'as coiiuuonced on 
l>ehalf of tho Gjvekwar GovcTumcnl, whwi llalwiui- 
trjio Deo (tho pn.'soni Judge of the Vurisiit t)ourt 
at llRrodo), who was then Komavishtlar of IJmrieli, 
conspired witli the fourth sliarer, Ktdttbhai, it; con-* 
sideration of a bribe wltit'h the latter is said to have 
given him, to enter 3,(KK) lieeghas of Ga«^kwur 
Government land out of tin-village of Shapur into 
th(' limits of llu' village of Manpiir, and 2,()()0 
b(>egh:us oJ' Governiuiait land from Mi'wasa was 
repres(‘iited us helonging to the said Khciabhai. 

Kla‘tuhhai gavi^ IbihvaiUruo Di'o Ks. 4(),(K)t) on 
accrount of this transaction, without the knowl(‘<lge 
of the otluu’ three shaiv-vs, wlm <udy came to know 
of it when Khetaliluii deniniidwl from them the 
sum ;if Ks. 20,(KK), the half-|»nym(‘nl. of the ahovo 
bribe. They at once refused to pay tin* amount, 
stating that tlu*y would never couMjiit to the parti¬ 
cipation in such a fraud, wliii'li, if found out, would 
of course ileprivc tliom of thrtr villagi* of Manpur 
altogether. '* 

Khefa^hai. becoming alarmed at this slati'^of 
afiairs, and fearing lest his eo-sliurcrs should <'.oin- 
plain against hinu forguil- a bond purporting Iff 
be signed l>y tlie tlire(* iirsl-jiamed ^haiTi-s for 
Us. lh,(XX), which he all^isl Iiad been given by 
them h\ part payment of the ahovc-nientiimed 
irnudiitcnt rraiisaetion ; he also at the saiia^ liiue 
raised a iielitions dispute ahout eej-iulii land, and on 
these, grounds refused to jaiy the tirsi-named sharers 
their share of the produce. 

I'p to the pH'sent day the alleged !»oiid lor 
Ks. 1 (),(Xh) has never been shown t<i tlm three- 
sharers af<<resaid. 

One of them. Hurtapsingjeo, represcnied the. 
ahove clreimislutu'cs to the Vahivntdurof Umreili, 
who imim'diately attached the village of Miuipur 
on behalf of the Ibiroda Govermnent, tin*, produce 
of the village being deposiU'd witL tlie Shaliookar, 
And on the 13th of the month of Aso-AVady, Smii- 
vut 1928- the Vahivsitdar passcil hiaderisioivon llu- 
niattor, a c.ipy w'hereef is iinnoxed. 

Ac<'ording to tliis ilecisioii the tlireo llret sharers 
wont to receive their shares of the jiroducc of AJun- 
jmr, ■when ivetabhai, hnvitig collected about 50 ]»er- 
Hons, came to prevent their doing so, and at the 
same, tiuKJ pr( I'crred a^falso complaint to the Fou/dar 
that one of Iiis sorviuit.s liad burnt a stack of Iiay.* 
l^p to the present time the mutter hius not been 
settled. 
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The thi'oe firKt-nanied ^ihArers then proceeded to 
Uai’oda on the 5th Pooeh Vudya, Sumvut J928,and 
reported the matter to iho Hoozoor, 'whereupon an 
order was iasued to the Wywutd&r to continue the 
attachment as boforc. 

On the 11th of Fidgaii Vudyu, Sumvut 1929, tho 
three petitionern a^in represented the case to the 
Himzoor, when an order waa issued to tho Sir Sooba, 
Hnribft Oaekwar, that the attachment should ro- 
main in force f>cnding tlic actllement of the case; 
but Kbetabhai won over Naraycnbhai, tho Knmdur 
of tlip Sir Sooba, to his «ido hy moanH of a bribe, 
and ccmsequontly Naraycnbhai suppressed tho report 
of the throe petitioners, and urged Kbetabhai to 
. ]>utition Uic Hm) 2 ogr tliat tho attachment might be 
removed, Tliis pelitiou went to theHoozoor Kara- 
bar, Balwnriti*oo Deo (tho fomer Vahivatdar of 
irmrcUi)} coiise<(uentiy they decided that until the 
ihree petitioners proved that Govommeni land hod 
lieeri taken by giving a biibe, the estates sliould not 
l)c undur attachment. Tiioy tJierofore removed the 
attnehmeut, and thun having faUen into the hands 
' of their enemies, who beoann' their judges, iliey 
Knve boon unjustly dcpiived of their rigJits up to 
llte proKcnl inoiiient. 

If Your IJighm*siei will now rwui Vullee Tar’s 
statement, licrowitli atlaciu'd, you will see how this 
nuforltmately notorious stands nt tlio present 

tnomonl., and 1 trust yon will onler its lioing in- 
({uired into and settled by an iiajturtial tribunal. 

No reply has been iweived from the Durhm* to 
this ynd. 

Statement of Vnllee Tar 

‘‘ For tho lust, eight years f have served iw vSif <i(;I 
and Kuindar for tJie three Mcjolgii-asias of ilutt.im* 
juir, in the llmreili Purgimnu, Kattinwar. My 
fatlwr dllod this ollice Ixdbre im*. J amved in 
ihiroda last March in order to reju^isent to tho 
(Jaekwur Government a cast^ of gross injustice 
which has be^-n done !(» my employers, arul wliicli 
1ms b(?cii under representation to the (.iaefcw'ar 
Government for the hist four years or so. 'Wltliin 
a week of my arrival 1 handed in a petition to 
11. II. the Mahurjijah, who endorsed it with lui 
order for the Sir JSoobji, Hiiriba Dadn, ti) in<|uire 
Into it. 1 took the Shera. to Narayeiibhai, who 
told me to come the next day. J went the. thir<{ 
day, when I \vas told that llio matter had been 
]’cfene<l to the Valiivalihir of I’mreili. 1 then pre- 
senteil a second petition, )>eemiM^ the attnchmeiit 
hail lictai raised in favour of oiwj Klietabhni Batha- 
hlmi. In reply to this an order was icccived for 
the (‘ontinuaiico of the attachment. This was in 
(he moiitJi of April Inst. This favourable decision 
W51S communicated to my clients in Kattia-war. 
Seven days uftiT this the defondunts in the suit 
petit ioned for the removal of the attachment again ; 
oud II. H. the Muliurajab being sick at that time, 
Ihdwmitrao Deo, one of the judges of the Varisht 
Court, took lh(^ oppiutunity of raising tlio attach¬ 
ment Jigniii in favouj* of my opponent,s. SiiorUy 
afterwards 1 picsented a petition to the Maharajah, 
representing that tho conllicting orders just refcrrcil 
to had been piissed in this case; in reply to this I 
wiw informed that the last dccimon was confirmed. 
T then mnile a j)elition t.o the Resident rej)reBenting 
th© whole caws, which w»i8 rcturmsl to me •with an 
oudoracmenl Uutt 1 should iioraplain t^ (kdonel 
Walker, the Assistant Resident jn charge, Unireili. 
A petition was iKiwrdingly rankle to the Assistant 
Ivosidenb who n-quosU^d tho Vahivablar of Umreili 
to Bond to him tijo iwipcrs of the caac. On this the 
VBthivatdar nxtuested insuructioiiB from the Hoozoor 
as to whether the papers of the case were to Iw sent 
to Colonel Walker, us desired by tliat oflicer. I 
was often sent for by Hariba Go^war, tlie Sir 






Nsittes of CS^bmotB, fte. 






AW.-—U. }s (|uil(> lm(‘ thjit liic Va- 
kcol wns impri«onoil on acccmni <»<' liis 
Jiuvhi^ <'om<‘ (o tJio to rcprc- 

rit'iit liiH otis«, nml In' was only irloastnl 
on tho Itositlenl’w lU'inaud. 
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ProHonl Rtato ot‘ tho reUtioiifl of tho Gnok- 
wnr with tlio llritiBh Gowmniunt hikI 
tho noighbouriui:' statcis of the Itt'wo 
Eaata^ Mali! Kaotn, Pahlunpur, Ac., &c. 
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General CSroamBtasees of eaok Case. 


Sooba^ who told me that I muat give a penalty bond 
*promiging to pay tho sum of Rs. 20,000 if I ihUed 
to entablish my caso, including the charge of bribery 
against Balwuntrao Deo, and also to eutoi' Into a 
personal reoogniaance in the sum of R3« 2,000 for 
my presence. X signed the dooumentH ur^ requested* 
and the caso wae ^nt into the civil court of Nona- 
jee Toshwunt. (le looked into the papers of the 
case, told mo that my cose was just* and that he 
wqpld speak to the Mahamjah on the subject. 
Shortly afterwards Nanajoo Yoshwunt took mo to 
tlie Maharajah in Durbai’. Tho Maharajah told me 
tliat I must produce throe powers, of attorney from 
my dlientsi each t)n four-rupee stamp, insctMid of 
the half-rupee stamp that T Iiaifl prodiiccd. This 
was complied with at onco, and then tho casc^as 
ordered to proceed. Upon this Baiwujitrac» Deo 
attacked N.'iuiijee. Yeshwunt about reviving the 
ciise, luid accused him of having taken a bribe in 
connexion with it. Nanajoe YcsJivant rotortod, 
and H row oceurr(»tl botwooii tho two judges, cacU 
acfmsingrtho other Of taking bribes, and this iast(;({ 

’ for about two hours and a half, and no other case 
was tried. This.is a well-known hict. Next day 
the defendant pul; in a petition that Nanajoe Yusli- 
wunt had been bribed, and cxprcssc<i his unwilling- 
nu.ss to allow the case to bo procwtldod wilh iu his 
coujl. On this tho Maharajah ix^-trnnsiVirred tho 
caso to tile High Court, of wliich tim accused Hal- 
wuntrao Deo was hinieclf a Judge. I then peti¬ 
tioned' liosident, and stated my unwiLliug- 
noss to go to thu High Court under all the’ 
ciir-uuiHiauces of the ca.se. 1 was uxaimnod by 
the Assistant K<‘sidCnt, and tiie Resident for- 
wardu<l ray petition to tho Durbai*. A day or 
two aflor this J was stmt for by Apa Sidiib, 
the son of Buliajoc Yesliwunt, the tSir Foiizdiu*. 
Ho ti'^ked me whctlim* f hmi made any petition to 
the Rc'.sideiit. I answerctl in the atRnnaiive j ou 
1 liis I was sent iu cliorge o( a Karkooii, Ktisluu'uu 
Mauiek, and a |X)lice peon to Halwuntruo Deo and 
Karayjinblmi, who Hskeil me whether I }Maitioiieil 
lito l^'sidenr. I answe^rod that! iiud. Tlray then 
tksked uii! whetitcr I bad rofcrrc-il to a khiirilu of 
(ruuputrao Maharajah in wliicii he luui promised to 
1 urn nut all his servants who hod been disehargrtl 
by the British Govornmoul ibr misconduct. J said 
that. I h.oil riferrinl to that kliurita, on wlucTi Bal- 
wmitrao^)uo told me that I w'as liable to ten years’ 
rigorous nnjirisomnent, and ordored mo to be talcen 
away and imprisoned iu a cell in tho Fouzdur’s 
kntcherry. Two IGnkiHUis and six police peons 
were liieu scut with me to my house, aud llicy Kei>:(Hl 
all niy pj^pors and took tUcCi to tho Fouzdai*, and I 
waR sent back to prison. I reiiiuiued ihcro for 
ilfteon days, and w*w only releascil on a demand 
from the Kesident to know why 1 was imprisoned. 
1 wns then tlisehargcd. My duftur was then to- 
roturned to mo and I [Missed aroeei[)t for tho same. 
J found on Kubsctqiiont examination Lliai eopios of 
(hrec [N'litions that I mado to tho XiOKident and 
some letters that I received from mj' empluyci's ami 
friends in Kattiawar am missiug. I then obtained 
[Xirmission from tho Resident to reside in camp, raid 
have boon hero over siucu. 

On the 20th of August I ropreuentod the whoh* of 
ihy 'client.^’ case to tho Resident and BoUeited his 
interlercDoo in tho matter, bocauso, as shown nlNive, 
X ctould not obtain re<lress from the Durbar. 1 imve^ 
not receivtal any reply w yet to that petition. 

It would take more tiuic than can at present lie spared 
to submit to tho Commission iu detail tho qiiostiong 
of guanmtoed and otlier Ghasios, Waula-holdors, 
land and boundary dlspnt^^, ca«eH of extradition 
ami jurisdiction, failure to give ofibet to Government 
decisions, transit dues, customs, chowkecs, &o., &c., 










Name* of Cl»iouuitB» &c. 


* JVofc.—Th« Resiiiont in 1873 
charged the Gat'kwHr Govcrniiienl as 
follows:— 

1. OppreH8i4)n of certain QritifAi gild' 

foreign Muhj<«:U in the utin^niHtmtioif^oT 
jUHtiCfi. ‘ 

2. Discontent of th<< KirdHrsy^illcdai'jf, 

WuttuDtlars, .Ijiglifcninrn, Tiutkors, 
Kyots, Kol«t»s, me* 

p. lu'c of the country. ^ 

3. Serious gcnci'al innhtuljiiinistd’ntion' 
of the Barotla Slnlc iw the n.'veuiu', 
police, and jiuliollbl dcfiaiiitncntg, rt'sult- 
iiig ill general ifstjeurify* o&^lit'e. au<i 
profierty of jill cl^'a^s, amounting' to 
jKTsccution in cortaiTi instances. 

4. BrilM*ry and corniption aniongst 
the high oiKcials of the Stfit(‘, incituihig 
Vahivattdara, Fouzilars, &c., &c. 

■ 6, Abduction of respetdahh? women 
from their families to starve as Louiitlis. 

<). Xneflicioncy of tlm Conting<*nt of ' 
3,tXX) hors(', its comlifion Indng fur 
ladow the stundHrd provided for by 
tri'aty. 

27 boiiiidnry disimtes. 

10 elaiuis to Jurisdit^tiori. 

27 claims t<o d<*serUnl and jtojMilnUsI 
villages. 


In addition U* the cases brouglit for¬ 
ward in these Sel>e<lulea, tlmre still 
remain 1,38.5 jwtitious, ujion which im 
motion has Issm taken liy the R(^sident. 

268 refer to complaints uhout civil niattors. 


ay? 

do. 

revenue do. 

118 

do. 

giruns do. 

17^1 

do. 

criniinul chkck. 

414 

du. 

ngninst officials. 
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^ti8 if the name of the British Govemmeni m a 
'controlling and paramount power in this part tif 
Gujarat did not exist/’ 

The Itcsident respecttfully invites the attention of 
^ the Commission to Colonel Barton’s report that 
more than a year ago **business is at a standstill; 

** that unri'strained oppression and tyranny were 
** proctistKl towards l^wa ICanta subjects hy the 
** Haroda locitl ofhcials; that redress was uuat- 
tainable; and that weVie it nut. that tliu llewa 
p Kanta jM^ipIa w(«ro held in check the whohj 
' “ bofdor country. w3uld bolu a state of anarchy. Com- 
“ jiare* this arni other passagtss oT a BimilHr'pnr|:)ort 
“ ,wit!i iiuirginid noU< lunl the sju'ctific ii^stamcii 

* ** brought forwanl.** 

J.t is «ubmitl.(^d that in this and other sentenet^s of 
thcVep<irt quoted abow, wq have a |>ortcctly true 
deseriptioii qf much that has subsequently and quite 
independently liecii brought to light in the eases of 
lliq Sirdars, the Thakoi's, tlib Wuttundars, ih(} 

.* .Tagheei^ars, tin* ryots, (In* laiiikersf His IfighiiesN 
Kbundfirko’s follwers, ami other servants of the 

* Ihiroda State. 

We see also tha^ instead of principles of recipro-'*' 
city gov<;rning the relations Iwtween the two States, 

, as, they^ought f-o do, “ <?(>nTiter-cliHrg«s,”.<>r a system 
of <'oaiiter‘«.ttack, charm*U‘risc the proceedings of 
the DuHjjir to an eUtent that not merely dis¬ 
respectful to British officers, .hut. insulting to their 
Government. In the evcuits whieh are now taking 

* phux3 in Nassari'^aml (‘Isewlusro, even with i*ogard , 
1.0 persohs who come io Baroila to complain to the 
British Government, tlmir griiwams^s, wt* have 

■ signitiwmt ijisiaiu'<fs of the sy,stem of rcUdiatiou that 
will Im^ indulged in unloss authoritatively checked ; 
V(a*ifying., Ooiom*! Barton’s experience that the 
*• acts of tlw? local ofHciftls, however arbitrary or 
illegal, arc upladd and jnstifuKl, and any repre- 
*'* soptntions'from the Agency arc treated with con- 
“ tempt or denlflii point-blank.” 

The present sy.stem of mlininistmtiou, in short, 
unwiltles overythina and setth's nothing. Its effi'ct 
upon the Ixirdcrs or JVhlanpur and the petty State.s 
under that Agency with which it comes iu contact is 
most injurious in every way. A few months ago 
there wt're npwardsf of villages desorl*fd in Kaiikrij 
aloiur, owing lo claims put'forward hy the Baro<ln 
Durbar to them accjirding to its normal siiirit of 
cpcrojichn#nt, a spirit that must Ik* systematically 
and authoritalivi'ly checked on all sides. 

. 'riie last administl'ation r(*].>orl of the Mahi Kant* 
also 'ehutains, in para. 31, a complhint that the 
Thakor of Mansa cannot obtain his dues ou Wantg 
lands, in 'fhe Kurrtxj Purgunna, though it'imaUxUy 
applied for. 

Again, “under theheatj, ‘Police,’ Lieut. Hunter, 

** Assistant Political Agdnt, Mahi Kanta, rt^ports 
“ that the BitrtMla oificials invariably repudiate their 
“ resprthsihility wlu'ii Ihieves arc tnicked iul.o tiu'ip 
“ fcerntorj', nlthangb the village system is kept up.” 

Again, U\e same oflictu' reports, “Complainants of 
“ the Mahi Kanta must now appe.§r in the Bnroda , 
“ I )istri<'t Rm enue Courts apd 4 )ro 8 #cute their claims; 

“ tlu're^ia iio guanui^oe tlyit they olitain justice.” 
My pwu e:q)eri(tiaycc has shown me that tho contrary 
i#thd case.' In a recent case I pfoved the revenue 
oflfieet had mwlo a false report of the settletmnt of 
the claims, ami compensation was eventually paid, 

Jn some caws the theft of a few H(M‘rs of grain tlrags 
on 4.W(?ary eoiTcspondenw for s('vcml yeai's. 

tn sli(»rt, whether it is on Ixihalf of the business 
of Politiwvl Agents of Native States, or of the Collec¬ 
tors of neighbouring British ilistricts, tho Residimt’s 
mlviw tendered to His Highness the pp(«ent Gnck- 
wiir, according to Tre^ity, has seldom if over IxMin 
followed, oven though sound, just, and friendly. 
Numerous instances of Uiis may bo quoted lietween 



NanK's of ClninoiitH, &<>. 


(icnvrni ClrciimtitonopH of oach Cafiia. 



I 


lh71 fiml tho /m'M'Hi tmic. IJe/iPc "hjiH/iJc**** at 
II mn( wil/ idinain ho until the* wliolo 

syKtoni of DurlMir ailministrntiou Ih (‘hand'd from 
wbut j( i"> lit jiivswit. 

R. PlIAYKK. 

' Ui.'hldont of Bnnxlit. 


f » .—. 
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APPENDIX. F. 


* * Tio. of 1*^73. 

*■ 

From the lUsiorvi afc BA«cn>if to tho PnLsiiH--NT, Baroda (V)MMisno>!, Uarodji. 

Silt, ' Uaroda llcsidonoy, Ucccnibor 

1\ n‘j)ly to your letter 46, dafed li)th Instanf. I have thcj lionyur to acquaint you that 
I consider the ciises already Hubmitted to the t'nminihsiou to be ^ply sulBeicut to estahlisli the 
ccuf nil chan;f‘s brought hy me ajyamst the admiuibtration {»f the Guekwar Stab*. It ia obvioua, 
howf'ver, from the li*-! of petitions still nndisi>osedA)f in my ofiice, that, ueie it ueccssaiy, any 
numhiT of adfUtional cases could lie hioufl;hl forward. 

5^. I will submit as^oou as possihh* ih(' statements which I )ia\e stdl to make upon eorlaiu 
cases and t;roups ofeascs, w4iich base been uiulei im|uny hy tlic (’omuiissum. 

, I have, i^c., 

(Signed) K. I^iiAYiih, Colonel, 

KcRuhml. 


APPENDIX G. 
101 \( 1. 


SCHEHUJ.K No. I. 

Casi- No. 4, 

Shad Smiar Ai.i, 

4 • 

1. Sad IK Ai.i Maddai Ai.i, MubahiiHii, 10 years, Camel (’ontnwtor of Abmed.dmd, slates :_ 

My father came from Uiudubtan when 1 was a child two or tlirec yeats old, and settled in 
Ahmedibad. 1 am. and have been for many .\ears. a Ihilish subject livinj,^ and settled in 
Aliiucdaliad, whcie my house and family aic. 

My connexion with the Haioda Govermnenl fir^-t licgan when the late Khundcrao came to 
Kattywur. 1 do not lemomber llie ycai. 1 have held eoudacls Irom time to time since then from 
Iho (laekwai’a Cioveruineut, and at th^ time of Mninderao’s death 1 had the followiiij^ cstuhlisli- 
monla under liim:- -12ti cuniels at Us. ITi per pair ])er nienscm ; of these Til wcTciu the head¬ 
quarters paga, and 71 ^pjtloyed in the hatteiies, ie^;imeut^, and <ither branches of tho estahlish- 
uiont. After Khundefao’B death, a Karkun ol‘ Ualwuntiao Uaholkai’s said then* would bo a 
difficulty in keeping vui my eslablishmont., J told iiirn 1 bad to ])ay Bs. 12 , 00(1 to the men fiom 
whom 1 hud bought tlic camels, and that 1 was at n los«, what to do. Ui* oflbred (o Mcttle tlu' 
mattei with the Uewan if) wouhl give Unn Rs. 1,000. After talk 1 paid Rs. 400 to Inin in 
cash, and hegge<i that Hb, 400 more micht he dedueied from the anoiivs of Jls. 3,000 pay due 
to me. He w«mld net agree to this, and said I must pay tlu* wliole aimnuil before I received the 
‘‘chilR*’for my pay! Matterj* remained lliub tor some six or seven months (abcnit May lK7l), 
when ho reproHeiiled to the Di'yvan t4ai'l had abused him, wheieiipon my inojUTly, as detailed 
below, wuR attached and confiscated 

94 camels, 1 shigi’am and prtir ofbulhicks, 1 buflahi, 2 country carts. 

I complainod about this to Colonel Barr, and to the authorities in Bombay, but no attention 
WHS paid to me. a 

Sliortly afterwards the Dewan Heiif f *i me to his house, on the protenco of making a contract 
witii inc) for 200 caroelis to go to Jiiuaghad. From there I was taken by some sepoys, and imt into 
jail. Seven (lays after, Appu Sahib (the son of Balwuntrao Yeshw untrao, one <d‘ the Durbar agents 
proRent) and ono Tatya Punekar, with three or four sepoys, took me one niglit to the 
Hahotkai (Balwuntrao Dowan). 1 wab handeuffml, my hands being fastened beliind my hack. I’he 
Kaholkur ordered me to give u receipt in full for all my arrears, |and to sign a statement that I 






had tio cwpidnt to make to the British Government against the Gaelcwar’s Govehiment I re¬ 
presented that I owed Rb. 10,000 or Rfl. 1^,000 to iriy cr^itors for the cameB, and that if I signed 
such a^aper I could not settle my accounts with them. Upon this tlie Rabolkar ordered the 
men to make me consent and sign such a document” Thereupon they tied a rope to the hand- 
cuffs, and fastening it to the roof they pullod inc up by the wrists, iu doing bo I swung round, 
and, falling to the ground, I broke my right arm above tlie wrist. (The compliunant shows his 
arm, which is in a useless and fractured state.) Seeing this they took me Imck to jail, where I 
remained for some six weeks, and was only released on my wife petitioning the Resident, Colonel 
Shortt, I was made to sign u bond for Rs. 200 not to go near the Palace, the Raholkaris house, 
or the head^quartera Paga. My wife was also made to refund at double ratos the amount of 
subsistence allowance which had beep expended for me in jail On my release I made a (com¬ 
plaint to the Resident, who transterred my case to the Assistant Resident for disposal That 
officer called for the Fouzdar and his Karkun to bo sent up, and,* after making an investigation, 
ho directed that the arrears of Rs. .‘J,000, and all my property which haid been confiscated, shouUl 
bo restored to me. 1 further claimed Rs. 7,000 as nomponsatlon for the loss and injury 1 had 
susttiinod, but the Assistant Resident he had mo authority to inquire into that, and 
directed me to go to the Resident. This all took place in the presence of the Senaputty’s K^irkun, 
Balwuntrao. - , 

After the Assistant’s order was passed, l,hc Kquzc^ar Balvantrao and Bapii Sahib (two of the 
Duihar’s agents now present), with two more persons, went to the Residcht, add informed him 
tliat the Maliaraja was very mucli hurt and annoyed at the order passed by tlic Assistant 'I'lie 
Resident told me this, and ordered me to go away. I did so, and oain(t hack, in five or six days, 
when he told me I was to get pothiiig^ at all. 1 then asked him for my petition and papers, and 
was told lie knew nothing about them. . < 

Not long after this the Governor came to Ahmedabad, apfl I represented my case to him, 
giving him a written petition, whicli he took to Hombay. , During my absence in Ahmedabad, my 
wife left my Iiouse in Raroda, taking with h(jr Rs. 2,000 of my property. >SKe has not returned 
to m(^ When 1 came bacjk to IJarodji one girl and two boys, whom 1 had brought uj) from their 
infancy, represented to tlie Fouzdar that f had beaten them, and were told they might leave 
my liouHO and protection if they (;hoso to do so, which they did. Hearing that I was to he re- 
arrosted, f Ict't Raroda and went to noiiihay and Poona, where I lived fur about six months. I 
then rctnrmxl to tln^ camp Imre, and found that a “ Rath” (chariot) of mine, for which 1 had 
given Rs. 2(»0, had Ix'cn sold by auction liy order of the Durbar for Rs. 8. 1 have lioen living* 

m groat jioverty and distress since my return, and liavo made many tomplainis a!) 0 Ut my, losses, 
but have as yot received no vedros.'^ nr compensation. v 

The witneNs being recalled, and asked tt> fix the periods as closely as he can, at which tlie 
various events detailed by him occurred, states as follows:— 

Sevixi iiionllis after Khunchnao’s death my property wafe attacliod. 

Mve or six months after my pro])crty was attached 1 w'us imprisoned. 

Six or seven days after I was inqirisoned my arm was broken. 

Forty-two (lays after my aim was broken 1 was veleasecl. 

'Three or four days after 1 was released 1 ]>(^titioned the Resident. 

I’ive or six months after 1 petitioned the Resident, the Assistant Resident passed his order on 
iny case. 

Khmulerao Maharaj died on 4th day of Ramzan, three years ago. 

'Ihe Durbar reserve cross-examination. 

Sadak Ali, lecalled, states—Rhadarkhan Isinal Khan was never in my service. He is in the 
Gaekwar's employment. I called liirn as a witness to prove the fact of my imprisonment. Every 
one in the city knew I had been sent to jirison. • 


Rium.y ok TJiK Duubak. 


at iu* lioroda was more than 


Complainant is not a British subject. Ills stay previous to his arre 
six months, and he tliereby became a Gaekwari subject. • 

2. .lie owes about Rs. 100 lo the State ; to settle which, he was called by Balwuntrao l^impl(‘kar, 
Karkun of the Khas Paga, whom ho treated impudently and throatenedfco heat. He was there¬ 
fore taken before Balwuntrao Raholkar, the Naib Dewan, by whom he viJas sent to th(^ Fouzdari, 
with a yadi to have him hound over to keep the peate. The security tint being gixeii, he was 
di'tainod at the police station (Chahutra) f(»r one mrnlth and 20 ?lays, when, on giving security, Im 
was released. He was not chained, nor liandcufVed, nor treated in the maiitier which ho’ 
describes. 

With regard t(» the injury, it appears from the doscrijition roll of prisoners, and tUc! (nidence ol* 
witnesses, that he had sustained it previous to Ills arrest.. The witnesses ari< tlie'|)blico officers at 
the station. • 

Colomd Shortt did not mention to the Durbar agents, W write any yad to the Durbar, that 
complainanTg arm was broken in the jail 


A yad has been sent to Colonel Phayre from tlio Durbar stating that the (jomplainant had not 
:en put in jail keid it tlievila uohota This imght appear to be contradictory of our jiresent 

M suggest that either a mistukle was made at tho time of writing that yad, 
a nnsundorstaudiiig of the word keid,” which, strictly speaking, means 


been 

statement, and we would 
or that there had been a 
mil “ Chahutra” means a police guard-house, and it was in tlie “chahutra” he was confined. 
That yad was written on the report of the Karkun Balwuntrao Pimplekur. He is tlie man mentioned 
above. 

The descriptive register of Chahutra prisoners is produced by the Durbar agent, and, on 
inspection by the Commission, is found to contain the usual record of the complainaut’s committal 


on the 22nd April 1872. In the column of •* Description of the prisoners” is the remark in a 
separate line, on his right hand is an injury.” Inis line appears to the Commission to be 
written by a different hand, and at a different time from tiie rest of the record in that column. 

Further statement of the Durbar, made on the 17th December 1873, after production and 
examination before the Commission of the register of prisoners received in the chaoutra;— 

The ritatoment we made on the 13tb instant, as to the injury to Sadak Ali*s anu, when he was 
iirst admitted to the Chabutra, was made on the strength of a copy furnished to us by Karkun 
Wamanrao, but on seeing the original register of prisoners received, and carefully examining the 
entry, we are of opinion tliat it is of so suspicious a chaxacb^r that we desire to withdraw it as 
evidence. ^ , 

We shall make on inquiry with respect to the apparent addition to the entry. 


f Cas^ No. 2. 

iSktat) Sadak Au, British subje^. 

2. NAUsjNtiii B>iAVANsjN<;n, Rajput, 30 years, Havildar of Kali Tivri, statesI have known 
Sadak Ali lor tlie last l/> years, 'rill his Karkhuna was broken up i was his servant. When he 
was imprisoned his arm w'as all rig^t, sound, and uninjured. 1 did not see hinj when ho came 
out of jaik and cannot say in what condition he was when ho was rclcjised. It is two or two and 
a lialf years since he was imprisoned ; porhtqis eight, 10, or 12 months after Khunderao’s death. 
His esuiblishiiient was broken up some 10 months after Khuudevao’s doatli. 

The Durbar ageJits reserve cross-examination. 

HecatlMl —1 do not know what wa.s under Sadak All's sh^eves. He used his arm to lift up 
weights, but whether it was broken or not 1 ^annot tell. 


Cask No. 2. 

.Skiai) Sadak Am, British subject. a 

3. *BifAi)AUKjiA>i IsMAT.KiiAN, Putlmii, 32 ycars, Camel-diivcr of Raopuni, in Baroda, states:— 
J Wijs one ofSiwiak All’s camel-drivers till twf» or two hnd ft half years ago, when his contract was 
closed, and J was dismissed, lie was imiirisonod in the chabutra, and four or five days afterwards 
his wih; told me I was discharged. It w'fis two months or so after the AlalnmiJ Khunderao’s death 
that this happened. His arm was broken l>y a eainel biting it two years before in Ahniedabad. 
J did not see the caimd do this mysedf. I have sivm the arm htdore 1 k‘ was imprisoned. Jt was 
broken, and he use<l to wear an iron splint. It is liis right arm, and it is broken below the 
elbow. 

The Durbar agents reserve cross-examination. 


Cask No. 4.—Bhitisu Suiukcts. 

‘ Skiai) Sauak Ali'. 

« 4. Ahmad Ai.t Inayat Ali, Musalnian, 24 years, Fakir of Baroda, stattw;—I have known Sadak 
AU since I was in the City Jail with him 1 wo and a half ycars ago. For the first five or six days of 
his stay there he was all right in both arms, used to draw water, pull the punkah, and all ordinary 
work. One night about 8 p.m. the Sdvkari sepoys came and took him away. He was brought 
bacik at 10 or 11 p.m. and was put into a separate cell. We, prisoners, were instructed to hold 
no conversation with him, or we shoifid get two doxen lashes. He was calling out as if in pain, but 
I did not ask him the reason of his grief, as 1 was afraid of being flogged. 1 was for 20 or 22 days 
afterwards in prison with Soiad Sadak Ali. He pointed to his arm as if in pain. 1 do not know 
what injury happened to his arm. I was in prison on a charge of murder. 1 was sent to 
Kaira with two others, and was there tried. 'I'hey were hanged, 1 heard, hut 1 was acquitted. 

The Durbar agents reserve croBS-cxarabiation. 


ExTKAi^'tf.of Letter from Captain G, Pk I1 a-\cock to the Skchk.tahy, Baroda Commission, 

dated 20th December 1873. 

“ I remember the case of the camel contractor, Sciad Sadak Ali. It was referred to me for 
report by Colonel Shortt, and I *1110(10' a summary of the accounts fin Phiglish), resulting in 
favour of' the contractor, to some small amount.^ 

Colonel Shortt did not accept my huj^ing, afid subsequently continued the investigation of 
tl)o case himsolf) deciding eventually agali^ the eamelman. 

At tlie time of inqL.iry laifore me, 1 reinemlK*r no mention of the contractor’s arm having been 
broken, or of other torture having been practised upon him by tho Durbar officials, and it 


Statsuevi of Surgeon-Mfljor 0. £. SKi^ARo, Reudency Surgeon, Bgroda. 

^ Baroda, ibth October ld7S, 

1 have this day exaralned tihie right arm of Seiad Sadak Ali Maddat Ali, and haWiig beard the 
statement wbicli he made yesterday before the Resident read to me, 1 am of opinion tiiat the 
manner in which the fracturo is said to have taken place has been truly set forth, l^th t^e 
radius and ulna have been fractured. Tliere has eviciently been a subsequent suppuration. The 
bones are widely disunited, and the effect of anv surgical operation to remedy this state of things 
would bo doubtful. The arm is {perfectly useless, unless with the aid of mechanical appliances, 
and even those would lend but an imperfect use to the member. 

The above having been read over to Dr. Seward, he acknowledges it to be correct. 

(Signed) R. Phavee, Colonel, 

Resident. 


.1 

Dr. Skwahd appears before the Commission, and ^fter re-examining the arm,^tates;—I am of 
opinion that the injury to Sadajt. All’s arm could not have been done oy the bite of a <;ainol, on 
the ground that a camel having two rows of teeth, there would have been an extensive cicatrix 
oil both sides of the arm ; and, second, that if the force had been sulficicnt to fracture the arm, 
the bones would have been broken on both sides ; |hat is, at the point oi* impact with the 
earners teeth there should have; been au equal imury on both bonus, whereas one bone was 
fractured thort, and the other at a considerable length above it. If the man had been absolutely 
lifted off the ground, it is possible that dislocation of tho arm might have followed; but before 
that, could occur the agony would liave been so intolerable, that the person under torture would 
probably do precisely what Sadak Ali says he did, roll over on one arm or the other. It would 
bo difficult to form a precise opinion as to when the fracturp occurred, but tho present condition 
of the arm shows that the accident must have happened at least IH months ago. 

The Durbar agents decline to cross-examine. 

Final Statement iiy tiik Rksiuent. . 

Having omitted to obtain the evidence recorded by the Comrnissiun in this case, I am unable 
to refer to it specifioally, but the Durbar reply has been furnished to me, and I have a good 
knowledge oftrie facts of tho case gi'iicrally. - 

On His Highness Khunderao^s death, Sadak Ali,' who Avas a large camel contractor for the 
troops, &c., &IC.J got into trouble with the bfficials of the new regime, just as many others did about 
tho same time. In this instkneo, the Kaindar of the Khas Paga, one* Balwuntrao Pimplekar» 
intimated to Sadak Ali tliat his contract could not be coiitiniuul unless lie paid him a bribe of 
Its, KOO. .\ftcr some altercation Sadak Ali agreed to this, hut, as large arfear.s of pay were duo 
to him, he coulil only niaijag<‘ to pay Its.-lOh, and loft the remainder for future adjustment. I'his 
was not approv‘‘d by Pimplekar; a quarrel tMisued, and a complaint ^as made to the Acting 
Dowan, Raholkar, that Sadak Ali liad threatened Pimplekar, who was really working for llaholkar 
in the whole matter. His camels were then seized, and the whole of his property confiscated. 
Ho at oiu^e cumphiiiied to the Durbar of this treatment, and appears to have continued doing so 
till he at Icngtli addressed the tlicii Uesident, Colonel Burr, in September and October 1871, to 
the ettbet that llaholkar had seized his property and intended imprisoning him. Not having 
obtained redress, he went to Ahinedabad, and petitioned the Resident again, through the 
magistnite of the district, under date 1st December 1871. He again failed to obtain redress, 
but appears to have continued representing his case, till at length llaholkar, being detorminod to 
be rid of bis importunity in complaining to the Resident, threw him into prison- On being first 
taken to prison he was stripped, examined, and a minute description of him entered in the prison 
register. 'Phis was in April 1875^. About a week afterwards Sadak Ali was taken before 
Raholkar, to his jirivate residence, about 9 p.m., an<l he was there and then told to give an 
acquittance in full of all demands upon him in regard Ut pay and property, and further that ho 
would never again complain to the British authorities. Sadak Ali aeclino(Lto do anything of the 
sort; he was therefore at mute seized and tortured, in orde^ to make him yield to the demands of 
his persecutors. During the process his right arm was broken in two betv^ een the wrist and 
elbow. He was sent back to jirison, and left to take his chance, without any medical man h(*iug 
allowed to visit him. He ])robably would have remained in prison to this day had uoL his wife 
presented a petition to the Resident, on or about tho lUh of May 1872, stating that she and her 
husband were British subjects, that he had been thrown into prwou a fortnight previously, and 
imploring the Resident’s interference to have him released. Under such circumstances, Colonel 
Shortt, the Resident, at once referred this petition to the Durbar for explanation. No reply was 
received to his yad for about throe months, and when one came, Tn Durbar yad No. 1082, dated 
Ifith August, 1872, the fact of Sadak All’s being a British subject was not called Imanestion, but 
a flat denial was given to the fact that he had been imprisoned at all, and it was declared that he 
had no claims whatever; on the contrary, that he ttwod money to tho Durbar. Sadak Ali himself 
had been released in the interim, and was cndeavouifiug to obtain possession of his confiscated 
property, and his arrears of pay. This state 4;if affairs appears to have gone on from July to 

October 1872, during which time Captain Hancock, the 

Nora.—No dewioM of either of these offloers Assistant Resident, appears to have given a decision in 
are on record m the office. ^ Sadak All’s favour, which not having been approved 

of by Colonel Shortt, was not acted on, and the petitioner was again finally informed that he had 
no case. 

During this period, viz., from June to October, whilst his case regarding pay and property was 
pending, Sadak AU appears to have said nothing about the fracture of liis arm by torture, for 
obvious personal reasons. Indeed, it has been already seen tliat in August the very fact of his 


havin boon in prison at ail was boidly deni^ by thb Dnrbar in ^eir yad quot^ above, a fact 
which must have prejudiced his case. It was not, therefore, till November 1872, after his claims 
for both pay and camels, &c. on the Durbar had been rejected* that he mentioned^ the ftet of his 
having been tortured to Colonel Shortt, who appears to nave taken no notice of it, excepting by 
a remark to the effect that the llaholkar who ilid it had been remoyed from oiBco. 

The case catuc under iny noticjc in October 187.*1, and on the Ipth ol that niouth 1 addres8e<l 
His Higlinefes on the subjet^t, asking him to do the man justice in respect to hjeliroken ann, which 
had never before been represented ; and with reference to the positive denial of the fact of the 
man’s having been imprisoned in the previous April, I wrote as follows:— 

“ With the evidence now before me, 1 cannot accept your Highness’ yad to Colonel Shortt, 
No. 1802, of IBth August 1872, which denies the fact of SeW’Sadak AH having been imprisoned 
at all, as convoying the real facts of the complainant’s case, in regard to the torture and imprison¬ 
ment, hath of whkh took place btitweeii the end of April and first part ol June 1872.” 

No answer to this h'ttiM- has over been received by mc^ but on the trial before the Commission 
the I)urbar, in consequence of what I have written above, abandoned their falsa report about 
the imprisonmerft, and vainly cndcuvouicd to explain it away by attempting to apply a meaning 
to certain words in the yad of w^iich they were not capable. In fact, the Durbar yad of August 
Ifith, 1872, must be interpreted with relertmce to the wife’s petition, and the yad to which it was 
a reply, and in which the wonl “ keid ” could not hgve been used to mean jail,” but obviously 
to mean ” imprisonment,” as will b<i found from tho context 
Were this an isolated instance of this kind of unscrupulous and deliberate false statemont on 
the part of tho Durbar, tliey might receive the benefit of any doubt that might arise on the 
subject, in consequence of t.hoir version of the moaning, were there room for any. All doubt, 
however, as to the intention ’of the Durbar in this case is removed by what subsequently Umk 
place in jirescnco of tiie Coiiimissiou thonisclves. 

On the I8tli December the Durbar agent, in his reply to the case, stated that “with rogard 
“ to the injury it appears from the descriptive roll of prisoners, and the evidence of witnesses, 
“ that he had sustamed it previous to his arrest, I’he witnesses are the police officers at tlie 
“ station.” 

In support of this statement an extract from the register book of tho prison, called the 
“ Sheher Chabutru,’^ was produced by the Dutbar, but no witnesses were called to support it at 
that time, although it would appear from the above that their evidence had liccn already taken 
by the Durbar. 

, I suggesttsd that tho book itself should be produced In place of tho extract put into court, 
which*was afterwards do;ic, when the false entry recorded in tlie proceedings was immediately 
detected by tho Commission, l)ut denied stoutly by the Durbar Katkun Wiimaiirao. Eventually, 
however, the Durbar acknowledged the suspicious eharaeter of the entry, and withdrew the boolc 
as evidence. 

Thus the several attempts tin the part of tho Durbar, 

1st, to deny Sadak AH’s imprisonment l)y them ; 

2nd, to establish the Ikcl that, the injury rjccurrod to his arm before his arrest by them; and 
8rd, thoir proparation of false oviiloneo by means ol' the police officers of the station,” 
so completely expose their dclihenue and intentional matafides in this matter as to render thorn 
utterly unworthy of credit in regard to it, and J therefore trust that the (Jonimission may be 

S leased to give the poor man Sadak AH the full benefit of this damaging evidence against the 
)urbar. 

1 would respectfully submii, for the cousideratioii of the Connnissioii, that the conduct of the 
Durbar is bichly aggravated by the fact of their having heard the solemn injunctions which the 
Commission Tain upon every witness who appeared before it to speak the truth, and the warning 
qt what the cousequcnce would be if he gave false evidence. 

One or two Durbar servants that Sadak Ali called to prove the fact of his imprisonment were 
the first persons who gave hearsay evidence to the effect that Sadak All’s arm had boeu injured 
by a camel at Ahmodabad. This evidence was suksoquently shown to ho falso by tho register 
book, which, apart from the false entry, provi'd that Sadak Ali had no injury or mark on his arm 
when he went into prison on tlie 22ud April, as tlioso .persons swore he had. Moreover, 
Dr. Seward’s evidence provorl that there was no reason to believe that Sadak Ali’s arm had been 
broken by the bite of a camel; on the contrary, that had tho arm been broken in that way, there 
would have been evident signs of it 

Jn the marginal note to Case 38, Schedule 11., tUia ease is one of those eitcil by me in the 
proof of my general charge against the Gaekwar (lov eminent, that “ under the present system 
“ of administration no reliance can, as a rule, be placed upon Durbar official statements in 
“ matters affecting the administration of public justice.” 

When I wrote that, I referred, ao far as this case ia concerned, to the fiat denial of tlie imprison¬ 
ment made in the yad of 35th August 2872, but f had no idea that such additional proof of the 
charge os has como to light in the presence of tfie Commission would have been aflorded. 

h- 

Precis of the Pictition- of SfeiAu Saoak Ai.i, dated Uth November 1872. 

f 

1. When I went to llalwuntrao Raholkar. to demand my dues, my contract was cancelled, and 
he told me to pass a document to Uie effect iliat J IM received all my pay, and that 1 would not 
complain to the British Govornmcnt. I ref used to-comply with this demand 1 was cousequeutly 
impTiBoned, handcuffed, and beaten. The result Was the breakage of my arm. 

2. I demand the price of lour camels given to Ismal Bapu. 

S. The people owe me about.Rs. 1,000 or 1,500. The account is with a Bania, who maybe 


4. I the semov^ At^fihment ow t}ifi camala, shigramj &(^ Im consequence 

of my not peeing more 400 to ons.Balva^ao Pimplokan ■ ■ 

5, 1 request the-reBtoiatioai of one cmnel, wImcIi is with theThakor of-Miagwn. 

6/ I solicit a receipt frotr* Ohe Jetba Parskh, who is in charge of eight pagaa for the surplus 
equipment of camels, which he took away. 

A verbal answer was given to the petitioner by the Resident on the loth Novoinbor 1872, 
viz., that bis petition was returned. 

SoBsTANCK of a Marathi Yad No. 1802, dated Iftth August 187<l, to the addresH of,the 

Residknt, hroQi^H. H. the Gaiskwab Malhahao MAiiAUA.i. 

States, in reply to the Reflident*8 yad, No. 1018, of the IJth May 1872, asking explanation as 
to why Seiad nadak Ali (the husband of one Bae Nanu, of Abmodabad), who had boon to the 
Durbar officers asking for a payment of money due tohim on account of his contract for supplying 
camels, had been imprisoned, that from the particulara'laid before the Durbar by the Sonaputty in 
his memo. No. 125, of 1872, information is hereby given that untlei* the terms of his contract no 
payment of money is due by this Government to tlio said Seiad Sadak Ali as alleged in his 
petition, enclosed in the accormianiments, but that on the contrary ho owes money to the 
Government The petitioner Seiad Sadak, in consequence of his having usetl threatening 
language towards the Pagadar officers, was required to give u security for good conduct. IIo has 
not been hiiprisonod. The accompanying petition is returned. 


Cask No. 5, 


Ttsi.o Govtxua, Chamar, 40 years, leather-seller and cultivator, resident of Punadra, in the 
Mahikanta, states:—My son, named Natbuva Tislo, aged 17 years, is now at home too ill to 
come up and make any Rtutement ITifl feet and legs arc all swollen, and he suffers from fever 
daily. He is the Rome person about whom complaints have been made to the Resident, regarding 
liis having been seized, fined, and punished by tlieVabivatdar of Atarsuinba. He is so ill that 
h(} cannot be brought here even on a cha.rpoy, and 1 have no hope that he will ever get well, 
l^unadra is 50 kos (75 miles) from Baroda, 22 kos (83 miles) from Ahmcdabad, 18 kos (27 miles) ^ 
from Sadra. He has been thus ill for the last month. T do not know whether or no they are * 
giving him any medicine at home. His mother is taking care of him, but J cannot say how be 
now is, HR it is 2n days since I left home. 


2. Shankar Lamias, Vania, 50 years, Mukhtiar of Pasunj, Daskrohi Talukn, Ahmedabad 
Zilla, states:—About two months ago Tislo came to me, and informed me that his son was 
imprisoned without cause in Baroda. I informed the Political Agent at Sadra, and by his advice 
I came here and compl.'iined to the Resident, who proeunnl the release of Nathnvain 12 days. 
He was tbi’ii very ill, with feet .‘ill .swolbjn, but was able to walk a little. We took him by train 
to Ahmedabad, and thonce by cart to Punadra. About one month ago the Resident sent for 
us again, and 1 went to Punadra, where I saw Nathuva. He was then, 25 days ago, lying in 
bed, suffering from swollen legs and daily attacks of fever. He was rpiite unable to move. He 
was not in bis right senses, being unable to answer questions put to him. We therefore came 
away without him. I heard 15 days ago that he was no better. It is impossible for me to say 
whether or no he will recover, but when I saw' him be was qttit(» unable to eorno here by any 
moans of conveyance. . 


Statkmkn’t ok thf. Duuhar. ^ 

The village of Punadra, within the jurisdiction of the Mahi-kanta Agency, belongs to tht 
Gaekwar’s diatrict of Atarsumba. It is the seat of a famous shrine of Maliadco, distinguished 
by the name of “Utamteshvar.” It is a place of pilgrimage and fairs. The greatest of those 
fairs falls on the 14th of Magb Vadyu, when thousands vi|it the place!; liffd on the last 14th of 
Magh Vadya the concourse amounted to thousands. 

The religious laws of the Hindus prohibit members of inferior castqs, such as Dbeds (low 
caste), Bhaiigis (sweepers), Chamars (shoemakers), as well aa of diffireiit creeds, such as 
Musalmans, from entering the templcR of Hindu religion. At any rate the populai* feeling 
becomes offended if any individual of an inferior caste enters such jd.'ices. The Rensitivencss 
of the Hindu mind is so great that they bectimc! highly excited,' if they happen to discover such 
an one to have entered a Hindu temple in dis^ise. 

On the day of the last fair^ a shoemaker of Punadra, oiu! Nathuva TiSla by name, had come 
to tlie fair. There was nothing wrong bo far as coming to the fair was concerned. He, how¬ 
ever, took a disguise and effected an entrance into the room where tho principal shrine is 
situated. He was, however, detected, given into custody, and kept in confinemont, 

Dunng the investigation held by the Vahivatdar (xnanagor) of Atarsumba ho ailmittcd having 
entered the temple, and the sumo having been estabHelied by the evidence of those wlio had 
apprehencLed him* ho was fpund guilty of the heinous crime of profaning tho Hindu religion. 
The proceedings iq this ease, as well as the prisoner, were ordered to be sent up to the Huzur; 
and Slnwfcris (expounders of laws),were consulted as to, the nature of the punishment to be 
awarded for such a crime on the authority of Menu Smrati, Parashuri, and other works on 
Hindu Iftws^ The Shastris deckred tliat such a gracelesR profaner should be put to death. 
This was, however, deemed too severe a punishment, and we thought it aiivisable to Hontonce 
him to rigOToufi imprisonment for seven years. He was undergoing tlio sentence, of which four 
months only had, expired, when released. 


Subjects residing within the British territory, or within what is tenned the Mulukgtri limits, 
if apprehended in the act of committing offences within the Gaokwai^s territory are tried and 
punished by the Courts of this Government, according to the law ^ministered by them ; and 
after the expiration of riie term of punishment, the authority of the <U8trict, of which the offender 
happens to ^ a narive, is informeef of the some. 

^lis practice, and its vice vend, have been in existence from an ancient time. 

The offender under notice was accordingly apprehended while in the act of committing an 
offence within t)ie limits of the territory of this Government, and was tried, convicted, and 
sentenced according to the laws in force. 

There is nothing in this proceeding which may be deemed unjust or informal. 

In tho month of June last the British Resident, in a memorandum No. 1^6, written probably 
on an application from the''criininars father, Tisla Govindo, desired the Durbar to roloaso the 
prisoner fWn confinement, and send him to the Residency on the d£^ after the next to that of 
the memo., and to investigate the charges advanced against the Vahivatdar and Fouzdar of 
Atarsuroba, of receiving u bribe of Rs. ^()0, and taking an agreement for an additional bribe of 
lls. 300, of which 20 wore actuiilly paid. 

This requisition on the part, of the Uesident was a novel one, and contiary to the existing 
practice. ' 

It was therefore iiecossary for us to consider how we were to act, and while this subject was 
under con8i<leratioii the memo. No, 1704 was received from the Resident to the same offect. 

Wo therefore, in deference to the wishes of the Resident, and with a view to avoid discussion, 
set t)i(‘ criminal at liberty, and informed the Resident of the same in our reply. 

As regards tho alleged charges of receiving bribes, tbe Resident was requested to send tbo 
complainant, with whatever proofs he possessed, to the Gaekwar Government. As no one has 
yet appeared before us, no investigation could be set on foot; and the Vahivatdar, who was made 
tfj furnish security, is suffering from the state of suspense under which ho has been placed.. 

The practice alluded to in tlie Resident's memo. No. 1704, in connexion with offences by 
parties residing in what arc stated the Mulukgiri limits, is not in force. That described above 
IS, we assure, actually in force. 


Final Statement by thk Resident, 


» 


The general facts of this case arc reported in para. S of my letter to Government, No. 
dated 48th August 1878. 

2. It has not been inquired into by the Commission owing to the absence of Nathuva Tisla 
himself, tlirough severe illness contracted during his false imprisonment of four months in the 
Baroda Jail ; consequently it is still pending. 

X The Durbar have, however, put forward certain statements which require notice. 

(«.) That Nathuva Tisla entered the temple in question in disguise. 

(^.) That the Vahivatdar of Atarsuniba states tbat Nathuva Tisla confessed that he had entered 


the temple. 

(c. Subjects of the Mahikanta and Rewakaiita (Mulukgiri limits), if caught committing 
offences within Baroda limits, are punishable by Baroda laws, and the Political Agent of the distric;t 
to be informed after tlic expiration of the term of punishment, 

(d.) But Nathuva Tisla was apprehended in the act of committing this crime, was tried, 
•The Durbar staten that th<‘ erime cummittM punishable by Convicted, and sentenced according 
death; consequently it was not bailable. Y«t Nuthuva Tialft tvsk ‘ ' ' ' 

allowed by the Vahivatdar to rutiini to the Mahikanta after the bril>e 
WBK (Miid. lie KUiyul there 1 ^ njoiithd, after which he wiiK iUef'ally 
Crrestcd. not through the Volitical Agent. 'I'hiis the whole piocroding 
waR unjitht and infortunl. Why ahouUI the Otirhur hav<‘ concealed 
from the (/ommiEifiion the fact of the bail and the return of the priKoner 
to hia boini‘ in the Mahikanto ? 


to law—nothing unjust* or informal 
committed. 

(e.) Hesidont’s yad 1680 dcsirtul 
the Durbar to release the prisoner. 
This was a novel proceeding. 


(/) Resident’s ya<l No, 1704 was received, and, to avoid discussion, the prisoner was released 
by order of the Durbar. a 

(ff.) With regard to the bribes, the complainants have not appeared before the Durbar, therefore 
the question has not beea gone into. 

4, With regard to a, h, c, d, and g of the above allegations on the part of the Durbar, the 
deposition of Nathuva Tisla liimself, (iorroborated by other evidence, throws a very different light 
on the raattpr. The Vahivatdar of ADirsumha, named Desaibhai, being the person who released 
the petitioner on his father’s paying tbe sum of lis. 200, is not worthy of credit in what he states 
regarding the petitioner’s confession. 


(1.) Disposition of Nathuva Tisla, on 8th August 1873, before the Resident. 

Nathuva Tibla, 30 years of age, inhabitant of Puuadra, in the Mahikanta, chamar and 
cultivator, Hindu, states on solemn affirmation:— ' 

About the end of last t>)bruary I went to the temple of Mahadev, near AtorBumba, where I 
was summoned by the Sirkar to bring ^prass for the soware of the (laekwar Government. I 
had deposited the grass and was returnin'^; hoin#, and had occasion to pass near the temple. 
After going a few paces I was followed by ten or fifteen sepoys of Atarsumi^ who accused me of 
having defiled tho tempi© by going near it They beat me with leather ' tliongs, and took mo to 
the Fouzdar, who had me bound and taken tw Atarsumba. 1 was there fetterSi and thrown into 
prisoxi. I remained thus foj 15 days. During tins time two or three persons visited me, and said 

flin.*- if 1 wmilil nn.v n fini* I Hhoiiln hft rAlpuHml. I ciaiiJ tliaf 1 niMil.1 M/vf n.... U __ 1 _ 


my iatfaer WouM. A few days dUer tbis 1 was discharged. My father knows the bail, &c. 
1 then returned home, where I remained for about two montha After its expiration this man who 
went boil for me, named Wasbramia, came and said that I must come with him, to Atarsumha iu 
Goekwar’s territojy, a» a.rasinama had^ to be taken from mo. When I arrived in Atarsumha I 
was taken to the Fouzdar’s Karkun, Krishna Dev, who said that my statement had to bo taken in 
Baroda, and that 1 must go there on that account. The yahivatdar, Dosaibhai, wa? at that time 
sitting near. I was sent to Baroda and taken to the Fouzdari. I was then taken to Chabutra for throe 
days. On the 4th day I was called to the Fouzdari. No questions whatever were asked ; no 
^, . . / . . .evidence Was taken; there was no trial. I was kent at 

accora. »U). tl,. m nearly erery , ^ distance, anti was informed by two Karkuns that 1 was 

^ sentenced to 7^ years’Jmprisonmont. 1 was then taken 

to jail, where I sta/od till yesterday, when I was released. I was employed on labour inside the jail. 

Given before me this 8th day of August 

(Signed) R. Phaykf, 

Resident. 


(2.) Drposition of T 1 S 1 .A Govivoa, Chamar, father of Nathuva Tisla, dated l.‘5th August 1873. 

On the Srdb February 1873 a fair was held at the Mahadev’s temple near Atarsumha on 
account of Shivratre festival. The Vahivatdar and Fouzdar of Atarsuinbn, with the sowars, 
of the 'Jliana, went there to preserve the peace. As wo h;ul the riglit of aking taway the skins 
of cattle dying in tho Atarsumha villages of Wagjipur, Hohhu, and Fuljinu Muvadu, wo are 
liable, agreeably to custom, to be called upon to perform “ Veth ”* for Atarsumha. So my son 
Nathuva, Chunidio, Walio, Bidvantio, and Dylo went with bundles of grass to the fair. 'I'lie 
three latter i*oturned to Puiiadva and told me that rny son had been taken away to 
Punadra on the charge of defiling tho tcnij)lo. I'ln* next day 1 went to AtarKUinhs. ’^'J'he 
])Con8 would not allow me to sec my sun, who was tlnowu into prison and put in irf)ns. I 
then saw the Vahivutdars, Valabhbliai, Jivabliai, and Dosaibhai, and asked them wiiy my 
son had been confined. They replied tliut be had defiled tlie temple, and that if I paid a fine 
tif Rs. 1,000 he would he roleased, othenvise that he would be sent txj Haroda. I said that I 
could not get Up. 1,000, and returned borne. At this time Jiuribhni, inukhi of Fuljinu Muvada, 
and sepoy Kaiiiu Galubhai of tho same village, were present. In the limits of Atarsiunba 1 spok<j 
to tlio Fouzdar, whose name 1 do not know, about my son’s release; he said tliai lie would sptiak 
to the Vahivatdar about it. 1 then rcturneil Imme. 'J’lirec days suhso(pieiitly 1 again went to* 
Atarsninba, aceoinpanied by the said se])oy and innkhi, and spoke to the Vahivatdar. lie then 
dtiinandefl Hs. U)0. I did not consent to pay tlio sum, and returned home. Again I wv.nt to 
Atarsumha with the people above named, and spoke to .livabhai, who desired mo to go to Wagji- 
pura with him, which 1 did. 'J'here he .said that if I paid him Ks. KK) for self, and Us. fiO for th<^ 
Fou'/.dar, and Rs. CO for Desaibhau fie would release my son; he then left for Devkaran Muvado, 
telling mo that 1 should liring the Ks. 1<KI intended for him there. 1 and my coinpunions 
returned to Punadra and hoiTowod Ra. 100 from Hania Raochand Mangal at 1 per (tent, (jxt 
month) interest and passed a bond to him. I then went to Devkaran Muvuda, .'icrjompanicd by 
„ ,v • the said muklii and sepoy,and, taking Samlo andDalio 

01 my caste with us, I paid m their prescMice lia. 100 
to .Jivabhai in the village Choiiva. The next day 1 again went to Atarsumha with Hs. 110 from 
„ ^. rny house, and paid Rs. CO to Desaibhai at the house 

01 Jlania Inbhovan, of the villagi*, in the presence of 
tho latter, and Cliainadia Walio, Ualvanta, and Dyla of Pumulra, and the said mukhi and sepoy, 

t and also paid Rs. r»0 to Kri.slinaDeo, Karknn undflr the 

.s. ..0 lo ouj a. » ui um. Fouzdar ill the Atiu’SumbaKutcherry, through Kanin ajid 

the mukhi. At that time Chaiiiadia, souila of Uliutesari, under Sadva, was jirescnt. Of this sum 
of Rh. 60, Rs. ^ were returned as bad coin. The fetters were removed from my son’s legs and 
he was brought to the Kutcherry, and I w^a-s desired to nroeuro bail for him ; he said that when the 
Fouzdar came a razinania would be recorded. Chamadia Visramia, of Ajarsuniba, stood bail for 

my son, and lirishnarao allowed my son to go. He 
Arreitt III ftriiUi Runta limitB an iu Biiim Cur- remained at home for Imonths. The security having 

sotiii case. come to call ray son, J and ho went to Atarsumlm, 

when Krishna Dev, the Fouzdar’s Karkun, haiideufled my son and sent him to Raroda. T asked 
why he was sent to Baroda, when T had been made to pay money for his release. 1 W'as fold 
that he would give his deposition at Baroda and return home. I then returned to my Ihiuso. As 
my son did not return for ton days, T went to Jivabhai at Atarsumha, when he tolii mo to come 
to Baroda, where he hirnsolf was going the next day, ^ind that ho would jirocure my sou’s release. 
1 came to Baroda and stayed there ten days, but could not find Jivabhai, nor could I obtain any 
clue as to my son. So I left Baroda for my village ami got down at the Nariud Railway Station. 
%:t 1 . I saw Jivabhai there, and related to. him what had 

Narmd, m nr.«.h terntory. happened ; he said that if 1 xvanted U, have iny son 

released I should give a further sum of Rs. 300 ; as it was a Gaekwari concern, that further sum 



I do not know. In this way I arranged to have Hs. 300 paid to Jivabhai and ixftnnied home. I 

waited for three months, but Jivabhai did not procure my son’s release and misappropriated 

^ „ .. /at. the money ;t therefore I have complained to tlie 

t K..s0oah.H..300. Resident 

Dated 18th August 1878. 


* Forced labour. 


5. This eridence is supported by four Mahikauta subjects with regard tq the bribery of the 
VaMvatdars and other points. It is unnecessary to quote it here. 

6. With regard to the allegations of the Durbar as set forth in (e) (e) and (^) above, the follow¬ 
ing are true copies of liesident’s yads 1686 and 1704 therein referred to, from which it will be 
seen on what grounds the llcsident required tho rolnaso of a Muhikanta subject who had in 
reality been punished for his alleged crime of defiling the temple by a fine of Hs. 200 imposed by 
the Atarsumba Vahivatdars, Desaibhai and others, who, not wishing to credit that amount to the 
State, took illegal bail from a Mahikanta subject, and subsequently, instead of obtaining his , 
extradition in the usual way, had him brought from Mahikanta territory by a Baroda subject and 
thrown into the Baroda jail, the whole proceeding being utterly illegal and contrary to treaty. 

7. The Resident’s letters ^ as follows 


Tuajjslation of Yad to Durbar, No. 1G86, dated 2Gth July 1873. 

Your Highnkss, • 

I «KG herewith to forward the petition of Chaniar Ti.sla Uovinda, of Punodra, in the 
Mahikanbi, presented this day, from which you will sev that Nathuva, the son of the petitioner, 
went with a bundle as Begari ” on the occasion of the last Shivratri fair at the temple of 
Antkant Mahiwleo, in the month of Magh last ; he was charged by the Vahivatdar of Atarsnmba 
with the olfence of having entered the temple, and was much beaten and imprisoned. The 
... , , Valiiv.'itdar demanded Rs. 200 for l)is release from the 

• r? 2 ., Dtitivus aiicr. petitioner,* which tho latter paid and procured Nathuva’s 

release. Some mouths subsequently, Nathuva was sent for by the Fouzdiw of 4tur8uniba and 
forwai-ded to Baroda. A sum of Rs. 300 was again demanded from him (petitioner). Of this h(j 
paid Re. 200 and gave security for the remainder, l)ui the boy is nowhere to bo found at Baroda, 
and the petitioner prays for his release. # 

Your llighnoss w’ill learn these circumstances from the petition. The petitioner and his Vakil 

. ^ . 1 . ... arc herewith sent. Kindly have the matter inquired 

Koto.—DurlwUTH assertion m above!!! • . i i .. i ..i .. i- o^i ^ 

into soon and let me know the rCsult. The accom¬ 

paniment to be returned. 

Dated 26th July 1873. 

P.S.—The petitioner’s son, who is in confineirKMit, may he sent liorc tho^lay after to-morrow, 
and the petition to he also returned. Dated as above. 


Tiianslation of Yad Uj Durbar, No. 1704, dated 28th July 187.3, 


I have sent to the Durbar, yad No. 1686, dated the 26th July 1873, ve(|ue8tiiig that Nathiiv.'i, 
Chaniar, of the village of Punadra, in the Mahikanta, wh») has liocn imprisoned by the Vahivatdar ’ 
of Atarsumba, may be sent up to the Residency. The said Nathuva’s futlier, Tisla Oovinda, 
appeared before me this day and roprescuted as follows:— 

“My son was without reason charged by the Vahivatdar of Atai*suniha witli having entered the 
temple of Maliadev about five month.s ago ; he was beaten and imprisoned. Suhsc()uently. 
Vahivatdar Valabhhhai, i£c., residents of Petlad, who had lUnned the Atarsumba. Mahal, 
demanded from me lls, 200 for the hoy’s release. 1 gave the amount, having sold my cattle and 
borrowed the remainder from a Bania and from some pcoplo of my caste, l-lie hoy was then 
released and returned home. Some, days .subsequently the boy was fraudulently sent for from his 
village, and again impriboned and taken to Baroda. 'I'he Vahivatdar, ^e., tlieii entered into a 
ncgptitttion with regard to this matter and demanded a further sum of Rs. 300 ; a part payment of 
Rs. 20 was made to him at Nariad, and socuvity was given for the remainder. Still the hoy has 
wot been released from imprisonment. Of the sum of lbs. 200 first paid, only Rs. 8 appear in the 
Government records.” 

When this statement was mado by the petitioner, the minister, Sivajirao Khanvelkar, was 
present. The action of thejVahivatdar in having received money from a person of the petitioner’s 
position is a (great) piece of inju.'Jtiecj^and should be fully inquireil into. I liave said so to the 
miuiator. The prisoner is a subject of the Mahikanta, and it appears that he is undergoing 
sentence for having entered a tomple; it is necessary for me to sco what sentence ho has 
received, because 1 find as follows on a reference to the Govermiient order No. 3900, dated 
18th September 1849, with regard to accused persons belonging to the Mulukgiri Districts:— 

let. If an Agency suhje(^t commits an oirenco in tile Gackwar limits, and a demand is made (for 
his surrender), a primdfarie case should he submitted, and the Resident should he satisfied with it. 

2nd. The surniuder will be made if tlie Gaekwar Govermnent award sentence agreeably to the 
laws of the British* Govornmenu • 

3rd. When a sentence is passed, it is to he carried info effect after the Resident has seen all 
the papers of the case and approves of the seiiteneo. 

I/ncter these circumstances, it was advisable, if the ticcused was to be imprisoned, tljat a priml 
case should first have been submitted. This was not done, nor was any intimation given 
to me or the Political Agent, Mahjkanta, as it was, ueccHsary to ,do. What is the reason of this 7 
If the man has been sentenced, all the papers in his case may be kindly sent to me soon, so that 
tliey may be looked into {t»r an inquiry made). 

Dated 28th July 1873. 


These reasonable requests were never complied .with; in i’act there were no proceedings, it is 
believed. 


8. The original seizure of Nathuva Tisla (a Mahikanta subject) in order to extottmonev, the 

, •>.- T>.. l._I1 .... ......_ 1 . _.-i_ir._ ..L . • « 
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inquiry or trkl, and the pt^dent rep^ of the Durbar, are points which would have been estab- 
lisliod had the personal presence of ^athuva Tisla not been considered essentially necessary by 
the Commission, A reference has been made to Major Le <51eyt, the Political Agent, Mahikanta, 
to inquire whether Nathuva Tisla is really in the dangerous state described, but as yet no reply 
has been received. 

9. It is important also to record here what was brought to notice in one of the accompaniments 
to the Administration Report for 1872-73, viz., that the Vahivatdar Valabhbliai, who is smd to 
have demanded this bribe, farmed the Atarsumba Mahal, with three others, named Jivabhai,* 
Desaibhai, and Nathubhai, all of whom appear to have exercised jurisdiction in tlie Mahal, and 
to have set aside the original survey assessment, and levied a considerable amount in excess of it. 
Ibis affords an exemplification ofVhat was stated in the final remai'ks upon the case of Dalpat 
Prema, Schedule I., Case 3. 

10. In addition to the above represented, ynds htm- hem n^riUen. to tJu' Dnrhar bringing to notictj 
the corrupt practices of the oflicials of the Atarsumba Mahal, No reply Ims been vouchsiifed, 
and tho Resident is not aware of jany energetic measures having been adopted to put a stop to 
them. 

Under thesis circumstances, it is not to be wondered at thatjustice has up to the present moment 
miscarried in tho case under report. 


Cask No. 9. 

M ANEKLAi. Vri'HAi,, Soni, 22 years, goldsmith, of Ahmeflabad, statesI have three houses, two 
in Ahmodahad and one lierc. My father lived hero, and was employed by Government as a Soni 
on lls. I2i a month, lie. died here some years ago, and on his death my mother, who was a 
native o*f Ahnuiduhad, t(»ok me, tlien a boy ef five years or so, there with her. 1 lived conti¬ 
nuously ill Ahme.daliad for sonn^ lO years, learning my work and being educated. J then began 
to come here for one or two iiiuutbs eaidi year, as occasion required, to sell the* results of my 
work. I (lid no Govtgnmont service hert*. J have a cousin, Amratlal, who livoR in Baroda. 
T^nst Posh (.fanuarv) 1 iiad a quarrel with him in Aliinedabad about a silver oiMaiiient, whieb he 
charged my brother with stealing. My brother was taken into custody by the police, but was 
released. In the month of Mali i April) I \v:is here, and Amratlal got up a false complaint about 
me, that I had written a letter to my brother in Ahinedabad to the effect tliat Amratlal’s 
daughter, Ganga, Imd gone to the Maharaj, and that, in l;('nHet^uolleo of this letter, he (Amratlal) 
would be turned out of caste. He brought some 10 or 12 witnesses to prove liis case. No 
depositions were taken in my presence. What happened to mi! after my arrest w'us that I was 
.asked whellntr I had written this letter about my uneln and (Jaiiga. 1 denied having done so, 
and was then reniundod to custody for four or five days, at the end of vyhich time 1 was again 
called up before Veshwointrao and told to show my handwriting. I did this, and was again taken 
to the cliabutra. 'riience, in a few days, 1 was taken to the jail, ami was there told by Yeshwunfcrao 
Fouzdar that 1 was .scnteiice<i to 14 years’ imprisonment for writing this letUn* about my 
unele and tJangiu My m<ither made four or five petitions to the (laekwar’s Governmimi, but 
was not idlowciT to see me. She, then complained to the Resident, who asked her to bring a 
certifieate that she was a British subject. She brouf^ht such a certificate from the Collector of 
Ahinedabad, and .after four or four aiid a half numtba in jail I was released at the instance of the 
Resident, 1 was ordered by liim to give security to be present when called upon. 

I declare distinctly that 1 never wrote the letter which I was accused of doing. 

Tho Durbar agents reserve cross-examination. 

yVVrftj._The original jiroceodiiigs of the deponent’s trial and other papers have been produced* 

before the Conimissioii by tlie Resident; and it being stated that the signature on his confession, 
which form.s part of these proceedings, is a. forgery, the witness is shown two documents, botli 
puniorting to bo signed by him, one being bis alleged confession, the other a paper about his 
kleged domicile. He denied at first that either of them was his, but subsequontly stated that 
the mgnaturc on the paper relating to his domicile is his, bTit that the one on his alleged con¬ 
fession is not his. 


Statement oi' the Duhiiau. 


Complainant is a Gaekwari subject, as we cun prove from the census papers of 1872. from his 
having paid house asKesBrnent in 1869, and from the evidence of similar witiiessoB to tliose whom 

he proposes to call to show that he is a British Bubject. -i v 

The depositions were taken in his presence, as tlie proceedings thoraBeJves will show. Tho 
signature ne denies is his, as we can prove by evidence, and by tlic comparison of writing by 
him. The signature which he says was taken from him against his will, was made voluntarily 

^The sentence passed upon him was one year’s imprisonment, not 14, and in Edition to this he 
was called on to find sccutity for Rs. 200 not to repeat his offence. 


Finat. Statement vy the Resipent. 

The case of Mancklal Vithal was entered in Schedule I. on the CTOund that, in tlie opinion of 
tho Resident, it was distinctly proved that Maneklal Vithal was a British subject 
The grounds of the Resident’s opinion on this subject are as follows 

1. That Maneklal is at the present time a permanent resident of Ahmedabad, carrying on 
business there, and owning house property in Ahmedabad, 


2. That ManAlal has lived all his life in Ahmedabad, and has never lived in Baroda except 
for short intervals, when he has come to Baroda for business. 

:j. That, although he possesses a house in Baroda, he does not reside in but lets it for hire. 

'I'Ih' truth of tlicso facts has never been denied, hut it has been urged by the Durbar that 
Alaiicklal possesses house pnjporty in Barodu, and lias paid house assessment lirst in 1869, and 
iiMb Iioeu entored in the Baroda census returns ns a Baroda subject. On these slight grounds it 

• a mm .% 1« i _X 1 t * A 



that if the doeibiiui in tliis case ho ujihcld, it will be imnoBsiblo in practice to decide who arc and 
who are not entitled to ht' considered as British subjects. The Uesident would, therefore, 
lospectl’uny solicit that the decision on this point nmy be reconsidered, because, in consequence 
thorcof, iho petitioner has heMi again consigned to the Baroda jail upon a charge which the 
Uesident l)cli<‘vi‘s to luivo been wholly without foundation. 

Wiu'tliei Alaui’klal Vithiil be or bo not a British subject, the merits of his cuso are entirely 
uiiad'ocled. Ih? was convicted in Baroda of the alleged oflence of writing a defamatory letter to 
his hndher in Ahniedahad, and iho proccediugs of his ttial have been produced. It is most 
idgnilicant that there is in these proceedings no cvidi'iicc against Maneklal himstdf, except what 
jiurports to he his own eunfcssion. The genuiiienoss of liis confession is denied by Maneklal, 
who slates that be never made it, mid that the signature of his name is a forgery. Maneklal 
fmtluT stales tliat lie never wrote any letter at all to his brother in Ahmedabad, and his brother 
Nanji (hmios having received any such l(*tter, and was prepared to have given ovidonce to this 
elfeet before the Commission. 

'i'aking into coii'^itleration the nuuu'vous cases of* alleged false confession and false statements 
emanating from the Durbar, whicdi it has been llic Resident’s duty to bring to the notii^e of the 
Oojinnission, the Reeidcnt respectfully subndts that tho more submission of proceedings by the 
riurlmr eannot 1)0 accepted as even pr/wr? /orle proof of tho regularity of Durbar judicial 
jiroeeediugs. 'J'he iK'titioner in this case appears to have been treated with extreme injustice, 
and it is rcspoidfully .submitted that, wlufther he he a Baroda or a British subject, lie is entitled 
tu tho proteclion oftlio British (bivernmciit against the oppressive action of the Durbar Court. 

’rii(! Besid(*nt would therefore respectfully reeonmiriid that, whether the petitioner be or ho 
not entitled to danuige.s, the Durbar he at oucc advised to release him from contincmeut or to 
allow him to return without further molestation to Ahmedabad. * 


Cask. No. 10. 

l*.\i{r»iii!i)As IVvHsnoTAM BirARCT, 5^2 years, iriouey louder, of Ncriiwl, in Ivaiva/illah, states:— 
About six mouths ago 1 went to the village of Jagral, in the Batan Mahal, to visit my uncle. 
VV(s“u 1 had been Ihen* for lour or tive'^nontlis, I was one day seized by the Fouzdar Fatlch Ram 
and taken to tin? Waghrul 'riuuui on a charge of theft. 1 was there tied uj) witli my jjands 
behind my biu^k, and iny toe.s just touching the ground, and told to (confess by one Raghunath, 
Kiu lvun. I was lied up that day, morning and evening. 1 was not beaten the first time, hut in 
t,ke ovmiiug I was stniek four limes with a tamarind stick over the body. I began to cry out, 
and grew faint, so that they release*! me, and said I might go home. My undo made a jietitiou 
" about this, mentioning piy name. Inquiry has been made iutp the matter by tho Durbar. All 
that I want now is leaVo to go home if justice is done to mo. j have not as yet had any dejiosi- 
tion taken in Baroda. 

I’lie Durbar agents state that they have made a preliminary inquiry into the case, that they 
consider it proved against the I'oazdar, and as soon as his deposition is verified he can have 
leave to go. 

FlS'Af. .StATKAIKNT IJY TIIK RKSinKNX. ' 

This man is one of those who was iloggial in the Patan District (Schedule II., Cases 9 and 10), 
in order to make him confess to having committed a crime of which lie was guiltless. 

'I'lie Durbar gave him Rs. in compensation, and be returned to Neriad. 

'Phe Fou'/dar who committed the crime has been punished. 

The case affords, with others that have been brought to light during the present proceedings, 
proof of tho system of torture to obtain confessions which is practised by the Guekwar (lovcrn- 
ment, a system which renders the allogod confessions of accused persons utterly valuokiss as 
evidence of guilt. 

Tim notorious flogging case of eight persons (No, ,‘19 of vSchedulo II.) aflbrds a notable exanqile 
of this, one man having died under this bystein, and two being now in prison for life, solely on the 
grounds of tlieir confession obtained by flogging. 


Cask No. 12. 

1 . Naua via ViTHOBA, 30 yearsj of Khanval, in Ratnagiri District, statesMy husband is now 
alive. I eame hither to Baroda ot my own pleaeure some two and a half years ago, brought by 

Huttnii Ri/lLrur.'n ftiirvil ni. t>f .Vunn. 5i»nih. xinrl tt'Ant fr> N’iitifl KxiViiK Ixa Kti 




went to the palace^ taken ihere by Nana Sahib hin^elf, at that time also of ^y own oceord and 
free will. In the pdlace I found I had to do service to the Queen, fanning !nr, and performing 
other duties of a servant. Tliis service was roudered against my will. 1 remained as a servant 
four or five months in the palace. 1 was then questioned by tbo Matiaraj as to whether I knew 
anything of any intrigue between the llaholkar and the Rani. I said f knew nothing of it, and 
was then put into the Chabutra, where 1 remained for one and a half months. I was at the end 
of that time remanded to the jail, where I stayed for one and a half years. While in jail I was 
twice flogged by llhojaugrao, receiving four cuts with a cane on the ba<!k, the cause being that I 
had eaten two anna half paisas^ worth of bajri which I had ground, I was released at the last 
eclipse of the moon. AVhen 1 Ams brought up first there were four or live other wunien brought 
iij) with me by llabaji llidkur. J twice saw women caned by Uhojangrao while J was in jail. J 
was fully and entirely released,^lot being told to go buck to service. 1 have lived since my 
release by labour, grinding corn, &c. No one will take me back to the Konkan. I should be 
glad to go back to my husband, but be would not take me. 

The Durbai’ agents decline to crosH-CKatnine, and postpone their reply. 


Rkim.y of thI': DiTUBAn. • 

It is found on inquiry that she was not l)rought by Nana Sahib or his depcmdeiits. She 
came lo Haroda of her ow’ti iU'coi’d in search of employ, having quarrelled with hi'r husband. She 
applied b) Nana Saliib for emnloynienl, and was engaged for Bcrvice at the Vada, where .she 
received food and idolhing, ami v.as otlierwis(^ well tnuitod. AVhile in service she was guilty of 
the theft of silve% buNcs, from the .bimankhana. and ^is a punishment removed to jail. 
SIh 5 was relciised at tbo last ecli])ao of the moon as a s})ecial act of clemency. No complaint 
of lior being rioggo<l in jail was cv(*i* made by her. She was allowed the ratitms granted to 
prisoners. 


Cask ill 

Sai.c, wife of Guanu, resident of Sakarpa, in the Uatuagiri District, states :—I was brought 
hither along with some Ibtir other llatnagiri women about tw<i years ago by tbre<5 of Nana Sahib 
KhanvolIair’.s people, viz., Sagona, Gojral Siroba, and Uambhao. 1 came of my own accord, and 
with my own inclination with these men. 1 left my mother’s house on the promise of getting 
Ks. worth of jewels and clothes. I do n(»t. know' why 1 was to get thesf3 line things. T, on 
arrival in Ihiroda, went to Nana Sahib’s house, where I remained for a month as his .wife, 'rhe 
(diild I now liave in my arms is his. 1 was then taken into the palace to he a Loundi” against 
my will by Nana Sahib himself, J served in the palace for live months, when the Mahar^ sent 
for me and asked if I kntnv anything abotit IJalwuntrao Uaholkar and (he Queen; and on my 
pleading entire ignorance 1 w’as taken to (ho Chfihnira, where 1 stayed for 1J months, and was 
tlien taken to jail, where I was (;oiilined for U years. No eaust* was assigned for imprisoning 
me. While I was in jail J was {)nco flogged with four cuts from a cane by Bhojangrao, because 
the bajri T was grinding was found to be coarse. I have twice or thrieo seen other women beaten 
while I was in jail, f was released without ooiiditioms, and was not told to return to service. 1 
would be glad to go back to my house, but no one wmild take me. 1 have lived aiuee my release 
by grinding corn, daily labour, &e. 

The Durbar agents decline to cross-examine, and state they will be ready witli a reply. 


RKeiA’ OF Till*: Duuhak. 


The same a.s in previous case with tliis addition, that she was allowed milk and extra ratTons 
while ill jail, in conse(|Uonec of her having given birtli to a child white imprisoned. 


Depositions of Saudaus ano MiiiiTAUV Oi,A>sKs. 

1. YeshWUNTIUo Mahtpatuao, of Baroda:—1 have one village, Kaola<i, in equal shares 
with Narsingrao Bhivrao; value lls. 2,500 or thereabouts. In addition to tliis I ought to get 
Ra. 24,000 annually for the support of inv establishment of'sowars, horses, palkis, &-<•. Nar- 
singrau has no share in the Rs. 24,000. I'lie first of tin? Sardars in niy lino was Naravenji, my 
grandfather. I cannot fix the date of his first emi»loyment by word of mouth. I luivu no records 
m my possession to show my title, I have received payment of my Us. 21,000 in full up to date, 
but I cannot say on what day 1 rcceive<l it. I hav<^ no eomplaint t4> make now against the 
Gaekwar’s (Tovernmont. There are two years’ payment of my “ "IVmat “ in arrears, and the 
third year is now in progress, 'riiore is no fixed date for payment. It rests with the (rovorninent 
to fix the date of payment. 

My elder brother, ^(alqji, died in Sanvat 1012 (a.d. 1855) or thereabouts. He had an allowance 
of Rb, l,fi00 for himselti which GanpatnioGaekwar stopped in Sanvat 1002 (a.d. 1852). 'J'his 
allowance I claim. ^ 

The reason of m^Tls. 24,000 being in arrears is, that, notwithstanding the promises of the late 
Gaekwar at tlie time of the mutiny not to reduce the establishment* of Silledars, ho’did reduce 
those of smaller Sardars, and I, to support these men, refused to take my money unless he kept 
all the estaldishmonts up in fulL The assurance of the Gaekwar was only verbal; and this 
assurance I conveyed to we smaller Silledars. 


( ) 


Orosi'-e^mnned Agmt RmSaheh Bapu^M^ on Malf of Bmhoar :— Out of the »um of 
Rb. 24,000 mentioned aWe is an item of Rs. 750 monthly, the imy of the Bowars of my portion 
of die Contingent. This sum has been paid to them every month. TTie Oaekwar may have 
redneod the establishment and allowance of the Sardars. I do not know for certain. 

2. A'aiwingkao Raoji Bhiviuo, of Rarodji, states :—l have a village, hy name Kaotao, in 
equal shares with Yeshwiintrao, and besides this Rs. 20,000 annually for the support of my sowars, 
hoTSPH, stM'vants, &c. This is distinct frotn ih.it of Yeshwuntruo. My establishment dates from 
tlio time of my great grandfather Narayenji Rnojl. I cannot state from whiiit year it dates. 1 
am now in arrears for the two last years, juid the third year ie now going on. In the year of the 
mutiny an order came to us and the other Sardars to go to the village of Kapura. The Sardars 


said they bad heard they were to be rcrhiced, and the Gaekwar Government gave a verbal 
assurance to all the I’aiidra family that the lesser Sardars would not be reduc^. 1 myself 
helped to aesuve these lesser Sardars. J am 20 or 30 years old. I refused to take iny money 
from the Ciovcrnmnnt on the rcjMjrt that these Sardars were to he reduced. 1 do not know 
wliether or not any have been actually roducod. 1 have no personal complaint or quarrel now 
against the Govofinnent. 

In ftnjiU'tr to Gm'hrar\'i Afjent *—^\y coiitingcmt sowars have had their monthly pay of Rs. 957 
regularly given to them. I havcj no written records in my possession. 

3. NAn.wiSNJi Kaoti Jagdkviuo, of Raroda, states:—I have one Iiiain village, Ajor, 
Rs. 1,200. I’hore are no co-sharers. 1 iiavc also annual allowances of Rs. 20,000 for the support 
of my paga, (fee. Jt dates from the time of Damajirao Gaekwar, but I cannot say the year. I 
have not rcceivo<l my cinolumenls for the last two years. 'J'ho thir<l yeai^iB now in firogress. 
Out of tlic R.<. 20,000, 1 have received Ks. OSij-g-n monthly for the i)ay of my contingent sowars. 
Th<? reason of my refusing to take the hal.uiee of my aUowaiir(‘s is tliat in tlic year of the mutjny 
the Maharaj told tlie Sardars to go to Kapura. He came there himself with his Karbharis, &c., 
and the Sardars refusing to march, as they heard that they wen- to be reduced, the Maharaj 
himself told us to assure' the lesser ujon that they would not he redticcd. 'rins assurauce 1 pfjr- 
sonally, in company with the rest of lliu PnaJarc ihmohaiid, gave to the Silledars. The Maharaj 
himself asked me l(» take my pay. but I refused do so for the sake of the lesser Sardars. 1 do 
not ktiow whellu'!' any Sardars have or liav(' not hc(*ii acrually n'din (‘d. About live or six tnontliH 
ago Homo of these pt'oplc caim' and toJil me that, tlu-ir allowances wert' diminished. My ]my has 
been in arrears for two or three years, according to custom; hut it is only within the last six 
•months that T refused to take it. 1 have no personal coinpUilut or caus(< of (|uarrcl with the 
Chu'kNvar now. 1 liave no knowledge of any written Sau’ad or papers. My Sanad is lonir pre¬ 
scription, i.<\ enjoyment of tlu* allowari(^<‘s in qiu'stion. J consider tliem tny Wutlun. There arc 
nianv Silledars, hul J cannot state their nanicfi. 

d. MAiiADAVitACi JjoiiAJM iAO, of’^Ravoda, states:—I am of the Randare family. 1 have one 
village, LUiiipiu', Its. GOO, and an amuml allowance of Rs. 16,500 or thereabouts. My oeeupa- 
tiuu rlates from the lime of Damaji. ilesidi's this my lather had an allowance of Rs. 6,000, which 
was reduced on his doatli in Sanvat 1923 (a.d. JSOG) hy Kluinderao. There are now two years 
of my pay in arrears, and the tliird year is nowin progress, hi the year of the mutiny Khundenu) 
Maharaj eaine in person to Kapura, and assure*! us verbally that tlie lesser Sardars would not he 
reduced. This assurance I myself lu lped (‘oiivey to the lesser Sardars. I have no personal 
quarnd or cause of coniphiinl against, the Gaekwa,''. It is inendy for the sak(t of these people 
tliat I nduso my jjay. I do not know whether any of them have been reduced or not IVmple 
come to me to complain that t hey are reduced ; but. 1 cannot name tlicm, they are so numerous. 
1 have no Sanad in my possession exeejit iny sword. 1 havij received Rs. 600 monthly for my 
conting<;nt s*)wars’ pay out f)f the Ks. lG,o()(J. It is about four months ag(i since 1 refused to take 
my p;^. 

In nnswvr to GaHimr^tt .*—1 conveyed the late (hiekwar's assurance to all the lesser Sarijars 
and Sillcdai's, hut cannot name any of them. 


o. AmuATi.'ao LTMiiA-iiiivo Ram>.\ut:, of Itavoda, states:—I have no village in Inam. I 
liave an annual alio>v:inee of Rs. ls,32.^i*fnr sowars, horses, i»alkis, &c. 1 hold it from the time of 
Daiuajirao Gaekwar. 1 have not rcecivi'd my pay for the last two years, and the third year is 
now in progress. I have roeiiivoti Rs. 7,00(J annually out of my allowance for the pay of my. 
contingent sowars. In th<‘ j^ear 1857-58, rlu' inntiny year, Khuiiderao Maharaj himself came to 
K.ipura, and told ns, the I'andaro family, to assure the lesser Sardai*s that they would not be 
ledueed. This assurance we gave. I do not know ii this assurance ha.s been broken. The 
Govermnent knows. Some people—I cannot say how many, or who they were—came to mo 
some twelve months ago, and told me their allowaiu*<is were reduced. 11 was for this reason I 
refused to take luy pay. This was some twelve months ago. My only Sanad is my long 
occupancy and tenure. I have no written documents, f have no private complaint or grievance 
against the Gaekwar’s Govci'nnient 

The .Gaekwar s agont^ decline to (5ross-c'\nminc. 

6 NAUAYKMtAo Ra.ia Laksiimakuao CHOBVATno, of Rai'oda, states:—1 have now no 
villaces. and my total present allowopce from the State is Rs.25,000 inmindly. The origin of 
my establishment is lost in obacurity. My father dieci in Sanvat 1905 (a.d. 1848), and 1 was then 
at MiiUIkjI, in the Relgmn Distilet. Tho v lude was atfnelied by Gunpatrm^abaraj. I returned 


reason 


of confiscating the balance of my allowance was the Oaekwar's pleasure. The present allowance' 
is for the pay of my horses, Paga, and general establishment, 'rficre are two years’ pay in arrears, 
hut the sowars of the Contingent included in my T?ibinat have received monthlv their t>av of srmiA 



ofciierfl did so. 1 cannot say vhd they irerik I have no persotuU eomplaint or suit affainst the 
Gaekwar. 1 have no oompLalnt about tlw amount by which my allowance was lessonea. I may 
have proof of my claims^ but 1 do not know whore it may be. 

The Gaekwar’s agents decline to crosa-examino. 

7, Nawah Sahib Mni KAMALtimN Kuan, of Baroda, atato« :—l have five vill^es 

Inam, and lia, 9G,000 allowance annually from the Gaokwar^rf Government. This dates from 80 
years back, and was given to my graudfathor Mir Nasrudin Husein by the Maharaja Govindrao, 
and has since beoif In the continuous enjoyment of my family. The allowance in for the pay of 
my establishment of sowars, keen of horses and servants, Ac. The pay of the sowars is about 
48,000 annually, and this has been received punctually by tliem every montli. Out of this 
27,000 goes monthly to the contingtint sowars. The rest Ss for private sowars. 1 have received 
my pay up to Sanvat 1927 (a.d. 1870), and the third year of arrears is now current J have 
refused to take my pay on tnroe grounds- 



Bonted that their arras, 8fc., were old and useless, and that without good arms they could not 
fight. The Maharaj told us that we might keep all the Govermnoiit weapons we had and 
go to battle. The smaller Sardars re(j nested us to ask the Maharaj to assure them that 
they would not be reduced. The Maharaj iiromised us to do so, and on his word we assured 
the lusaer Silledars. The matter then rested, but in last l^osh (January) some of the 
Sillodars and Sardars came to me and informed me they had been r(Hhiced. Fn consequence 
of this, T, the l*andare, and other great Sardars consulted as to what wc should do. We 
arranged to iiiforju the Maharaj of our grievaiuro, and all wemt to the Coinraander-m-chicf, 
Bapu Sahib. HtMS not now present- Jfe told us to inform the Dciw'an Sahib, Sivajirao 
Khanvelker, who told us tlu! Maharaj was making reductions. We then in a body gave 
a written petition to the Maharaj himscli', which we all signed. I'lio Maharaj said he would 
clear up niatUrrs. VVe then went to tlio Resident an<l told him our tale. Tlie Maharaj was 
persuaded by the Resident or somehow induced to give orders for the payjnont in full of 
those who had no complaints ; ho settled some of the complaints, and some remained over, 
lie also directed that the lesser Silledars should not be roduced. lliose who have com¬ 
plaints have not been sctlh^d with as yet, but a promise has been made to impiire into their 
grievances. Neither we nor the Pandare people nor other great Sardars got our grievances • 
settled at that fimt'. W(; are now having our gritwances inquired into by the Maharaj. 

The 2u(l grievance is that the Saoli Purguuna belonging to me, and two Duiiiala villages in the 
Vagodhi Puigunna, and out* in th(> Jlaroda Purgumia arc under attachment. Wc are now 
begging the Maharaj to remove the attaidimonU 'fhe attachment has lasted for four or five 
years, and has been on account of my quarrel with the late Bhow^ Scindiii. ’'Flie late Oaekwar, 
Khunderao, gave a verbal order bidbrC his death to hav(* the attaiiliment raised, but died 
before it was done. 1 then petitioned Mulharrao, and htJ ordered inquiry to he made. In 
the last two or three months he has been promising to have it removed, but he lias not done 

so yet. . ... . . 

In tlic matter of the SaoU Purguuna, 1 liavc a Sanad from Seiaji Maharaj, wluch 1 now produce 
liefore the Commissioners. The date of this is about 1888-35, and 1 consider that it con¬ 
veys to mo the SaoU Purguuna in perpetuity free o!‘service. The Furgunnawas attached in 
Sanvat 1925 (a.d. I8fi8), There are 20 or 22 villages in it 'I’ho Gackwar daily jiromises 
inejuiry into tlie niatrer. 'I’he Purguima was attached for the same reason as flm villages 
named above, and Khunderao before his death gav(^ verbal orders for the raising oi the 
attachment, lie died bel'ore his ordiws could Iw ttarried out. 

1 had a third grievance about two sums of Us. 10,000 and Hs. 3,000, but they arc settled heftv 
and I have no grievance remaining about them. 

(Jro88-e.ranivi*'d by Gat‘kwar\ Ayvul -•—^The Sillodars wt*rp servants, old servants of the (biekwar. 
1 do not know if any of tlu* Silledars were actually reduced or not. 

Tim Gaekwar’s agents admit the genuineness of th(5«Higuatures and seal of the Sanad on 
Raghunath Pandurang Kamdar, stating that they are genuine. 

A-mwerofthii Dnrhar to Sardar Naimh Sahib Kamahidm {Stah^tiwni av. 7) 

Ist— The Sanad is not a Sanad, but an auiiual lease or farm contract and mentions the sum for 
which the lease or farm was granted, and the disbursements to be mudv. were entered therein ; 
similar documents were passed in previous years for certain periods from time to tiine. 

On the resumption of Saoli Purgumia the Nawab received Rs. 10,000 mmually, not as of right, 
but as an exercise of favour by the Gaekwar. 

gjjd,_Xhe Dumala villages were not Inain, but (iovermnent granted to him in lieu of a portion 

of an annual allowanw*- assigned for Sardaris service. Their proceeds were subject to an 
annual adjustment between him and tbo Durbar. 

If the proceeds exceeded the value of the amount thoy represented, the excess wa.s recovered 
by a corresponding reduction in the rest of the cash allowances. 

3 ^,_Xs to the assurance given at Kapura bj Khanderao, the Durbar has no knowledge of the 

alleged assurance ^nviyed by him to the lesser Sartiara. Had such been given,, there 
would have been a record of it, whi<;h is not the case. 

The original Sanad acknowledged to bo genuine of a.d. 1818, together with the subseciuent one 
of A.D. 1833-6, having been placed before the Commission and read by them, seemed, so far 
as they were able to judge, to bear out generally the statement of the Durbar. 

8. Mir Ibraiuju At.i Mir Akmae Alikhan, of Baroda, states:—I have an Inam village, 
Gotia, Rs. 14,000 w BHOOO. It was first conferred on my grandfather on tho recommendation 
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of the Englislj Gotemmont Tho namo of my grandfether was Mir Sarferaz AJi Khan. I cannot 
tell in what year, but it was in the time of Anandrao Gaekwar. My former allowances 
from the Gaekwnr's Government amounted to Rs. 3Sf,000 or tliereabouts. Out of this there was 
a monthly sum of Ils. 800 or thereabouts for the pay of sowars now belonging to the contingent 
They have been in the contingent for the lust 10 yeys. IJefore this lliey wero Silledar sowars 
under me. 'Phose sowars have joeeived their payftnonthly up to date* 'J'he balance of the 
Us. 32,000 was for the support of my estaidislimont, and for iny service. Of the balance of the 
Us. 32)000 I bavo only, since 18G3, received a sum of Rs. 15,000 for tho expoiifes of my marriage. 
1 have heoid that the balantie has bean jmd annuall;/ by tho Gackwar’s Government to a Salmkar, 
but I have received none myselfi and 1 nave nevor given any receipt for the money. Tho reason 
of the balance of the allowance being paid jis above was that -iny father having died during the 
lifetime 
year, 


JauIJiiTc Ult: .llliMVUlivt; ttuiivc; naa bucki< latiii.i uuiitijj luc: 

> of my grandfather, ray uncle, Mir Jafif Ali, conducted ;ny affairs as my guardian for one 
At tlio expiry of that time tlie Gaekwar, Khunderao, transferred my service, ©states and 



with additions of establishment which made iij) the whole to Rs. 40,000. The horses, elephants, 
&c., however, remained with Mir Rakr Ali. Some six months after that a false telegram was 
sent to the Government that Mir .lafir Ali was going to England on behalf of MulhaiTao. Upon 
this Khunderao Malmrai summoned Mir .lafir Ali forthwith froip llombay. Mir Jafir Ali fell ill at 
Surat, and at once Khunderao confiscated my two .Tagir villages and all tho establishment as 
above belonging to me, and translei red iny smvurs m Iio were at Ainreli into the contingent. Two 
villages which had been bought from my jirivato nican.^ were given over to Mir ilakr»Ali. Mir 
Jafir All complained about this false tclegiam, and the pror:oediiig couseiiuont thereupon, to the 
Governor in Roinliay, the Gaolrwur hi lUroila, and liu* ilesident, but no inquiry was instituted 
into the matter. The (jiaekwar sent a (;o]>y of what lie had done to Mir Jafir Ali in Surat, who 
protested against it, and promised tA atteml at Jlaroda as soou as lie was sulHcicntly well to do 

so ; W he died. On his death Rakr Ali threatened und terrified his wife 
' und Thy mother, and took everything into his own possession, and there it 

remained till Khmidorao’s death two yoai*s ago. Since Mulharrao’s accession in 1872, the village 
of Gotia was restored to me, but nothing else. J'or the last eight years I have been living on 
money borrowed from bankers, because my (^staldishmcnt and alloMunccs have boon stopped. I 
represented to Mulharrao two years u^o that I liave aufl'ered loss to the extent of a lakh of 
rupees, but all that he has done for me is to restore my village of (lutia. I am now one lakh in 
debt, and I have also sold family jewels to the value of another lakh, and with the money so 
obtained I have kept myself alive. My preseut conijilaint against Mulharrao is that he has not 
restorod to me the establishment and emoluments of which 1 was deprived by Kliunderao. All 
the sanads, papers, certificates, and records relating to me and my property are in the possession 
of Mir Rakr Ali, who has left Surat and goes to Gwalior, Ron.liay, and other (daces. My grand¬ 
father gave security to Gunjiatrao Maliaraj, for the g<»od eunduet of the father of one Kadlian 
Mia and Dosa Mia. These men have lately come to me, and begged that 1 should become 
responsible to the Gaekwar for them ns my grandfather was before me. 

Cros^ramin^d by the Gachnnr^ Aaenta: —1 have refused to take my chits for payment for 
the two years 1027 (a.I). 1870) and 1028 (a.d. 1871) because my establishment lias been 
so reduced. The reductions so made wore my two vllluges, March and Dameli (Jaghir), and 
Ks. 5,000 or Hs. (1,000 on iHtcouiii of sowars, lladhan Mia wanted ray assurance lhat he 
should not be molested or hurt by the Gaekwar’s (lovenmient in any way. 1 do not know if my 
grwdfather gave any written security to Hudhan Mia; he did to the (laekwar's Government, in 
the timeof Gunpatvao Maharaj, but 1 do not kimw the year. J was to give assurance to the 
<«ovomment for Dosa Mia. The Pandare, Ghorpade, and other Sardars also gave security for 
him; Dosa Mia was in jail two years ago, and our security was given to release him from custody. 
1 petitioned the Durbar a few days ago about the Siiicfis. 'J'he Durbar replied asking in what 
way we were going to be flecurity for them, and what our business was with them. We have 
not yet replied to this demand ^ the Durbars, because we have not hitherto had time to 
do BO. 

7'be Durbar agent desires to defer further examination of this witness till ho has consulted 
with the Durbar. 


Mir TauAifiAr Ai.i re-examined:—) have refused to take my allowances for the last ton years 
on the grounds, Ist, that my establishment and emoluments had been unjustly reduced and my 
villages attached; 2nd, that lately we have heard that the SiHedars, &c., were to be reduced, so 
wo greater ^rdars determined to see if by being of one mind and representing our grievances to 
the Government we could n(»t obtain redress for all, and fearing also that we greater Sardars 
would meet with the same fate eventually as tlic smaller men. 

^ 0 te .—llie deponent has given three conflicting statements in the foregoing deposition ; the 
fact bemg that he had anything but a clear notion of what he was saying, and did not seem to 
know clearly what hi^^tabUsament or reductions bad been. 

Jteply of the liurhar in Sardnr's cme, JS\ 8 , Mir Ibrahim Ali :— 

The Durbar allegesTwo years ago, whatever property of his was in the possession of the 
Durbar then was banded back to him, imd the property bo returned included some land belonging 
to Mir Rakr Ali. 

With regard to his establishment, &c., the accounts of the Durbar show that tha amount due 
therefor has been regularly disbursed to him or, on his account, and that at' the present time a 
balance of lis. 200 is all that is due to him now. Whatever reductions have been made were 
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9. Dost Mahammao Zamtn Mia, now of Baroda,states:^! have atproaent iWloaui^viHagos 
the utcome from which is Ks. 7,000 or 8,000. I also draw allowances of Rs. 67,000 annually from 
the Daekwar’s Government for the support of my establishment of sowars, servants, &ic. I’he 
first establishment was allowed by the Gaekwar 115 years to my great grandfather, Hamid 
Jaroadar^ ^He was succeeded by my grandfather, Amin Sahib, who left at his death two legiti¬ 
mate and one illegitimate son. His properly ind establishment was divided into shares of seven 
annas to my father, Zamin Mia, seven annas to Hainan Mia, the father of Radhan Mia, and two 
annas to the illegitimate son Morad Ali. 1 am my father’s sole heir, and succeeded him in 1912 
(a.d. 1855). 1 have a third village, Sara!, Hs. 5,000 revenue, which was attached by the late 
(^ekwar, Khunderao, in Sanvat 1925 (a.d. 1868), on the ground that it was a Government 
village, and not one of my Inam villages. It had then been oi'or 100 years in the possession of 
my family. The Sanad snowing right is in the Y>osso8sion of Radhan Mia’s mother. Radhan 
himself died a year ago. He held tho Sanad, as he was the elder brother. The three villages 
above mentioned are neld by the three brothers or their representatidfes in the proportions named 
bef 9 re. I mentioned my grievance to Khunderao Mainiraj, but have said nothing about it to flic 
present Gaekwar, against whom my complaint is that ho does not let me maniac the Miihal of 
Kheiralu, the management of which has been for more than lOQ years in the possession of niy 
family. Khunderao took the managoment away and gave me Rs. 10,0(K) annually in cash instead. 
This allowance Mulharrao refused to continue, hut he has now consented.to let me have it again. 
He has also dismissed 25 of my sowars, but. has promised to n>st.r>pe them, i have another cause 
of complaint about a Dumala village, Kambale, revenue Us. 5,000, which Khunderao (hiekwar 
confiscated as being a Government village. It had been ours for 80 years. We have no Sanad 
that we kuow of for Kambale. The presont Gaekwar, Mulharrao, promises to inquire into this 
and to restore the village. 1 madu mv griovana^ known to the Dewan (Nana Sahib) of Mulharrao 
Gaekwar, and also to the Senaputty, flapu Sahib, as is the usual custom. If they do not listen to 
our complaints we apply to the Maharaj i)ersoniilly.- Out of the Us-07,000 which I ought to 
receive, 1 have not received anytliiug for two years; the third year is now going on. I have 
refused to take my allowances on the same grounds that the Pandare, Ghorpadtj, and other 
Sardars have done. * The orders have been issued for payment, but 1 liave not taken my pay 
hitherto. 

The Gaokwar’s agent desires to postpone evoss-examinatiou till to-moirow. 

Jf4fplj/ of the Durbar: —'I'hc village of Saial was a Diimala village granted him as part |wy- 
nicnt of his allowances, and when it was resumed we gave him Rs. 2,500 annually in cash 
instead. 

Similarly with tho Purgunna of Kheiralu, he only had tho ifianagemont of the Pnrgunna, and on 
that being taken away wo gave him an allowance of Ks. 10,000 instead, us in the case of tho 
Saoli Purgunna. Kambale was also a Dumala village which wo resumed, and for which we gtive 
an equivalent in cash. They were all taken up by Khundenio. 

10. Nauayknkao Ramkao Gui’ti:, resident in Haroda, states:—My father Ramrao was the 
first of our family wdio came to Haroda. He came with Govindrao Maharaj. 1 have our Inam 
village Antroli, revenue Rs. 4,000, or thereabouts, which T hold in ecjual shares with my fir.st 
cousin, Kasinath Narayenrao. 1 also have allowancos of Its. 10,000 annually from the Gaekwar 
Government for the support of my establishment of sowars, &c. This and all my other property 
I hold in equal shares with my aforesaid cousin, Kasinatli. i formerly lield five villages, a Jaghir 
of Rs. 20,000. Out of these, four villages were resumed from me 50 or GO years ago. The 
Gaekwar gave them and took, them away again. 1 have no complaint to make about them. I 
have now no grievance whatsoever against the present Gaekwar, as ho has promised to keep i)p 
myNemnuk’’establishment oil the scale maintained by the late Gaekwar. Some fifteen days 
ago I got all my arrears of pay for two years back. My grievance was that out ol my Rs. 10,000 « 
Mulharrao stopped 8,000, but he has, as above said, given me chibs lor the total anmuiit, 1 did 
not join with the Pandaro and other .Sardars in refusing to take my pay. The Rs. 8,000 were 
stopped some six months ago. There was no voasou assigned for doing this. Tt was the Sarkar’s 
pleasure. The money and Pagah (estaldishment of sowars) were not given assay Ut anyone. 1 
got the order that they were dismissed. 

The Gaekwar’s agents decline to cross-examine. 

11. Abdul Rahman AanirLLA, Arab, of Haroda, states:—My father came from Arabia soine ■ 
80 years ago, and entered the service, of Fattchsiiighrao flaekwar. About three,years ago, in 
Sanv^it 1926 (a.d. 1869-70), on the accession of Mulharrao, all my Cstabrisliment was dismissed. 

I had 100 sowars under me, and they were, all disutissed; I got Us. 14,00(* from the Government 
annually, 1,000 monthly for the sowars, and the l»alance for palki and personal allowances; 1 
pr^uce a Sanad given to me by Khunderao Gaekwar In Sanvnt 1024 (a.d. 18C7-C8), allowing 
me Rs. 100 a month as personal allowance for distinguished service in tho Naikra outbreak that 
year in the Panch Mahals, 'fhe Sanad grants this allowance to me and ray heirs in perpetuity. 

N,B,—(This Sanad is shown to Raghunath I'andurang Kam<hir in the Famavis’ oflice of the 
Gaokwar’s establishment, on whose statement of its correctness the Gaekwsii’s agents admit tho 
signature and seal being genuioe.) Since then 1 have lived by borrowing money and any way 1 
can. What choice have I ? I want to be restoreii to my former position. 1 have represented to 
the Dewan that 1 have been for 45 years a Government servant and have done no man wrong or 
injury. He heard all I had to s*iy. He sent me to Ilariba Gaekwar, the revenue commissioner, 
who did nothing tor me. 1 have no knowledge of the reason of my dismissal. 1 was suddenly 
informed of it and tftld to go. I had also a Karkhana of 10 foot soldiers at Kudi, and one and u 
hdf yeara ago they were al^ dismissed without c-ause assigned, 

The Gaekwar’s agents reserve cross-examination. 
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limply of the Durhar to the statement of Ahdul Itahmmiy No. 11The pjresent Uuvernmen 
liavinif no ctmfideiice m him dispensed with his services. 

'J’ho cornf)laiuaut was not present when the defence was made, though he was on the 15th. 

Tlu! Durbar further states lliat the allegalioo made \yy Abdul Ilahinau that^lie lii*d charge of 
horse under Fattolising is untrue. He was made Jemadar of 100 foot in the tinie of Khundcrao 
Gaekwar. 

12. NaiiaVknuao SiiiviiAO OoviKiniA**, llarpale of Jhiroda:—Tlie first of our family to come 
to Uaroda was our grandfather, Naoji, about 100 years ago. 1 do not know who wiw the Gaekwar 
then. Our present ‘‘ ’Pahinat ” is Rs. 5,tS00 for sowars. We have no Inam villages, and itre equal 
sharers'in all our property. Formerly our einolumeiits were Us. fJd,000 in all, hut tliat was all 
broken up more than 7 o y<»ar 8 ago, ami wo have no grievance <in that subject. Since Sanvat 
1028 (a.d. 1871), the )»roaont (laokwar, IMulliarrao, and liis commander of contingent, ISana Sahib 
Khanvelkur, the minishu*, liave transferred J 2 oi'ouv sowars into the contingent, leaving us witli 
two only. They have taken away the horses and all their furniture, and have also stopped the 
nay. W(^ do not get a “])aisa of pay now, nor have we since 1928 (a.u. 1871). We liavo bo(ui 
dnprived of on/ emohiuienl.s becallS(^ wt* were suspeided of helping Jamnabac, the Rani of 
Khundcrao, whose sister is the a\‘tfc of me, Narayenrao. Our desire is to have our emoluments 
restored, and to be assured of safety from future molestations. We have made petitions to the 
l>ewan ami the Connmqjder-in-Chief, but no one listens to us. The only answer we get is, 
“ you arc dismissccl.” Wo never had any Sanads beyond our long-continued occupancy. The 
horses which were taken from us were our private ])r<q)erty, bought with our own money. 

Crosa-exaniination deferred till 15th instant. 


of the Durhar iv thv case of Nara t/vnrao and SInrrau Ihirpalef No. 12:—The stahmient is 
admitted to be coiTe<;t generally. The Jlurbar having no confidtuice in them dispensed with their 
services. If there is any private property of theirs found t(» be in (uir possession, it will be 
restored after incjuiiT. 

l.‘h Ai.i Mauamai) Raya Ali, of Harodii, states;— I was born in Raroda, hut my father caiue 
to it about 80 years ago. My luatorual grandfather, .bunadar Shakar, was the first of my family 
bore in tlm tiiru' of Analwrao. My ]>rosont establiMhuienl has been abolished. 1 had 25 lootmen 
in tln^ time of Khundcrao Maharaj, Ift^ red\iced four men. Nine months agi> I got a verbal 
order from tlic Sebandi commmnUn* that all my 21 men were traiisforred to tlio command of 
Yosiiwuntrao, one of tlic (Jackwar’s personal followers, I petitioned the Command(!r-in-(^hief, the 
D(«wan, and others, but wtxs only abused for my [lains, and one would listen to me. 1 havi» 
not received my pay for nine month^j. I want my establishment ;nid p(»sition restored to me. 
There w'asno <jausc given fur lomoving thesf; men beyond tijat it was the Surkar’s pleasure. The 
pay 1 got was Rs. 2,000 amiuaJly before any reductions took p]a<*e, 

Cross-examined hy Gaekwar s Aamts: —1 have beard that Yesbwuutrao has been dismissj^d. I 
hav«» not been told that cliits hav<- been made out lor the pay. The Karkoon Baharao in the 
Commander-in-Chiid’V otlict' did tell me my m< u wert' to b(‘ r(jsb>ro(l to im^. I have not informiKl 
the Ccmmander-in-Chicf that my nnm have not been re-trausfcrreil to me. I never sec* him. 
His Karkuns eonduct his Imsiuess. My Karkun did read the list of m<*n to be* restored tome, 
but they wore only iiamcjs, I have not seen the men. 


Ihcitfled aud rt'-cxamimd:^lx\ the year Sanvat 192;> (a.d. 18GG), on the outbreak of Waghirs 
at Okaniandal, an additiorud bwy of lioO in<*n was recpujvd to be raised, besides tb«,< previous 
ivgular .Mahal establisliment of 2 <>o iin>n. l*re\ious to this I had no coiicoru with the latter 
estabUshm»‘Ut. I’hc rate of ])ay of the new I(*vy was Rs. 2 loss than thcj cnistmnary rate of Rs. 10 . 
N« one’ would raises men at the Ic'sscsr rate till 1 (*aine forwaid. 1 brought 800 men, and the 
command of the whoh’ three (»f 5(»() was gireu to me. Wh(‘U the outbreak was suppressod tlie 
'.800 nieji were discharged, ami I was deprivcvt cd’the eoirmiand of the? 200 regulars about hovou 
months after the present Maharaj’s Jiccti.ssoju. 'I'he present eeunnander is .^lieikji Sahib, one of 
Mulliarrao (lac^kwar’s ])ersoiial followers. My ctoinyjlainl is tlnit, thougli J mmlo this ciontract at a 
much lower rate than anyone else and bc*iieiilc‘d ll)e tjlovorinnciit, 1 have beeii deprived of my 
service. When tlie levy was 500 st.roug 1 got Rs. 175 jiay, and when only 200 strong J got 
Rs. 75 monthly. * 

The Gaokwar’s agents (lifeline to cross-examine. 

Itejdy of the. Durhar : —'Vhe cause of the eomplaiiit as to the charge of his 21 foot bedng given 
to Eshvantvao luus been removed ; and as mgards tlie transfer of tin* command of the 200 men in 
the mahal from him to another man, we bad a, riglit to do so, as is shown by our prc'viously Baving 
taken them from a former commandc'r and Imndod them over if) him. 


14 . OtrNi'ATiiAO OH Bai.vantuao III >? MADiiA\nA(), Dlianulere of Haroda, states: — My 
allowances are Rs. 45.200 annually, for the pay of my o&tablishim'nt of Sillcdars, kc. T havo also 
one fnain village, Rrahmangani, revi*nue Its. Io,bo 0 , or thereabout, 'riie first of my family was 
Gaiipatrao, who came hitiier in the time of Auandrao Maharaj, about 80 year.s ag 4 >. ] am Ids 

direct heir. On the death of Girjajirao, my graudfatlier, in Sanvat 1918 (a.d. I 86 i), niy fatlicr’s 
establishment was reduced to Rs. 81,915 l>y KhAnderao Mah€^^aj for no reason l)eyond that it 
was his own pleasure. My futher*died, killed by a boar, in Sanvat 1928 (a.i>. 1871), and the wliolo 
of my establishment was confiscated by Malharrao Maharaj for no fault or reason whatsoever. 
'I'he Inam villagti also was confiscated. My complaint is that 1 have been doprivod of everything 
1 possess in the world, and 1 want my Msmte, restored to mo. 'fhe estate, &c. was originally 
confen-i;d for servicea rendored by my great ,' 5011 . 11(1 father. I have a Sauad in my poasession, which 
I now produce, for the Inam village. ^ , 

N*R.—The Sanad is acknowledged by the (lafkwaris agents to be correA and genuine. It 
bestows the vilb^e of Brahmaugam on Guupatrab (the grandfather of this witness) and his heirs 





I hand !n, also, n list of private property of -which 1 have been depriv^, amoipiting to 
Rs. 2,02,2^9-8-0, 1 am an adopted son. The (Jackwar, Mulhan-ao, consented to the adoption 
in the month of Sanvat 1928 (a.o- 1871), Vaisakh (May). Tho order of consent was verbal, 
but thero^ was a written order iu?ccptiug service. .1 produce a copy of this, dated 19th October 
1H71. Th(? original is in the posKessioii of tfie Silhular Jlakshi. ('jlie Silledar Uakshi is preijMJnt, 
and acknowledges the correctnoss of the copy produced.) 

Crtm-ifxamimdbt/ Oaekwar^H Affvnt: —Mahadnvrao, my own brother and immediiiie predecessor, 
was the adopted son of Girjajirao. I was adopted by my brother MaUadavrao’s widow. 

7'hc agents of the Gaokwar reserve the rest of th( 3 ir eross-examination. 

The following genealogical table is produced by the witness :— 

GunpattWrO, original grantee, d 3 ring childless, 
adopted 

(fivjaji, who also dying childless, 
adopted 

Mahadavrao Dinkar, He being killed, his widow 
odoj>ted his brotlier 

Gunpatnu) Dinkar, the present claimant* 

Uti-raJled ,—On the <lcath of' Mahadavrsu^, iny Vakil, Uriia Kant Tatya,^ent up to llaroda l»y 
desire of the widow, and mentioned to Halwuntrao Kaholkar, tlie Giicicwar’s Dewan, heV 
wish to iid( pt the younger brother of her huslmiui. Tlio [)(!wan gave him a verbal reply (»f 

“ Very well; take his service.” No “ poshak ” was given 

y.r l„ complex «..> „„ 

o Kj op lOTi. poshak.” Tht; Dewau and officers oJ' the Oovernment 

have never come to onv house to lake paiisoj)ari.* All the oflicial eoremonials about ray adoption 
are in abeyance. 

/b'/dy of the Ihirlmr :—Wc stiitc that Mahadavrao on his death left one widow, and two wives of 
Ills father, one of whom was Ins own mother. We d(> not recognise the present claimant as tlie 
heir at all. No aftopl ion has been sanctioned or recognised by the Government. As there was 
a doulit as to ilic heir, the property was attaelntd immediately on Mahadavrau's death, and, until 
it has been deci<lod who the Ikmv is, the possi'.ssion ol* the private j)ropcrty remains in abeyance. 

A. IJai.vantuao Ricika.ii HAiinuKAit is called by Colonel Phayre on behalf of GiiN’i'AruA(» 
l).N.Mi)Kinva,nd slates: -! was the Naih Deuan of Mulharnw) Gaekwar in 1870-7!. A Karkun of 
tlie Damdere family, by name M'atya, rcjiorletl tint death 'of Madhavrao to the Gaekwar, and 
fifteen days afUTv.'ards this 'I'alya hronglit a l)oy lo me, hrolJicr of jSlalmdavr.ao, whom 1 took to 
the Malmnij and jiresented as the jicrsim whom tlic IMmderes wislu^d to adopt. The Gaokwar, 
Mulliarrao, said he should h(? atlopted aecoiding lo custom. He gave uo poshak. Next day 
Hariha said that he should prosetit *• Na/araiia,” and tiial he must liring security. He W'as not 
alife lo find f.cfjurify. 'J'his was in May 1871. 'riie hoy now prc.scnt is the same whom 
})res(njn‘{l to the MaharaJ. 'This is tin* claimaul Gunpatrao Mahadavrao. 

1.^. Shah Maii \-MMAn H hdhax Mia, now of iJaroda, states:—'fhe first of my family to arrive 
in Haroda was Hamid .lanmdar, about ]2o years ago. My present ulloAvanco.s are Rs. 8r),()90 
anmnilly, for tin- support of myself, sjjwars, and establislmicul. 1 have a 7 as. share in the vilhige 
iif Sanil, A'ahie Rs. C»d‘00, or thereahout^. In the year Saiivat 1925 (a.u. 1 H1)8), the late 



written l>y Kattchsing, it has the s«;al of Si*iaji.) The hitigiiagi^ is Gu/eiatlii. 1 produce a second 
Saiiad (authenticity admitted by tlie Durbar) dated Saiivat ISlJ:* (a.ii, I77 t), assigning a 7 as. 
share in the village of'Saval to Hamid bin Amin ; 7 as. to his younger brother, ,lamin Jemadar, 
ami 2 as. to the natural brotlier, Morad Ali. 'i’hia Sanad grants the yiU»ge in perpetuity to 
thuin and their Imirs. 1 also iiroduce tw<i orders fiom the GKekwar ^admitted to he authentic), 
dated Sanvat I 8 ti 7 (a.d. 1811), oiu! telling the Patel of Sand that the vilhige has been granted 
in peqietuity to Amin Jemadar, the other telling the village accouutjint to give over charge of 
the village to Amin .l(‘ma<lar*s men. In the month of June last, or a year after tho death ol- 
Radhan Mia, who was my predecessor in tiie post 1 claim, and, whose adopted son I am, my 
allowance «»f Rs. 8.5,000 was stopped by Mulliarrao. Jl was adoptiMl hy Kadhan Mia on the day 
of his death, while he was still alive, and rei'cived on the third day the customary “poshak ” from 



__Radliam, Mia by 

alluded to above. I had 2.5 sowars in addition to the charge already stated. Of these 10 were 
discharged in Uhadarvadj Sanvat 1928 (July-August a.u. 1871), and the remaining 15 wore 
discharged last month. The iiorses were my private projierty. ,. « 

I am now left utterly ruined. On the day of Rhadhau Mia’s death T gave a chit for a 
nazarana of Rs. 1,00,000 to the Durbar, on account of my succession us his heir, and to his post 
and property* I got no receipt from tho Durbar. 

. A portion of tho^Rs. 85,000 was Rs, 10,000 given to us as compensation for the loss of the 
management of the Atarsumba Mahal. I further produce an order from the present Commander- 
in-CWef, Bapuji Sahib, to Ramkrishn Sudaseo Punekar, stating that ‘^all tho property of Kadhan 
“ Mia* deceased, which had been under attachment, should be released, and taken car*' of for his 


\ AUU } 


*' son Stuih Mahammftd.'' It k dated Shravail (Augusts Sanvat 1929 (a.d. 1874S). (It is acimow- 
ledged ro he genuine by the Gaekwar’s agents.) 

1 claim now from the present Gaekwar all that was enjoyed by my lather^ Badhan Mia, as I 
have stated above. 

'Fhe Gaekwar’s agents reserve cross-examination. 

Iteplif of the Durbar: —We do not rficogniso the adoption, there being no adoption under 
Mahomedan law. Ah sistesr’s son of Badhan Mia he is only residuary legatee. ' • 

On the death of Radhan Mia, the hoy Shah Mahamniad ofterod a Nazarana of Rs. 1,00,000. 
This offer was considered for a year, during which thne the establishment was continued in Shah 
Mahammad’s name. At tlie cn(i of that time it was resolved to refuso the Nazarana, to take up 
the Pagah, and disuiipH him from the command, but having consideration for him, we made him a 
personal allowance of Rh. 200 a montli. We have taken no Inirses or private property at all 

IP. Mamubula Khan Nazab Maiiammaij Khan, now of Baroda:— 1 have no claim myself, 
hut 1 appear on behalf of my daughter, who married one 'fclaji Abdul Satar Silledar, who 
received from the (iaekwar Hs. 1,800 (ni aeco\mt of bis knowledge of archery and wrestling. 
Seiaji Gaekwar was the person who made iho grant about a.i>. IHilH. Up to about the year 
Sanvat 1914 (a.i». 1857) Rs. 1,800 were paid. In that year Khauderao (jaekwar, instead of 
continuing the Rs. 1,800, gave Rs, 1,000 a year, and a village ealled Akota, the annual revenue 
of whicli was Ra. 4,000. The reason of this increase was because Telaji became the teacher of 
Ihfj Gaekwar in athletic exercises. About 40 years ago Telaji Abdul married my daughter. 
In Sanvat 1918 (a.d. 1801) Khiunderao gave 'IVlaji a i)alan(]uiu allowance of Rs. GOO a year on 
Bccount of the causes above stated, 'riiis property was held until Sanvat 1927 (a.o. 1870). 
Then Telaji fell ill and stayed in his house for two months or so. In the meantime Mulharrao 
Gaekwar ascended the throne, and he, without any cause, attached tho village. About a month 
after Telaji died, and the Gaekwar, Mulharrao, atUiched all his property, and gave his two 
widows Rs. 25 a montii for six montlis. Tlien about 18 months ago the payments were stopped, 
and tJiey have not since then been paid. In support of my claim 1 produce a Sanad for tlie 
village of Akotii, granting it to Telaji Abdul on hereditary tenure. (The f^nuineness of this 
sanad is allowed by the Durbar.) T also produce a Sanad granting the pulki allowance tt) Telaji 
bere<litarily. (This Sanatl is also allowed to be genuine by tlie Durbar.) After the death of Telaji 
his private property wag also attached, and property to tho amount of Rs. 5.5,000 was taken away 
by tho orders of Mulharrao Claokwar, and Rs. 20,000 were also taken away which were in the 
village of AhoPu My claim is that all this ]>roporty which lias been taken away may be restored 
to me. 

I'hft (laekwar’s agents defer ci'oss-cxamination. 

Jieply of the Durbar in Sardar's f</w, No. 16, Mahulmla Khan ;—The two widows quarrelled 
with each ollici' as to the right of succession tritlie estate. The Durbar, therefore, took possos- 
'sion of the estate for the time being. Ono of the wid«»ws is dead, and if the survivor petitions 
the Government, inquiry will be made. 


17. Mahaoavkao .li-:siriN(;RA<) Gakkwak, of Haroda, states:—'i'he first of iny family was Pilajirao 
Gaekwar, who came to this country about 130 years ago. I get Rs. 30,000 annually from tho State 
on account of my pagah. I have two Inam villages, value about Rs. 6,000 and 2,000 respectively. 
Anandrao Maharaj gave my father those two villages. My father died some 40 years ago when 
1 was a little boy. I hc villages are in the “ Matosri 'I'ai uf.” They came under tho manage¬ 
ment of my family Karkuu, Rhao Jivaji, who mismanaged affairs, and J petitioned Khunderao.in 
Sanvat 1920 (a.o. 18G3) to give me the management of my Pagah and affairs, as I had now come 
,to years of discretion. Kbunderao did as 1 re<jm58ted, and for two years I carried it on. The 
management was then transferred to my mother, who handed it over to Bhao Jivaji. This lasU'd 
for about two years more, till tlie death of Kbunderao Maharaj. On the accession of Mul¬ 
harrao J petitioned him, and ho ordered that 1 shouhl give subsistence to rny mother and carry 
on tho Vahivat myself. 1 managed for tiie next six months, when, from some machinations of tho 
Durbar, the whole of my property* was taken from me, and re-transferred to my mother and 
Bhao .livaji. 1 have represented all tliis to the Sarkar, but tliev do not attend to me. My 
prayer is Riat all my estate and property may be restored to me. 1 Fiave no Sanads or documents 
in rny possession. 


Vnm-exammed ly Gaekwar'e Aj/ente :—I personally contracted no debts while 1 was in charge 
of the pagah. 1 do not know what was the reason, if any, for taking the Pagah from my charge 
and giving it back to my moth(*r. The Sarkar by Nana Sahib Knanvelkar offered me Rs. 125 
monthly, but 1 said I was my father’s son and entitled to ray estate, and refused to take tho 
allowance. My mother and the Karkun, Bhao Jivaji, gave a Nazarana to Nana Sahib, and my 
estate was then transferred. 1 do not know whether any suit for debt was instituted against me 
in the Malii Kama (Sadra) agent’s court, or decree sent down hither to he executed against me. 
The Nazarana wdiich my mother gave was the attachment and seizure of my property by Tatya 
I’aiit, the ComniHiider-in-Chiera Karkun. This was given to the Sarkar. The value of the 
property was Rs. 50,000 or tlioreabouts. 


l"he Gaekwar’s agents desire to defer tlieir further cross-examination in this case. 


litplytfthe JOurhar to statment tf Mahadarrtifi Oaekvior, No. 17 :—His statement generally is 
eorrecti but is justified .by t ho Durbar on the ground that his mother had represented ho was so deeply 
in debt that he could not keep his Pagah and sowars in proper order. The management of the 
Pagah was, therefore, handed over to her, and he was allowed Rs. 125 a month and a horw. 
His private property was attaithed and taken jmssession of by the Durbar at the instance of his 

_a ^__ a.V. ______ 




direct Complaints ago^nat the ioefiUnent Bt«t<e of his ^wars have also been received from the 
Sadra Polittou Agent 

18. 0ANGAJIRAO Trimmakkao KHA>jvKi.KAn statcs:—I have one Inam villlage, Pilol by 
name, and allowanoea to the amount of Ra. 30,000 annually. I have still the Inam village valued 
at Ra. 5,000 or so, but my allowances have been stopped. The allowances and the village were 
mnted to me by Seiajirao Gaekwar some 38 years ago. I got them from him on marrying hta 
daughter. My only service was personal attendance on the Gaekwar. On the death of Knan- 
derao Maharai, the present Gaekwar stopped the allowances. These were for the support of 
my sowars, rhere was no written order given, or reason assigned for iny losing my allowances ; 

moMly had a verbal order one day that they were stopped. The present Dewan, Nana Sahib’s 
father, used to epjoy 8,000 of the 30,000 ; while I got tlie remaining Rs. 22,000 and a furthor 
sum of Rs. 2,000 for miscellaneous expenses. I do not know who enjoys those allowances now. 
'fhoy have gone to the Government and have left me and my family. In a.u. 1658 Khunderao 
transferred mv share of the above establishment, vix., Rs. 22,000, to my son Mulajirao, and granted 
Rs. 4,000 additional to rny younger son Ainrutroo. He kejrt me near his poijpon for two years, 
when he made me the “ Sooba” of the Deesa Contingent with an annual allowance of Rs. 29,800. 
On the news of the death of Khunderao reaching me, 1 at once*)eft my charge at Deesa, came to 
Rarnda, and went to Nana Sahib Khunvelkar, iny nephew. Ho and 1 fell out about the distri* 
hntion of some' property, and eight or fifteen days afterwards, on Nana’s representations to the 
Gaekwar, Mulharrao, 1 was deprived of all my property and commands. I was deprived even of 
my houBt, ray former establishment of sepoys given to ino by Seiajirao, and all that 1 had in 
Raroda, and having no other means of subsistence, 1 went ofl' to iny Inam village. 1 was shortly 
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from them, thrown out and destroyed. The valuo of the private property destroyed was about 
Rs. 4,500. This was exclusive of the houses, which were worth about Rs. 60,000. All I want 
now is to have my property and estates restored to me. I produce the grant given me in 
A.D, 1880-37, showing the original establishment given mo by Seiajirao Gaekwar, as already 
described. (Tliis Sanad is allowed to be genuine by the (iaekwar’s agent.) 

I produce also a Sanad from Khunderao, showing my appoiniment and allowances as Sooba of 
the Deesa Contingent as stated above, ('rhis is also acknowledged to be genuine.) There is no 
sanad showing the transfer of my original charge fi'oiii me to my sons, but the order, therefore/ 
will no doubt be found in the Ooveniment records. 

The Gacikwar’s agents reserve cross-iixamination. 


Jleplif of the Durbar The “ Nemnook ” was given to him by Seiajirao in consequence of hie 
marrying Seiaji’s daugliftT. On her death the relationship ceased, and the ground for continuing 
the allowances was finished, (fovornmont was no longer hound to continue thorn. The village 
Pilol given to liis wile was, however, left to him absolutely. Similar resumptions under similar 
circumstances were customary under previous Gaokw ars. On the ground of domestic quarrels, 
viz. : — 

That Gangajirao, wdien in power under tin* late Gaekwar Khanderao, had deprived the father- 
in-law of the present Gmskwar of his “ Nemnook,” and expelled liim from Baroda, it 
was considered unadvisahle to continue the allowances. 

2nd. The horses taken from him were in lieu of Government hoi*8es which he had not 
returned wlu'ii depriv«‘d of his Sooba. Wij took six, but he still owes us seven, the number 
of Government horses in his possession being thirteen. He also owes the State aliout 
Us. 15,000. "We have taken no private property. 

3 rd. The house he was deprived of was Govonirncnt and not private property. * 


19. Giinajihao Ganoajirao Khanvki.kau states:—About eight years ago I had my father’s 
allowance of Rs, 22,000 given to me on the ground of my being Sciajirao’s grandson and 
Khunderao’s nephew ; my father was then alive, and is still living. Soiue^ree years ago, on the 
accession of Mulharrao, Nana Sahib, the present Dewan? came from his homo in the Ratimgiri 
district, and making his own representations to the Gaekwar, 1 was forbidden to come to meet 
Malharrao, and told to leave Baroda at once. 1 thorofore went to Pilol. My establishmi iu of 
Rs. 22,000 was confiscated by the SarUar, Init 1 do not know' to whom it was given. Tw(» sepoys 
and sowars came to Pilol a month afterwards and confiscated six of our horses, four belonging to 
my father, two to me. My two were worth 118.1,400 or 1,600. 'fhoy also took our Vada, 
Paga, &c., as stated by my father. The reason of all this being done to us was a. private quarnjl 
of my father with Nana Sahib about some laud in the Ratnagiri district. My present claim is 
to have my two horses and my charge of Rs. 22,000 restored tt) m#». The recow of the change 
of the establishment of Hs. 22,000 from my father’s cliarge to mine is to be found in the 
Government records. I have none. 

The Gaekwar’s agents reserve cross-examination. 

Beply of the DwHHir :—No regular grants were made to him in Khunderao's time, and we 
resumed the allow'anees made to him on the same grounds as we did those made to his father, 
thinking we had a perfect right to do so. 

20. Ambutrao Gavgajirao Khanvelkar states;—Some ten years ago Khunderao Maharaj 
mode me an allowance of Rs. 4,000 annually on account of my expenses as the descendant* of 

my ancestors. On Khunderao's death Mulharrao, the 

• U, rwidwn of Seiftjinto aud nephew of present Gaekwar, stopped the payment of this sum. 1 
present Gaekwar. drew the money for seven years. 1 did nothing for tJie 

salary except remain near the peraon of Khunderao. 1 do not know why it was stopped. J 


wa« merieiy told that it was stopped. I want my allowance for these three years paid np anri 
to be secured to me. 

'rhe Oaekwar’s agents defer croes-oxamination. 

U 0 ply of the Vwrhttn —We give the same reply as in ease No. 19, Gcvajiiuo. 

21. Halaji GoviNOi-AL, of Aluncdabad, Ktatos:—l appear as representative of MutiialSamah 
the bankers of Baroda, Ahmodaluul, Surat, and Bombay. 1 am Motilal’s son-in-law. He died 
two or three mouths ago from grief, and has left a son hve years old. 1 am now tho represen¬ 
tative of the firm. Our firm originally belonged, to Ahmedabad. .Samal was the founder of tho 
firm 100 or 12i5 years ago, and received, in return for his services as supply agent and bai^r to 
the Barod^ State, from (lovindrao Maharaj, a Pagah of 62 horses, one pAlhhb and ten foonnen,' 
The Inam village of Aurungpur, now Dowalipur, was given to him by Seiiyi Maharaj. We had 
a Sanad for these till a.u. 1840, l>ut lost it on the burning of our house that year in Boroda. 
We saved a copy of this Sanad, but lost the original. 

After Samal came Motilal and Harilal in a.u. 1829, who were continued in the establishments 
above detailed, ana also received another palklii and two more villages, Gadula and Jivkor. These 
were given to the firm by Sciaji Maliaraj for banking services rendered to the Gackwar Govem- 
. nient He also gave them a grant in that year, 1829, to the effect that we were continued in all 
Samal’s honours. I produce the original grant. (The genuineness of the Sanad is admitted by 
the Gaekwar’s agent. It professes to continue tlie allowances, &c., granted to Samal, so long 
as Harilal and Motilal continue to serve the State iis bankers, and confirms the statement of the 
witness.) Jj>roducc a second original Sanad conferring the rights on us in perpetuity ol' the two 
pidkhis. (Tnis is also acknowledged to he genuine.) 

In the time of the Mahai'uj Khunderao an allowance of Rs. 900 animally was conferred here¬ 
ditarily on Motilal, for peons as runners tu precede him. I produce the “karar” (which is 
ai}kiiowledged to bo getiume by the Gackwar’s agents). In 180/», in place of Jivkor wo got the 
village of f’attehpur, Rs. 1,280, fnmi Khunderao in perpetuity. 1 produce the Sanad showing 
this. (This is also acknowledged to be genuine.) 1 produce a copy of th(' Sanad granting 
Dewalipur in perpetuity, the original oi' which was burnt as stated above. 1 produce tho 
origmal sanad for Gadulu, granting it annually (admitted to be genuine). 

The total value of our allowauces in Lhe w'ay of Pagali, palkis, personal allowances, and Inam 
villages came to about Rs. .S5,000 annually. The whole of these allowances, &c. were stopped 
fifteen months ago by Mulharrao, the present Oaekwar. The ostensible ground of his stopping 
them was a false claim for debts owed to tho State for filty years past. He clainnd R.s. 1,2.%(M»0 in 
all from us. Out of this sum h<' said he found from our hooka Us. C4,0 (k) owing to tho State. He 
took away our Imoks, and has since kept tlioni in his own possession. We do not admit the debt 
at all. The Nana Sahib has, however, since aettled this with us, and we have no coujplaint to 
make about it. There was a second item (d‘ Rs. 50,000, which Nana Sahib has now settled, arnl 
we have no quarrel about that. There rmnaiiis but one item of Rs. 20,0()0, which the present 
Government claims as a court fee on a suit for 11s. 3,81,000 which we brought against Bechar 
Nathu in the first Court of the Gackwar. Khunderao, however, exempted ns from the 
fee., and directed tliat the suit slionld proceed witiiout fees being taken. Wo, therefore, now object 
to pay the money. The total auionnt due to us now by the Kardars, Silledars, (tec. is about 
ir) lakhs of Rupees. This amount I claim that tlie Oackwar’s Government should assist me in 
recovering frdm these Sarilars and Silledars, by deducting tl»e amounts due to mo from their pay. 

The value of tho boisos which formed my Bagah in tho Kattywar Contingent, C2 in 
number, confiscated at the same time, w.*is about Rs. 12,000, including their (squipments. All the 
private property of the firm which was in Gaokwari territory has Imeii attiiched. I cannot say 
what was the value ol'it. Motilal aftijr this petitioned tlie Resident, and lived for four months in 
tho eump hero, in a place assigned to him by the Resident. Motilal went to Ahmedabad on 
urgent business about fifteen months ago. The day after he left, his projmrty and everytlnng 
was attached, and he remained in Ahmedabad till he came to Bavothi about six months ago. Ho 
then stayed, as I said before, in camp for four uionths, and died after an illness or a few 
days in Ahmedabad, to which place he returned when he first icll ill. 1 succeeded him in 
tlio business, and am new to it. I liave^lost lakhs of rupees from this, and have boon forced to 
close my banks in Ahmedabad, Surat, and Bombay. No one will do any business with me now 
I have lost my credit 

The Gaekwjir’b agents reservtj cfoBs-cxamhiation. 

Reply tfthe Durhar: —We divide our answer into nix hea^ls: — 

Ini. With referertee to the Pagah l)eii»g attacheil and eonfincated, we say tliat Motilal has 
siiowii no right to have his Pagah in perpetuity, and the Maliaraj considei-ed that when 
Motilal left Baroda without his leave, he Irtwl a right to reHUino hiw Pagiih. He accord¬ 
ingly did HO. The horw*-; of the Pjigah, 62 in number, we admit to lie private property, 
but at the time we took ibeiii wc tlionght they wero tho Silledar’s borstw. The State 
dealings with Motilal have not yet been e-innpleted. When accounts are adjusted his 
horses will l)o restored to Itini. ^ 

2nd. With referenoe to the e^>ufis(»tion of Ihh lua^ yillegc, we state that it was dven to tho 
firm at a time when it had had c,j<teitBive d(Eialmp with the Govenunont, and when large 
siuns were due to the bankers. It was t^en in part Hatisfactiou of the Govomiueut 
. debts. When the village was resinned Government did ho, cunsideriDg from an 
examination of its own acx;ounts that the dk^bt had been paid in full, and that there was 
no necessity for oontmukig the grant any longer. The banks books wore not compared 



aird. reference to tbo confiscation o£ the aepoy “Nemnook,” thivOoverncctent ^nsidered 
tW MotjMl ^ving left Bawda with<mt permWiou was no a State ec;^aht, wul 

tbit it had, therefore, the right to reHume the eatablishnient. * ' ' 

4th. Motilal having gone .^way from Biii**oda without leave, and there l»eing' «h one in (dmrgf) 
of his Hb)prt and property in Bnroda, they were put under attaclimeht, lotjks and wala 
were put on, but no list of property was made out Infornuition wm-, given to the Re¬ 
sident six or seven months agfi that Motilal was at liberty U> come and take possession 
of his proiKjrty. but he never come. 

5th. The payments of sums guaranteed by the Government will bo ina<lc tve^iording to the 

terms of the guai-antoe. ^ 

6t}r.' The fees demanded from Motilnl w<^ro usual and such as it is custouiary to demand in 
the (^OHOH of suitors in the civil courts. Wo deny that Khundorao evtjr forgave the fees 

as alleged. 

The GaokwarV agents fiirther state that in Khuudevao’s time tlie question ai-oso as to whetlier 
or no State bankers shtiuld lie alhiwed to l>ring act ions on plain pajau* or not, and that in soveral 
instancoH it was decided that they should not. 

22. BhaskakaO VttHAL, now of Baroda, states :—Tlic fii-st of iny family to come to Barcxla 
was iny grandfather, Babnji, who was succeed(H! by my father. Vithal Babaji rccemul from’ 
Anandrao, for Servians renilored in Kattywar, two Inam villages njul aHowanees of Ks. 60,(K)0 
annually, &o. My father, Vithal, was continued in liis honours. In the year Sauvat 1890 
(A..D. 1833-34) my affaire wore settled, and 1 re(;(uvcd a Sanad from S(;iaji Maliaiuj, which 1 now 
produce. [This S:ina(l (admitted to be geimino) conveys sanction iif tJic Oovernment to the 
adoption of Bbieker Vithairno, and the wmtlmintiou in perpetuity of the honom's liesttiwed on his 
hither.] The date is a.i>. 1830. 

I ne.Kt products a Sanad dar<‘d San vat 1807 (a.d. 1804) gmntiug the two Inam vill^es toBabqi 
in perjK'luiiy (ailmitted to Ite gtmuine). The Valiivat oftbise twt» villagfis wjis tyirricd on by me 
for forty yt'iirs, and wiis taken from nu^ in SanvatT924 (a.T). 1867) i>y Kliandcnw). 

Tlie slat(! of my affairs in A.O. 18.33-34, when the guaranUie aviis taken from me, wiu^ thus:— 


Karkim establishment 


Ruput!s. 

- 22,000 

Personal . - - 

- 

- 60,000 

Pagah _ - - 

Two Inain villages 

- 

- 30,000 

- 

- 10,000 


Total 


1,22,900 


This lasted till Saiivat 1911 (a.d. 1854), when Gnnpatrao slop|K‘d all but the 30,000 pa^h 
:iiid 10,000 Irmm villag(*s. These remained with me, as stated bdbns till Sauvat 1924 (a.I). 1867), 
when they woie stopped by Khunderao. I have U‘vn promised over and over jigjiin to get. them 
buck, luit I ha.v(‘ not had any of them restored. No n^ason was siasigned for stopping them. My 
desire now is that my houses and establishment should be rt:st(U'{-d to mt*. 

CrttHs-exanthicd htf Gm-hwar'^it AffniU :—1 did go to Jodhpur, but aflcr I hud usk4d the leave 
of tlu‘ Gaekwai- to‘do so. Bbow Sciiidia, bis Minister, gave me verba! permission. I did n(4- 
ger the “posluik” on leaving the Bai-iwla Court. I was not his servant, lie {Le. Klmnderao) 
had stoppl'd my lis. 60.000 allowance. How, then, was I his servant? I was doing the pagah 

scrvic** of Rs. 30,000 at that time. i « t i 

The Gaekwar's agents admit the faef of the stoppage of the Pagal> nliowanw' of Ks. 30,(400 
and of the resumption of the lna,in villagi^s, valued at Ks. 10,000, alleging as the. n'ason thertdVa* that 
comnlainant hail left Baroda for Jodhpur without the orders of the late Gaekwar Khunderao, 
and that he was thus pimished for bis disoU-dience. The presmit Gaekwir, they ndtl, has done 
nothing in the matter. * 

Rc-extiniined by CmiimUslon :—I have not been into the city of Banda for two years pn,st. Tlic 
pnisent Giwkwar’ Midharmo, has forbidden me to enter it, and had mt' cxjKdlod tlieuci' two 
months ago, wlum I went to my house. 

The Gnokwar’s agents defer cross-examination on this point. 

Reidy of the Durhnr ht Case No, 22,^Rhaiik>troo Witli reference to Bbuskurao 

Vithnrs assertion that ho has been expelled from the city of BanHla, the Durban agtmts state 
that Khunderao gave the order for expulsion, ami (he present Gaekwtir has not thought il 

advisable to rescind tlio ord(*r. - , . , .i i-v i 

With rcierence to the dismissal of Bhaskiirao for going to Jodhpur without leavi^, the Durlwir 

agents state that he went there to take service under the Raja of Jodhpur, au<l the Gaekwar, 

being displeased, gave him his disinissaL 

23. SaHEBHINO and Nahjbmng, Sons of Bhimsiiitf, depose:—We formerly had annual allow- 
anc(w of Rs. 700 for a jialkl and Rs. 8,000 for a Tahinat of six sowai^s and sixty-five footmen, the 
hitter in Patan. The iate Gaekwar resunad the palki allowance eleven years iigo, and reduced 
tho tahinat by two sowars and all the footmen five or six years a^»; our allowance l)emg at the 
game time diminiahed by Rs. 3,000. Wc appealed to the late Gaekwar Jigamst thi« proceeding, 

but our petition wan rejected. ^ ^ , 

, Wo have also recently petitioned the present Gn^war to the same effect, but have as yet 

got no answer. . . 


{ ^ ) 

We hftvf* alno a oompliuut about a ^imlen in thy of which ^ be^ * 

i>urhar JSiinjdflr, cdnsiqg lie a losw ofBw. 200. We hare petitioned the Malwya in thie oaHe> 
but hiiv<‘ ^ot no 1‘edreee. 

The Durbm* Hgont reuiarkH that this in not a oane a^nst the Maharaja peraonally, and that 
the <'omj>laint regarding the garden w ntill uiuhtr iiivoatigation. • 

The CommiHRion oouaider Kirther inquiry in this (uiee unnecesnary. 

24. ANANf)BAO OoviND pHAVSK, of Baroda, Htatew:—My family fiwt came to Baroda 
75 \eHrH ago, in the time of Qovindmo Mtiharuj. My groat grandfather, in eonnequenco of hit* 
'^(•I'vioos UF niarnluldar, received fnnn Oovindrao one Inam village, Il^metha, revenue Ke. 1,0()0 
aimuullyr His hoii, my grandfather, Siviiji Balvant, received in addition an annual allowance 
iVotu Anamlroo MHlmruj of li*'. 7,H(>0 for |ulkhi nllowaiice, &Cm another village, Deola, 
Re. 44()« Dcoh was resumed by Khunderao Mahnruj in Sanvat 1924 (a.d. 1867—68) aa being 
ii Kbulttn and not an Iriniu village. Tlie nllowtuice of Ra. 7,800 wn*. btopped in 1927—28 
(a,1 > 1869-70). TliN iiiennoncd to tlie Bandaiv and <;ther Sardare. We alao hod tin cata- 
lilishimmt of 13 sSwars at Sa^lia. This hjis confisoiU'd last July on account of reductions 
which, we were told, weu' being made The charge was made o>er to the Sooba. Wc also told 
to the Paiidare Sardars in eonsequenee of the nssuranees thi^ have convoyed to u» in the 
iriutiiiv year, 1858, at Kapuia, that we weit* not to l>c I’ednced. T)ie thirt<*en horses were our 
private pioj)ert\ ^Vo bav<* since tlnni, in the course »»f last ()(»tol)er, received bock our oharg(‘ of 
liorse. June also received jiayment of the arrears of our allowance of Rs. 7,800 for one year, 
and chits for the otl)cr yiwr have also been gi\en to us witliin the last ti*n days, which wc have 
nut yet eaJu*d. We ha>c now no cause of complaint, except that Deola baa not b<'en restored 
to us. The charge of Umetha lias 7ie>c*i Ihh'ii taken from u‘>. 

I'iu* Durbai igent state*' that Deola w'as a Durnaiu >illtigo. which the <‘umplaiiiant held us part 
of his allowanct's, and that, on its resumption, h(> was gi>cn a cash piyinent instead, to make up 
tlie total fif his State allow anees 

25 Rajauam Anamiuao, Jagtap of Barod.i, states :—1 formerly bail two sowars, for whom I 
received Rs. 300 and a personal allowance of Re. 934 Irinn the (government. The sowars were 
taken from me by order of Khunderao (liiekwar in Sanval 1917 (a-D. 1860), and a |X)rtion of my 
personal allowaniu^ of K**. 834 was stopped Mulharrao Mahoraj ; Rs. 300 of it only being offered 
fo me for my subsistence. 1 refused to take this, and some five or six days ago the rostomtion of 
the original allowance of Rs. 834 was ordered I have received “chits* for the two years’arrears 
that are due. 1 have now only to complain al)oul the reduction of the sowar taken from me in 
1860. 

The Durlwi rcimirks in this case that in Se]>tcnilH*r last ail complainants of this class were 
told that their claims would In? adjusted, and “ cliits* wi'tc prepared for their liquidation, but 
the jmrties concemed vNouhl not come to taki* tboiii, as, owing to some disputes lietwi^en them and 
their shroffs, tlie^ were unwilling to come forward for that purpose, hoiice the clainis romami'd 
unadjusted. 

26 SupAsno Buavani Valamhiie, of Baroda:—1 hod an csUblishmeut of 23 sowars 
m the Sadra Contingent, for which f receixed Rs 10,()O() annually fn>m tlic (joekwar’s Coveni* 
inent. This was all coufisented b^ the OackwaiV ordeis last dune. I went to the Pandare 
Sardars .mil otlicrs, and inenti»)ned it to them, in consequence of the assurances which they liad 
ciunpvcd to us from the (lackxxar in IHOS tluit we wire not to be reduced. 1 have since then, 
in Ortober, loceived all im esinblisbmcnt and “ Pagah ” back from the Irovornment. I have 
re^eixed pay for one year’s allowanics xxhich vxere in uriiais, .ind am promisul “chits” for the 
othei, so that I haxo no\% no lompluxnt xxhiitKxcxei to make against the Gaekwar. At the time 
that nt) Vagah xxas lot.fiscatcd the Lakshi told me that 1 was iIlKinissed, but that, instead of my 
.illoxxaiices as befon*, J should icccivc a snlwistcncc allowanci* iJ Rs 1,200. 

The DiirlMir haxe no rtnmrks to oHei. 

«. 

27. Lakshmankao Ti i#JA.riiiAo«)AOiAi*: We, tlirce brotlicts of the Jagtap family, formerly 
kej>t up lour sowars, for whieli xvc received from theGoxeriiinent Rs 2,800. Jn 1913 (a.d. 1860) 
one sowai was iHluecd, and other uilowancis diminislud by Rs 300. Smne two years ago we 
well inioriiied that the reimiiniug three men wcie also to be mluced, and our allowuTi(*os cut 
doxvn fo u pension of Rs. 300 for each of us. We objected to this, and told the Pandare and 
other Sardars Oiders weic issued five or sjx day*» ago by the Oaekwar’s (roxernnient thot our 
allowances, us lliey cxistiMl since 1860, were to be restored. Wc have not yet recehidthe 
chits hut they are pnxmiBcd to us. Wo huxe>no furtlu'j* complaint to make. 

The Durbar have no ix'marks to offer. 

28 GiiudaUkao Jai RAO .Fagtap:—S tates lu substance what has already been recorded in 
Nos 26 .‘lod 27, Ids case being RimiJar to theirs; but adds that in Sanvat 1912 (a.d. 1855) the 
thiic families be represents paid a Naaaraita of Rs. 10,000 to (jiunputrao (Faekwar, in order that 
theii allowances might bo continued. In spile of this, however, the late Gaekwar Khunderao 
ordered in 1860 similar reduotiunh m their case to thi^ set forth in Nos 26 and 27. Deponent 
has no complaint to make now ngaiust the present'Gigdrwar's Government. 

The Durlsu’ have no remark to make. 

20 . Sakuauam Drveao Jagtap, for himself and’uepficw, Yadiiaveao:—H as no com|>laSnt 
whatever to make against the ym>exii Gaekwar. HR father’s allowances were Ka 3,3(K), and at 

t il__ _ _. J_ la » r _, • s#wk jf _L! ^ ___ 
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proMUDt Chekwer hsa mede no reduqtloit i^tever. 

The Durbar oSbr no remarked 

86. &ALAU. Ht|i Mahamad bin Habud statea:—1 am tbe demndant of one of the oHgiUai 
Aiabi ▼ho came with Gbvindrao Gaokwar more than 106 years a^. Ho fought in the 
Porebunder campaign. On hie death hk eon euoceeded him, and was fmlowed by my father, in 
wfaoae dme, and till two and a quarter yean ago, our establishment was a Pogah of- 

86 sowars and personal allowanoo - - 8,085 

72 foot soldiers - - . - - 9,672 


Total 


17,757 


On my father’s death, 20 years ago, my brother succeeded him. Ho hdd thO charge for ten 
years, and was followed by myself. In 1871, Mulhnrrao Gaekwar took away my pngah and 
personal allowance, and only one year my chargcf of foot was also tukun from me &r no 
reason whatsoever, and handed over to Yeahwuntrao, a relative of Hariba, the Revenue Commis- 
Bioner. Witliin the last ten days, however, 1 have bad my foot ohiiige n^atored to me, and what I 
want now is to get my ** Pogah ” given back. 1 received nothing whatsoever from the Government 
in oomponsation of the dopnvation of my Pagah. My complaint is that I have been causelessly 
dismissed. 

The Durbar admit the correctness of the sbitemeuU mode by complainant as to the loss of bis 
pagah and the transfer of his charge of foot to the Darogah, but desire* to consult the Qaekwor 
Ix&re assigning reasons. 

Furtlur »tatemfat of the Durhar: >-Mahammad bin Hamid took i^hargo of pagah and foot, but 
he and his son, this witness, getting iieavily involved in debt, the whole charge was taken from 
him (Salam) and givfm by lUnmderon to Limbaii, the Mahratta Commandor-in-Chief, he being 
given a personal allowance of Rw. 100 a month. Thw was in Sanvat 1918 (a.d. 1861), the 
Pagah, &c. continuing in Salam's name. On Mulharrao’a accession inquiry was made, and the 
charge of the foot, with allowances fixed at Rs. 10,000, given to Salam in Sanvat 1928 (A.D. 1871). 
The JPugah was handed over to S^h Umar. The pa&i and servants’ allowances were resumed 
by the State. 

31. Sheik Uhau uin Abdulla (appearing by his brother, Abdul Kadr) am one of the 
iginal Arabs whose father fought in Kattywor. For his work there he received the following 


original 
estoblishmcnt—- 


28 horhos, pagah 
72 f(x>t soldierb > >of the value of Rs. 16,000 annually. 
1 i)aJki 


On hi« fl(^tli, si)mo forty yntu's ago, the 
follows:— 

Sheik Almuid. 

14 horses 

36 foot - -^8,300 

1 pulki - 


Government made two shores of his establishment as 


Sheik Umar, 
14 horses, pagah 
36 foot 





ft 


I have liud chiirgo of my sharp for forty y(»ars, till about a year ago, when a Maliratta, by name’ 
Ramnu), was made darogah over my foot charge. Ho has, however, been removed within the last 
few days, and tlie cluirge restored to me. I wont my accounts with him to be settled. My Pagah 
also was threatened, but has not been touched. ^ 

I have a field of 60 biglias with a well in it at Amrelh which was attached by Khunderao 
seven years ago. 1 have (Mstitioned him for its restoration, but not Mulhan’ao, the present 
CUekwor. 

Hio Durbar liavc no remarks to offer. 


32. Guldaj talad Abdulla Sakak states:—In the timp of Gaekwar my grand- 

&ther received a charge of 30 foot with on allowance of Rs. 3,000, which was held by my fisther 
and n^self in succession. I have served for some 20 years. In Sanvat 1917 U.n. I860) 
Khuncierao, the late Gaekwar, transferred 10 of my men to the Commander-in-Chief^ and 
reduced my Rs. 3,000 to Rs. 2,175. About a year ago, yeshwuntrao, a Mahratta darogah, 
was placed m charge over me, but he was removed a few days ago, and all I want now is a settle^ 
ment of my accounts with him, and the restorarion of the 10 men of whom I was deprived by 
His Hu^ess Klmuderao. 

The Durbar offer no remarks. 

3& Mauadavbao Dalpuxbao GABKWAB:-^My grand&ther came here in the time of 
Gevmdrao Gaekwar, and reoeived from him the villa^ of Bhoopora, valuo Rs. 200« and an 
eaUbliihment with aUowanoea of Rs, 65,000 for sowars, 6co. Thu continued till my ft^ther's 
time, but before 1 succeeded him—the year I cannot name—the eatablishment was settled as 
Mowsfr*- 

Bhappura, Bs. 200, and Pagah of 82 horsesi Bs. 15,000. 

1 know nor^sa o ft for rednorioas made. Z have bad this fbr 30 years mysdf. Some seven 
or dght years agu, when Bk Higbaew the late Khnaderao took op the Domala vilisges^ he 


V V •Wft ) 


. xnh« w Sis Wjghli i w i i . 

Sj^itrrao Gac^ftr reduced my «>waT^.|3^,1^ 

agOf and I have no ^mplaint to make about &em. All 1 want hai^ tb^ Xauua^viUage 
restored to me. I still whw the Bs. 225 gntuted in lieu of it. 

The Duidwr i^ve im ton^ ' . 


34« JoTAJiEAO Hobad&ao SiNDE Phaeeb atatesMy gi;eat grandfather .reived 80 jean 
ago> from Anandrao Oaekwar, the following eatabUshment:— 

A pagah of 23 horses, &c., with an annu!u allowance of Rh. 6,064. This baa oohtinued down 
^ ray lime. Tbe descent is Anandrao 

adopted 
. Man^ji, who 

I 

adopted ♦ 

Moradji, who ; , 

I 

adopted me. 


^1 have hod charge of the Pagah for the last 40 veers. In June last my Pagah was transferrod 
td'Sivajirao iDianvolkar, the present Gaekwar's ^>ba and Dewau. He also demimdcd nil, my 
pHvate horses and property, but 1 refused to part with' them, and applied to the Pahdore and 
other groat Sordars on the strength of the guarantee given to us by His llighness the Mte 
Ctiekwor in a.d. 1858. I received back charge of my establishment last month, aiid have got 
the ** chitsfor payment of the arrears due. The money has not yet been paid# but I hope 
it will be. I have no other complaint to make. 

■'The Durbar admit the general correctness of the statoment, but challenge the alleged 
gttnmntee as in other similar oases. 


JB&. Yadavrao Tukaji Kadah states:—My father had the following establishment:— 
Horses 25 "j 

, ■ Palkhi y with an allowance of Rs. 32,250. He had no son of his own, and adopted 

I Followers j 

me. On bis death I got 25 horses, and followers, with an allowance of Rs. 11,350. This was 
ip Sanvat 1918 (a.d. 1861), and was dono by Khundcrao as 1 was an adopted son. On ihe 
deatli of iny mother, Sanvat 1926 (a.d. 1869), the daughter of Semji Gaekwar, Khunderao 
aisBumed charge of her estate, ^unouhting to about a lakh of rupees, and it has stncfi been under attach* 
ment till a short time ago, wlum Mulharrao confiscated it for the Government. She was not my 
real mother, only my adoptive one. T have never made any petition to get this pr&perty given 
to me. Last year Mulharr^ reduced Rh. 1,909 from my following, as he waa reducing all roimd. 
Orders have lately been issued to have this restored to mcj, and I have no further quarrel 
agmnst the Gaekwar thmi that X should get back my adoptive mother’s estate. 

The Durbar desire to defer their remarks in this case till the 20th instant. 

p 

Beply of the Durbar the dcatli of his adoptive inotht^r in Sanvat 1925 (A.D. 1868)» 

Khunderao Gaekwar took charge of the property and person of Yadavrao, who was a minor. 
In §anv|.t 1927 (A.D. 1870) Yadav’s step-mother, Rariibai, applied for the charge of the person 
and property of the minor, which was given to her agent, Venlcatrao, on her behalf. Next year 
Yadav’s paternal grandmother, Babai, complained that Ranibai was wasting the estate, anA on 
inqmiy bdng made, charge of the person and property of the minor was (pven to her, a receipt 
for tlm whole amount of the property being taken from her, though property, -ndiich it was 
supposed would yield Ra. 50,000 on wue, was kept back for Nazarano. On solo, however, the 
amount realised was only Rs. 35,000.^ Yadavrao is still in the charge of his grandmother, Babai. 

86 . AkAndkao Nabatenbao Dahivat states!—My father had the following Tahinat and 
allowances derived from various Gaekwars:— 


* Ysnaflu 
Bofsd 


• S,000 
- 7,175 


10,176 


Tahinat, iududimg two Dumala* villages - Rs. 13,288 
Killeda^s allowance (and 10 horses, 

Goveroihent property) - 
Pagah of lt)0 horses 
Personal ^lowanoe - 
Inara village, Sarsaoli 


„ 4,000 
„ 31,080 
„ 12,000 
n 


18,000 




78,368 


He also had a house, stables, &c., at Sarsaoli iforra 
Garden and. bvagidow at Baroda » - * 

His wifb was the diutghter olT Hhhnd^ao GajlloiHtr, 


“ ' - 'XU 2 , 6 d ,000 

• - - - « 3,00,000 

-- ------— — died in January Sanvat 1928 (A.D/lfi^l) 

aad^ado^M ine As ra edn on riie diy of hb' death; i T scknowle^^ % the present (^k^f 
all tne wbptive B6n,'iedoiyed ** poshak,** »nd Went all ihe oradal ^remonies consednent 

M acknowledgment, qiption ^ Nazorana ias 5ien mooted, vldA after some time^ree 
rmpees wa« a^hd «p<ra ns ^‘ac^otihti fc ^ ttot, h5weV^,"ti&‘en, and Hariba Dada, 
ravunWCmiiniSttirar, AeratradedvSkgc of 4o* 

m.Jrt ,1 -■ J_.l- .... _ .. ....'Ml...*?:' .. L.^lfc .1 ■ • *l-« . ‘I.' W, 






xufm «8 tbe NaMruuu 1 did not ogsM to mmUQ tbot I Iwvw idloirMilct^vfi^ n^y 
Fogab ^ ono hundred horse nnd penaonsl allowanoe of £#» ^ ^ve beo& dnfkrtv^ m 

over^hing else. The two Dumala villager were taken np Khundento Gn^war w)^ hn too^ 
up the rest of the Dumala villages in the ilistritit. 1 am willing to give a Nonarana such as 
is usually given by people In w pontion, bat not the eacoessive eum which has been aaked. 
I Oannot say exaoUy now mttoh X am willing to ^ve. 

TheDurhar reserve their remarks on this case till the 22nd instant. ^ 

Reply of the Durbar The adoption wsh recoguinod by the Quvernment, and at the time of 
sanctioning it we gave him what we ohoae to give. 

87. Babaji Kasibao Dhumst states;—My father died in Sanvat 1901 (ad. 1844)^ and, 
having no son of his own, adopted mo with the consent of Sivajirao Oaekwar. I received no 
“poslwk,** but the Bnkshi and the Silletlars cam<* to my house to eat paiisopari, as is customary. 
The eetablishinunt whicli 1 inhorited from iny father was six iKirses with an allowance of 
Ks. 161 monthly, and I retained this from 1644 till last March, when, being away at Sadra and 
sorvingwith the contingent there, 1 heard that iny oousiu Raineb&ndar Ap]>a Dhumse had given 
a Naearana of Bs. 4,000 to the f^ate, through the present Dewun Klmnvelkor, with a personal 
Nasarana of lls. 600 to the latter, and that iny Talunat had Is'en trausfem'd to him. 1 at once 
eanu‘ to Baroda, and was told W the Nana Sahib himself, when 1 went to liim, that if 1 chose 
to give him a “ Nazaraiia ” of Rs. ."ijOGO J shoulrl get luy ehurge Imck. J refused to do this, 
and Ramchandur still has pOHsessiou of it. 1 told the Pandarc Sin-dars wimt luul hnppened to 
me. The whole of the horses wei-e my prival e jiroperty. Two of tho horses hod died some* 
months bcfoif*, and the Milue of the n'lnaiinng four was about Km. 400. 

The Durbar agent lemarks that the traimter was made as stated, hut lie is not propaix'd to-day 
to n'ply to the alU'gatiou about tho Naziiraua. 

Rrjfly of tbe Dttrhar :—The amount of Nazavnim reeeived bj tbe Slate was lls. 2,000, and not 
lls. 4,000 as allt’g(*d. The persoiml Niizarana of JK 600 to the l)e\vaii wr* deny altogetlior, 

38. BnAOVANTHAO Gopalbao Yaoav StatesSKa)inio Qaekwar on the occasion of his 
marriage gate* ui) fatiier n jHM'somd allowanee of Jls. 500 annually. This whs subsequently 
iiicr(*asetl to Ks. 1,000 in Sanvat 1911 (a.o 18.')4) by Guppalroo, who further gave mo at the 
same time an allowance of Rs, 1,000, and a houfrc in Baroda to my father. Both our allowances 
were in Sanvat 1916 (ad 1859) raised by Khunderao toRs. 1,800 in consequence of our being 
smart boldicrs. In Sanvat 1923 (a.d 1860) my father died, and his allowance was resumed 
by Khunderao. Mine eoijtinued till Klumdcrao’s death, when Mulh.irrao at once stopped tbo 
allowance aud took my house, on tlu‘ ground that J was a favourite of Khunderao. 

1 have boeu^ offered Ks. 327 annually from tho Govomiuent, but refuse to take it, os I con¬ 
sider 1 am entitled to my old allowances of lls. 1,800. 

The Durbar agent remai^ks that the Maharaj considered this man to be of bad character aud 
stopped his allowance accordingly. 

The witnoM produMs a Sonad in support ol his statment about' the gift of the bouse. It shows 
that it was given to his father and heirs for ever, and is ackoowledgoa by the Gaekwar's agents 
to be genuine. 

39. AIattadaybao Ramrao Paqbdak states .-“The first of iny family was my great gnmd- 

father, who received from Damajirao Gackwni a Pagoh of 29 horses at - - Ks.' 10^28 

Personal allowance - ] 029 

The Inam village of Varkhorla, revenue about - - - - ” *g00 

of which I gave He. 327 to the State. 

And a subsistence allowanoe paid in kind, but commuted afterwards by 

Bhow Scindin to - - - - - - * » 89 


V Rs. 12,837 


Those allowances, &c., remained in my house till Banvat 1926 (a.d. 1868), when Khundemo 
resumed the village. I hod 100 years’ ooouiHincy ns my Sanad for it. He gave no compensation 
for it 

On Mulharrao’s acoeesion he reduced foni- of my horses, but has in the lost eight or ten days 
restored them to me, and my only remaining complaint is about my village of Varkhoria, and 
a piece of land 400 bigbas in extent, over which I had the right of free graiing from as long 
back an I can remember, and my father often told me the same about himself, which MulhaniS 
las^ear gave over to a contractor or farmer. 

The Durbar agent remarks The four hundred bighos formed part of a farm of the village 
of Taoria, which was let to the witness, but in consequenoe of ooinj^iuts made by the ryots 
against his undue exactione, the contract for the whole village, including this 400 Wghaa, was 
owoelled. We cannot say how long before the lease, whi^ is dated J 920 (a.d. 1868), the 
witness had the oooupanoy of these 400 bighas. This village was not Inam, but Dumala. 

40. Baohukath^o Raacbao jAcfVAD states My great grandfather received from Gh)vin- 
d^ an aliowauM of Ra 2,642, whi^ remaned in our fomily tul Sanvat 1924 (a.d. 1866), when 
Khunderao fixed it at Bs. 2,100. This was further iseduoed by Mulharrao two yearn ago to 


Be. but within the lest ftte or Ax days he hae restored the aUowanoeto Be* S 400 . 1 went 
my aJlowenoe fixed ae it ves before KJiunderao reduced it. 
of tile Durbar No remarltH to make. 


Statbimicnt by tlie Babidrnt, Baroda, at the conoluaioo of the Sardare* oase^ the substance of 
which was ortdly made before the Commission on the 24th November 1873. 

* Bnrodn, 25tb November 1673. 

When I arrived at Baroda in March last, 1 found n good deal of excitement going on among 
the principal Sai'dnrs of the ^'tnte in consoqtienre of certam of their own l>ody and of the SOledors 
having been deprived of what they oonsidered their hereditary rigbta It appears that about 
three months previously to my arrival they had gone* up in a body to the Senapntoe and 
the T>ewan to state their grievances, which, however, were not inquired into. 

2. This state of things continnotl until September, as already reported l>y me to Government, 

wh('n, bfung apprenenrive that the ill-feoUng that 
BMidoat'sR<7H)irtND.i74"Bfin,20thBeptember, existed might find some expresrion amongst the fbl- 

lowers of th(‘ Sardars, at the approaching Duaaera, 1 
strongly advised the Ministor and Rao Salu'b Bapubhai to invito them to a Durbar, at which 
man should l>o asked what ho had to state, and thus the real eauses of complaint would bo 
arrived at. 

3. On the 22nd September three of the Durbar 
Itoport No. 182-873, ol 24tU Soptembor 1873. waited upoli me to ask my further advice, which I gave 

to the Hume effect as alwve. 

4. I was at the Mime time consulted by the Sardars through a Karkun of one of t^em, and I 
sent word that the meiiaeiugattitudo whiob they had :is 8 um 0 (l was not right; that they should 
toko their pay and leave the (question of the Silh'dars and Sardars, Dhanidorc and Hudhanmia, dbc., 
to His Highness the Maharaja, to whom I would offer advice on the subject. 

5. This hod the desirad effect, and the Sardars then accepted the chits for their (uiy for two 
and a half years in arrears. 

6. After this a dispute arose about payment of these chits, which was not settled in many 
oases until the night before the assembly of the Commission, in whoso presence they stated that 
they had then no com]daiut against the Government. 

7. I deem it necessary to bring to tlie notice of the Commission that until the morning of the 

10th instunt, when their proceedings commenced, I had never seen more than two of the 
principal Satdnrs to eon verso with, and 1 did not know what the 2 >ci'sonHl compUuulH of even 
those were. All I knew was that, ns a body, tbe Sardars regard ihcmselvcH as the military 
nobility of the Stnto, and that ns such their service is hereditary*; that the permanent character 
of this service was ratified to them by the last G&ekwar at the time of the mutiny; und con¬ 
sequently that when they iTcently saw 212 effective Silledars pensioned off, and tbe descendants 
of c<Ttain princi^ial Soidors <leprived of what they considered their hereditary rights, they 
regarded the ])rocedurc as to their own downfall; imd, therefore, th<>y combined 

together to resent it. Tla'y afiirni that it is not the reduction ol' State* expenditure that, as a 
rule, has led to these changes, but the substitution of certain fav(mrilC8 of the pnjseiit Minister 
and Mahai'aja for old servants of the Stotc. J have been inlbriiKHl by the Midmraja himself that 
he contemplates the (•vcntuul reduction of the whole body ; and lienee the whole question is one 
Af the highest political importance that has still to Iki provided for, 

8. Since the Sardara gave their evidence befoi’o the Coinmisbion, and the reply of the Durbar 

denying that iissuranccs were ever given by His Highness Khunderan ut the time of the 
mutinies has become known, about RO or 10(1 of the Silledars have attended at the Rc^sidcncy 
to ask perinission to give evidence as* to tbe fact that the assurnnecs referred to were bona fide 
given. , 

(Signed) K. PjiAYBE, Kosident. 


SCHKDUDE 11. 

Came No. 2. 

ist. Partesinohji Umedhingiiji, Thnkor of Ghanta, in Bijapur Mahal, states i —My 
village contains about 60 or fit) housf's; has about 2,(K)0 bighas of land, and the total 
revenue of it is about Rs. 2,(XKl, The survey of the village was begun some ten yeara ago, but 
* a iwymrnt in lion of fowKc iind *wae never oosyileted. The only Jamabandi which the 
rappiiot wbtoh th« 'j'JmkorB were boimd ii‘ Oovemment hofi any right to levy from me is “ ghas 
furuiah lu former dnys. tribute, and has gradually, and without cause, been 

increased as foluws:— 

In was Ks. 524 H 0 




At the tiiae of m^inS oar ma vmA %o r^yo n 

papi Aid sii^ And meewani allbwioMWi. 'Pwm iyit oaB^ acaouated to 
FMpeotavely* The«e allowiuices wore stopped hy order E^kuiu^rAo Hahany ^ 

Srd I formally bad ** giras haks in eight villages of tbe peejapoor Mahal and ono of the Kadi 
Mahal* amounting in all to Bs. 174-8-0. By the introduction of the Inam Committee these 
were ^uoed in ^g to Be. 38-2-4), exdoeiVe of my hnk in the Kadi village, which has bdott 
left unsettled. 

4th. I took the reduced amount of Hs, 38-2-0 for six years, and then on the Vahivatdar 
further reducing that amount by two annas in the rupee on account of Inam Committee tax, 1 
refused to accept it. ^ough the amount to he paid to me has been settled at Bs. 38-2-0 only, 
the Valiivatdar still collects the former sum of Bs. 17 4- 8-0. ^ 

dth. In one of the Government villages I enjoyed the right of getring one goat annually 
from each shepherd, and in another 1 ^ seers of cotton from each Dhcr, but by the orders of the 
Vahivatdar, and pleading their poverty, tbe ryots have ceased giving mo these Imks since 

6tb. I had the right of reemviog the fonrtii of the produce of 384 bigfaas or land in B^pur, 
and 150 bighae in ICadi, but the people are so poor that they refuse to pay me these dues. 
This has also lasted since reign of Khunderao. I petitioned him about it, but got 

no redress, not even an answer. 

7th. I have not received my ** giius hak of Ks. 11-4-0 in the Kadi village since as the 
Inam Committee has not settled what it is to be. 

8th. I have personally no grain hnks. 

9th. If any of uh mortgage any of our land the inortgageo pays to the State a tax of two 
annas in the rupee, and when wc take up this land again wo have to pay this two unnas tax. 
This two annas tax is an annual one. 

10th. Since Thanadars have been placed in the Mahals, and we have l)cen deprived of 

our jurisdiction in criminal cases. I had power to fine uji ta lis. 5 and to imprisou for eight 
days. 

1 Ith. There used to be, and there still exists, a tax of Bs. 1-4-0 upon all lirsh marriages in 
our vilhiges, which W'o still draw, but in addition to this the Gaekw'ar has introduced another 
tax of Ks. 5 on each ** natra or remarriage, which he takes to himself. 

12th. In the year the custom of giving safe-conducts to Thakors leaving tlicir villages 

for the Vahivatdar’s town, or Baroda, was abolished, ami in oon8c<iuon<*G of this I suffered the 
disgrace in of being kept in custody at UeojaptH>r for two days, Ix'causc I refused to ]tay 

the “ Accession Naziurana tax.*’ 

(N.B.—The Oomraiasioners are of opinion that the 13th grievance, being the sum of the 
Thakor*s complaint?, should be kept to the last. Its number is thercf<»re changed from 
13 to 17.) 

13th. It was in that the (.rovernment of Khundemo Gaekwar did away with the 

custom of summoning our ryots through ns, and directed that, when scut for by the Vahivatdur, 
they should Iw called direct. 

14th, Since custom of sending Mohsuls and making us pay the co.st of their keep 

has been forced ujwn us. 

16th. We have always claimed and held the right, of ownership of the projHiiiy of our i^jots 
who died without heirs, but since the Goveninient lias taken that right to itself. 

16th. Till five or six years ago there were no tolls in our districts, but lliey won? then unjustly 
established by the Gaekwar. We consider ourselves in precisely the same position as our 
“Bhayad/' the Maliikanta Thakors, and that (lovernmout has no right to levy anything whatso¬ 
ever from us but the ghas dana ’* tribute. ^ 

17th. The Nazarana on accession demanded from us «was 25 per cent, on our ^'glias dana” 
tribute, and 40 per cent, on the giras links. This we, Thakors, refused to pay, ns no previous 
Gaekwar had ever demanded such a tax, and we thought MtdKamio h&d no right to exa<'t it. 
What happened to me is wliat occurred to the remmning Thakors, and the whole history is as 
ibllows:—On the Vahivatdar oT Beejapoor intimating to me that we hud to pay this tax, 1 asked 
him to represent our grievances to the Government, and that tins fox coming on the to]) of them, 
made it impoBsible for us to piy. lie imprisoned mo and kept me >vithout food at I3ecjfl}K>or for 
two days, trying to get a promise from me to pay, and 1 was only released on agreeing to go to 
Baroda. I went to Siirodn witii the other six Thakors of Beeja|)oor, and presented two petitions 
to Nana Sahib Khanvelkar, tho prime minister. We had no intention or wish at that time to 
make any disturbance or cause any outbreak. We were kept waiting on tlio Dewan lor a month, 
and the only reply he would give us was, tliat when we Iwd paid tho Acce.ssion Nnzamna tax ho 
would see about inquiring into our other grievances through the VahivatUar. Wo declined to 
pay Natorano, and returned to our villages. Shortly afterwards, viz., in we made a 

petition to the Resident, Colonel Shortt, and three months afterwards, having had no answer to 
that, We sent him and tho Miharaj a second petition, which they took no notice of. About two 
months after that, viz., in March 1873, my Mehta, together with AmarHinji, the Likhe Thakor, 
went to the Vahivatdar oomplainifig of the mobauls ^ced over us, offering to pay our usual 
ghas dana tribute, and declining again to jiay the Accession Kazarana. The Vahivatdar refused 
to take oar ** ghae dana ** tudesB we first paid the Nazarana, and said he would bring a force 
from Baroda to compel payment Upon this I sent a petition to the Dewan voquesttng that the 




VaMvftidftr might be «mfnui|6d m at Bat««la$ but ve got m 
a Bimilar p(?tition we eeuf to the BesMent we rooelriBd 

cnlUng us to Baroila; biit woro afraid to go without the usual guarantee. Upon ibis a force wao 
Bont to Beejapoor, OOiteieting of 100 infantry, and from 1,000 to 1,500 men were abo called in 
from the Mahals to aid them. My village is three kos front Beejupoor, and the cukivators, heamj^ 
about the forde, all can away, leaving only from 200 to 300 kolb there. A wa« 

posted up in the village forbid^ng the ryots to give me my haks or duea, and |(K> ^th, 
other Thakoni, Four of th%Uaek war's men, viz., Kanehod, Harilal, Bephar, iMiid r 
.femiular, called us together at ^Maodti, and advised us to pay the Nazarana if we dicl not wish to 
be cuineil Several of the Banias ol' BeejaiK»or went away in fear of thoir lives and property. Of 
tuy ryots who fled only one tliiril have since ooinc back, and J have sufleved personally a loss 
of Rs. 2,000 to 3,000, as they .left just when the land was being prepared for cultivation. 
Matters being in the state above dosoribed, wo, Thakors, sent a petition to the Bosident at 
Baroda in «Tune, as well fw to the Dewan, to the effect that “tlie Government had sent a. force 
against us, anfl wished lo destroy us, that there would be a disturbance and outbreak if .the 
** Sarkar would not do us justk'c, and that we should be blamed for liaving caused this dis- 
“ turbsince.” \V*c» also sent our Knrkiin Nandlal to state our case to the Resident, and aboiit 
one month afterwards, duly, on (he invitation of the Resident, we caitic to Baroda. The fcirce 
was wilhdiawn about the Dussenv by the ordern of the (Government. Wc have been in constani 
atbjndaueo on the (jiiokivur since we came to Baroda, but all his answer to our comidainte is a 
demand for the Nazarana. We ba\'o l>cen to JIaril)a Dada, Gaekwur, to the Sir Fouzdar, to the 
High Court, and from all of them w(! receive tlie saiuc reply,-—pay the Kazurana and the Inam 
Commission tax, and we will tlien sec alumt your grievances. 


2. HaktrinG}! Dhijiaji (oTi lichalf of minor, agcil 0), Tlialtor of Gossaeta, states:*— 
The extent of my village is about 3,000 biglias, revenue Rs. 6,000, 500 houses, and a 
population of some 1,500. In the amount of iny ghas dana tribute was about Ks. 1,000,* 

hut it has been gradually increased, for no other reason than that it was the Sarkar's will, to 
Bb. 1,500, or thereabouts. 


,2Dd. My Siri)ao allowance of Hs. 32. and Meshvani of Rs. 4, have been stopped since 

3rd. My '‘giras ” liak.^ formerly (iXtonded (wer 10 or 12 villages, eight or nine being in llijapur, 
three in Kadi. In they were <*ut down from Rs. 433-8-0 to Rk. 194“1,2-0, exclusive of 

my three Kadi villages, the amount of haks in which is still unsettled. I accepted the reduced 
rate till when the Vahivaidar took a receijit for two years'payment from me, but only 

gave me the allowunccj for one year, sjjying ihattlie fimui Coumiittee tax at two amias in the 
rupee for the previous seven or eight years liad swollowed uj> one year’s revenue. I thei'oforc 
refused lo take anything, and have received nothing since. 

4tli. The Government coUecits the full amount of our ginis huka, but wc only get the reduced 
sum, and the arrears which we had left uncollected at the time of the settlement wo have not 
yet received, 

5th. In one or two villages I was ontilhMi to two donkey loads of pottery from each potter, 
three soereTof cotton from encli Dhcr, and the framework of a grinding mill from each Sutar at 
thcDividi, but tliescliaks were all stopped in 


fltli. In four villages J had the riglit of n?cciving the fourtli of the produce, but this right 
too Ihe Government baa slopped sinct* At the thuo of the survey the measurer entered 

16 bighns of land at R.'innsau and 15 at Vigar as Sarkari, which was really my land. The 
ryots falsely said the land was Sarkari instead of mine. 

7th. My giras haks in ICadi Purgunna, amounting to Rs. 112-8-0, have remmued unsettled, for 
the last ten years. 

8th, In iiinoiyitiid to 120 maunds, when the Gaekwar’e agent commuted 

my allowance to cash Rs. 30. In the agent fiirthc!* wished to reduce this by cutting two 

annas in the rupee, and since then I have refused to take the allowance. 

9th. There is a tax of two annas (Innm Commission tax) in the rupee upon our Wnnta or 
Inom land, which the Government takes from the actual holder. 

10th. Till I had atithority to fine up to Rs. 200 and to inflict short terms of im¬ 
prisonment, but liy the Oovernmont Thanadars lieing ehiployed instead of me, I lost niy 
authority. , 

llth. The marriage tax griovjvucc is the same mentioned by No. 1. 

12th. The deprival of safe-conduct grievance is the same as already told, and caused the 
imprisonment, two years ago, at Beejapoor, of the fithcr of the minor Tliakor. 

13tU. Tlie ryots have been summoned direct wqce and my authority over them has 

thus been ^catly weakened. , * 

14th. Mohsuis are imposed on us os represented ^y No. 1. 

16tli. The Government tako^i the jiropcfty of pjhwous dying without heirs in our villages 
instead of allowing Ufi to do so. No one has died without heirs in my vilk^ rinoe 
16th. The only tolls in my villages are those est^Usbed by myself. 

of our refusal , to 
my heariogm^llis 


17th. The story or the “ Gadi Nazarana” tax aS'^old by No, 1, the histor 
pay it» and the consequence of the said refusal, ha|e been told by No. 1 iz 

"X_.1 *_... *__ u __,1 g . rt .i .*' . 


‘ $. ViB0XKt}B> of lUmeipur, appeadfig by his gm'<lian, Amsi^lngh/'of 

T^age compriaeaalxkti^ • ■ 


Bighaa. 

d»ooo 


Boveuae. 

Bs. 2,000 


Houeej' 

200 


PopaistinB. 

700 


and my " ghae im&'' tribute has been arbitnuily raised from Bs. 292 in to XU l4 
at which rate it is now levied. 

znd. My Sirpao of Bs. 15 and MeshVant of Ks. 2 has been stopped, for no reason whatsoever, 

3rd. I have girae hake in one village in Beejapoor amounting to Bh. 10, which liave not been 
interfered with at except that 1 have not received paymmit since in which year 1 
refused to take iny aUowancoB, as Gpvexsunent cut me two annas in the i-upeo for eight years, 
and thereby deprived mo of one year’s income. 

4tb. I have no other arrears except in the Kadi Purgunna (which sec para. 

5tL 1 am not able to get payment of certain haks of mine m five villages of the Bijapnr 
taluku, as the people say they have been ho overburdened with Salami and Inam Committee 
tax, that they are quite unable to pay me my rights. 

6th. Does not apply to me. 

7th., 1 have giras haks in two villages of Kadi amounting to Ks. 4, which I have not received 
since as they have not been settled. 

8th. 'Kll I had the right of getting 31 maunds of IJajri from Koth, but in that year the 

grain payment was commuted to a cash one of Ks. 15. I took this for six years, and then, in 
A^>^i^ 7 o' ^ refused it as Government cut mo a whole year’s income on account of Inam 
Committee tax. 

■ 9th. The tax of two annas in the rupee on Wanta lands is the same as related previously. 

10th. In on the institution oi' Thanadars, my jurisdiction of fining up to Rs. 25 and 

giving six mouths’ imprlsonmeut was abolished. 

11th. The ** marriage tax ” grievance is the same as told by the previous Thokers. 

12th. The stopping of the safe^conduct ” complaint is the same as told by No. 1. The 
minor’s fath(?r was imprisoned at Beejapooj’ with the other Thakors in 

13th and 14tli. These two grievances are narrated in No. I’s statement, and are the same 
complained of by me. 

15th. One man has died without lumr heirs, lie had cousins in my village since and the 
Gaekwar took possession of Iuh property instead of allowing mo to keep it, according to old ^ 
custom. 

ICth. The only toll in my village is luy own one upon groin. 

I7tli. The story of the Gadi Nazarona tax, the refusal to pay it, and subsequent conduct of the 
Tluikors and the Gaekwar’s ministers is related (dearly and in dcitail. It corresiwruls exactly 
with what has been set down in the narrative of No. 1. 


4. Hauisinou Jethuji, of Kuvadia, 8tate.s :—My village comprises alxmt- 


BigbttM. 

1,200 


ite>viiue. 
Rs. 1,500 


UouHeH. 

70 


Population. 

250 


My glias dana tribute has boon raised from Ks. 246 in to Rh, 412 in afr 

which rate it has sinoii remained fixed. Thei'e has been no cause assigned for increasing it. 

2nd. My Sirpao of Rs. 10, and Mesbvoiii, food for five men foi* one day, have been stopped 

A.D. iwr ..... , 

3rd. I have giras haks in eight BtHyajHior villages and one tu Kadi Purgunna. They wt^re settled 

in thorn from Us. 27 to Rs. 14-2-0, exclusive of the Kadi one, which remained 

unsettled. 1 took the reduct'd amount up to two youi’s ago, when I refused to recc*ive it on tlie 
same grounds as tlioso alleged by the other Thakors. 

4th. I have unxiorB of Rs. 762 uncollected in the Beejapoor PurgUnna, due fvoiirbcfore 
which 1 cannot collect, and which the Government will not help me to collect. 

5tb. 1 had giras Wanta land in eight Beejapoor villages and one Kadi village, the rent of which 
was received by me direct from the ryots till the last six or seven years, when tlicy refused to 
pay me, declaring that Government, by imposing excessive Salami and Inam Committee tax, 
prevented them from being able to do ho. 

6th. This does not applv to me. 

7th. My giras haks m Kadi, at the rato qf Rs. 11-4-0 for tlie lust 10 years, are still unpmd, 
owing to toeir never having been settled. 

8th. I have grain hake of 1} maunds of grain for every plough, and 50 bandies of grass from 
each of 200 fimds in the Durbar village of Lodala, which the Government has forbidden the 
ryots to pay to me for the. last six or seven years. 

Otb. The mortgage tux of 2 annas (see statemimt of No. 1). ' 

10th. I haveiost my authority to fine up to Re. 100 and imprison for three months since 
Govenxmeat Thiaodars were instituted in 


to Rfl. 412 in afr 
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"1 * 

12th, I Tiie oonjpJaiiita miide hy me in these four matters ore identioal with those of the other 

23th. \ Thakors, nad have been (dreody fully stated. 

14th.J 

No case of a man dying without heirs has Jmppened lately in my village, and I cannot 
therefore say what tlie G-overnment wouW do in the event of such a thing happening. 

lOtli. Government lias established its own grain toll in my village, ond deprived mo of mine, 
j 7th. The “ Ga<li Naznrana ” story I have heard told before the Commission. I have nothing 
to add to what I have heard. My case is the same as that of tho other Thakors. 


6. Himatsinuhji liiiAVANSiNGiwi, of Lakrodo, states My village comprises about— 


liighax. 

2,500 


Re^ottuc. 

Its. 2.000 


llouseM. 

300 


I'optUatlon. 

1,000 


and my ghns dona has been raised without eauiW' from lls. 880 in to Rs. 952 in 

at which rale it has «inoe remained. 

2nd. My Sirptio of Ks. 33-12-0 and Meshvani of Rs. 2-4-0 has been stopped since 

3rd. My giras haks have been leshened by 8 annas. 

4tli. The only arrears due to me from Government are Rs 239 for which I have 

refused to take, as Government cut me the total of one year’s inc(»mo for arrears of Inam 
Committee tax in 

5th. My haks over Durbar villages have not yet been interfered with. 

6tlj. This does not apply to me. 

7th. My arrears due from Kadi amount to Rs. 4 annually since JJJJ. 

8th. This does not apply to me. 

9tb. I know nothing about this. 

10th. My jurisdiction of fining up to Rs. 100 and givi^ two months' imprisonment has been 
done away with since tlie mstitution of Thanadars in JJs* 

1 Itii. MoTiiage tax, the same story os told by the other Thakors. 

The stati^ments made by tho other Thakors on thesr^ subjoots correspond exactly with 
what I have to say upon them. 

15th. No one has died without heirs in my village since but 1 understand that 

Government would take the property of such a person instead of letting us have it as before. 

16tli. The only toll in luy village is my own one upon grain. 

17th. I was present when the Ht<*ry of the “ Gadi Nazarana ” tax was told by the other. It is 
true, and 1 have nothing to add to it. 


12tli. 

13th. 

14th. 


G. lliMAfii Kashiaji Uautob, of Mahodi, states :—My village comprises about- 


Uighu*. Hovonue. Hons(*g. Population. 

3,000 Rs. 1,500 300 1,200 


My ghas dana tubule has been raised from Ks. 503 in to Re, 751 in 

if. has hince remained. 


at which rate 


2nd. My Sirpao <4' Rp. 20 and Meslntini Re. 4 have boon stopped since 

3rd. I had giras haks in eight IVcjapoor ^ illagos amounting to Rs. 452, which were reduced in 

which I accepted till when 1 refused to take them on tho same grounds 
as tho other Thuk<»r8. * 


4t!». T have aim) Rs. 14 I due from two Kadi villages, which have not been settled since 
5th and 6th. Do not nj>plj. 

7tl). ^1y giras liak*9 in Kadi Ihirgunuu, amotiniiDg to Rs. 141 annually, are in arrears from 

Kvt 1910 

A.U. WM* 

8th. 1 had gr.iiu haks oi' G03 inaumls on one village and 60 niaunda on another, which were 
in commuted at tlic rate of Rs. 1 fur three maunds to Rs. 221, which amount I received 

*!«.is 70 ' when I refused to take it on account of one year's income having been taken by 
the Iiinm Commission. 

9th, loth, and lUh. Do not apply. 

12th. The sU>^ of the snfe-oondyct, os told by other Thakors, applies to me. 

13tli to 16th. Do not apply- ' 

17th. The Nazarana tax story is the same as told by tho other Thakors. 


7. Kubekjj Dhanaji, of Anodio, statesMy village comprises about— 

Bigbu. Beveaiw. Hoosm. Population. 



My gbns dana has been ndsed from JECs. 292 in to R*. 361 in at whicli rate it 

now is. 

2nd. My Sirpao of Rs. 5 and Meshvani of "ESk. 4 have been stopped since 

3rd. I have girw hake in one village in Boejapoor, which wore in ^ reduced from Re. 22-8-0 
to Rs. 18-8-0. i have also one village in Wadi, the amount of my hak, in which has not yet 
been settled. 

4th. See statements made by Nos 1, 2, .3. 

5th. 1 have no haka on Government lands. 

6th. This dues not apply to me. 

7th. My giras haks in Wadi, at the rate of lis. 8, arc in arrears for 10 yours. 

8th. I had a grain hak of 30 muunds in a village in tho Dehgam Pui^unna, which was com¬ 
muted to Rs. 10 annually in but 1 have not drawn it for two years, tor the same reasons 

as those assigned by the other Thakors. 

9th, 10th, and 11th, Do not apply. ' 

12th. The safe-conduct story as told by the other Thakors ie the same as mine. 

13th to 16th. Do not apply to me. 

17th. The Gadi Nazarnna story, as told by Partesinghji, is tnie, and relates my experience of 
whnt happened. 


fjENEKAL IIePLV OF TUB DuEBAR. 


1st. We do not consider that the term ghas d»ina ” is correct. What is levied fwmi the 
Tliakors is their aiinunl Janiabandi settlement, fluctuating from year to year, whertjaa ghas dana is 
a fixed payirtent. Some of the Thakors pay both ghaa dana and Jainahmidi, and their {m.yiiieuta 
on eacli {mcount arc shown in Heparate euluinns. It is tlic ordinary pnu^tice to make an annual 
s<.*ttlenient of the amount to* lx; paid by tho village, for w'hicb the thakors sign a s{M 3 cifiI agree¬ 
ment. Tho increases complained of been made with a due njgard to the iBtato reqnux^nients 
mid the I’ighta ol‘ tlu! Thakors. The 15 other Thakors in this dUtriiJt have all paid their increased 
Jamabandi witlnmt any trouble. Ik'sidos this, we, in last August, offered these! very thakors to 
take the avemge of their Jamabandi for 10 preceding years, and lot that lie regarded as a fixed 
sum to be paid by them for tlut next 10 years. 

2nd. We intend not onW U> clear off the arrears of Sirpao and Meshvani allowancx's, but also 
to eoiitimM‘ them in full fqr tho future. 

3rd. The ryots complained about these Thakors levying giras haks direct, and, on inquiries 
Iwung instituted, it u]>pcarcd jnojxjr to Government to undcrtakit the <liity of c^iUection mid 
payment of the j)roj>cr amount due to these Thakors. They say what they get now is loss than 
what they used to levy direct, but what we pay them is the amount of what they went able 
to prove at tin* time of inquiry wi^s really due to thcuu from the ryots. They used to (iollect 
the giras huk from the JVutids, who paid them out of tlio sum sot a{)art fu' “ Gamkharch.” We 
do not <5ollcet any excess of what we pay them as giras with the view of‘ taking the balance for 
Government. 


4th. Wo have never heard tif any arrears being due for years previous to and if any 

Thakor can prove l.o us tliat he lias arrears due tti him, he will have helj) to get thotn paid. 

5lh. If the Thakors apply to the proper authority they will get what help tliey requin?. ‘ We 
have not stopped any of their haks. 

Gth. The injured man should make his complaint to the Durbar, when his case will be 
inquired into, and if it is found that Ida private land has been wrongly entered as Government 
land he will get redress. 

7th. Inquif)' is not eomplotod into the Kadi Purguima giras haks j^hen it is, the Thakors 
will get their dues. * 

8tn. We ott willing to take five years named by tlu^ 'I'hakors, and five by us, and strike an 
average as to the amount to l>e paid. 

htlu The land tax of 2 annas in the rupc^e charged by the Inaui Commission is quite 
irrespective of mortgage, and is charged to the occupant thereof for the time being. 

lOtb. Khunderao Maharajah gave the Thakors. jurisdiction to fine up to Rs. 5 and to imprison 
for eight days, but finding the powers abused he withdrew them agiiiu. 

lltn. Tho " Natra,” or re-marriage tax was a new invention of Khunderao's, which the 
Thakors luid no right to claim any iieneflt from. It in no wuy interfered with their original 
marriage tax. 

I2tb. We considered the practice objectionable, and tbcrelbre alKilished it The Thakors were 
confined at Hijapur in consequence of their disobedience of Durbar orders, and not in consequence 
of the abolition of satb-conducts. 

13th. It never was usual to call the ryots through the Thakors, but if the latter will under¬ 
take to produce the ryots as soon as wo call for them, we liave no objec^tion to let them have 
this authority. 

14th. The practice complained of as to Mobsuls is tho usual one tliroughout the State. 

15tli. We are entitled to the whole of such property, but wo have no objection to tho Thakors 
getting the property of such of their cultivators as die without heirs. 

16th. If there are any new tolls established since the btiginuing of the present reign we shull 
abolish them. * 


17th. The “ Gafli Nazarana ** is, we a new tax, but l)etbro it was levied the Maharajah, in 
the be}(lnning of 1872, Rpoke to the late Be^^ident, Colonel Ihirr, about it, and he made no 
objcdiou to its inipoHitioiu Ho Raid the Muliar^'ah mi^ht do an Hcenicd ^ood to lilin. Similar 
new taxe^ were inipOHed by Khundorw) Gaekwnf; for iuRtaiice, the “Golden HowduliNazarana 
of 2 iKM’ cent, the “Makarpum Unvcli Naznniiui " of 10 j)Ci‘ 

The Gadi nuzaranu in a general bix for the whole State, and has i)eeu paid by everyone in it, 
with the exception of thcHe wjveu Thakors. Kvon the 15 otlier ThakorH of the wime Btnnding in 
t.ht3 Heejapoor Mahal have paid, it without objection. Before wending the force all ordinary means 
of inducing thea* Thakors to jjay, by letlers, luessongerH, &c., woru oxlmustetJ. They defied the 
Government, and said they would not pay the to unless forced to do ho by an army. Troops 
wore therefore sent as a last roHourre, with the coucurroiie(5 of the Resident, at the request of the 
Minintor. While the troops wtire in Bt-ejapoor, eih>rts were being eonsttintly -made by ns to 
induce these ThakorH to witisfy the Durbar d<»niandfl by sending mesat^ngia s to treat with tliem at 
their villages, and subsequently, by the advice of the Kemdent, tlu-y were brought to Baroda 
under promise of fafe-coiiducl. 


Finat. Statement kv the Resident. 


Tlie case of the Beejapoor Thakcirs, so far as it came under the knowledge of the Resident, 
WHS brought to the notie<‘ »jf Governrneut in tlic following reportB:— 

No. of 25t,h June 1873, and aecumpanying ynd to llis JliglmesH tlic Gaekwnr, 

Also No. 28t]i Juno 1873, paragraph 2, 

Also Nor 4th July 1873. 


2. The most im]>ortaul of the statements made before the Commission bv the Thakors 
were 

Ist. That the amount of tribute pHyablc by them liad been, inereased gradually some 2.5 
or 30 per cent, during the last 12 years, and that, in addition lo this, llm i)rese.nt Maharajah 
bad taxed the increased amount with Rs. 25 per cent, on account of Gndi Nazarana or aeceesion 
tax. 

2nd. That their gims haks, &c., as described in paragraphs 3 to 8 o( the evidence, had in 
every instance been either amsiderably r(‘duced or had ccaw'd altogolh(*r ; and that when any 
remained, an Jnam Coniinittow tax of 2 annas had been iirqwised on the rtuluc(*d amount, w'hich 
nearly swallowed up the balance. Moreover, that notwithstanding all this, in addition to the 
fact that their haks were m arrears for periods varying fiom K) to 5 years, the present Midmrajah 
had demanded of them ii ready eiiah payment of 40 per cent, upon tlu* said outstanding balance, 
all of which they considered so unjust that th(‘y declined to ])ay llie Nazanmn, ami consequently 
got inb) trouble about it. 

3rd. Tluit they were put to the expense <j1 nu>hsuls to make them pay these extortamste 
demands. 


4tli. That tolls were establishe<l in Iheir distriets eonirary lo Ihcir rights; that they ccuisider 
themselves in p«*eiscly the same t>osition as fheir “ Blmyafl’* the Mahi-Kunta Thakors. 

3. The Durbar answers tliese speeifie ehaiges in a general w.ny, without throwing any light 
whatever u|xtn the actnal cir(‘iimHliiiie(3s, which we know Iroin experience i'litinut be ascertained 
oxoe}iting by detailed inquiry of the i-losest, kind, snoh um our giriis offi(V.‘rs are (tmiJoyed to 
carry out. * *' 


It was precisely this kind of fKilky, bowtwer, on tlic part of the, Gaekwar Government 
towards tlu'ir tributaries, which originally led to tlie transfer of the whole of thorn from the 
Gaekw'ar control lo that of the British Goxenmient, because the latter found that their own 
tori'itories suffered from the system; in fiwd., that tlie wliole (ioutitry was kejit in a constant 
state of term(*nt by it, just as jiart ol tli# Beejapoor L)iKtri(3t lias been lu tluf instance under report. 
An exact description of the jiolicy wiW bo found at pngc 249 of Colonel Wallace’s Book on 
Bn_roda, in the following exti-act of a htiv.r from Govmiiment to Mr. Willoughby :-*«Tt is the 
“ invariable policy of Marailiti States to impose a tribute on their weak neighbours, and to 
“ increase it until they swallow up the whole territory from which it is drawn.” 

6. Were the case of Ihew; Thakors an isolated one, the mode of. settling it would not under 
ordinary eircumstanci^s, affect British interests in any way. The Residiuit, however, would 
respectfully submit that we have at the present luomont a large mimbor of Rowa Kanta 
guaranteed Girasias, and others also who hold W^auta lands and giras haks inG:iekwar territory 
whose interests would be affected one way or the other by the orders issued in the present 
case; and (W the question has alroatly been reforrotl to Government in the last year's Rewa 
Kanta Administration Report, the following extract from that rejK)rt is made for the purposo of 
reference. » ' i r” 


6. After alluding to the «uuvestraimsl oppres^ou and tyranny i>ractisod towards Rewa 
« Kanta subjects by the Baroda locid ofl5c-nl«;’ jiatigmph 277 of the rtqjort runs as follows ■-* 
“ The DurW never lose an opportunity ol snubbing one of the more powerful Rewa Kwita 
chiefs, or of oppressing and encroaching on the ri^its of the weaker ones; and in tliis term 
all girosiw and Bhayads of Thakors are included,mor, as far as tho records show, have imv 
attempts been made to check the Gitekwur and his advisers in this course of policy. ^ 

" Baragriiph 289, The Gmjkwar’s Liam Commiwion is a exmsfant source of imtation and 
fmonvancfi TO nil (TirasniM and M hni/P.rd wKrv 






... 


la Hits Higibneos’ territoijr, And, a« if this was not eno^h, a most imqaitoiis,ptiM?t 400 prevfttls of 
mettsaruig the lands admitted to be the property of girasias by a shorter measure tbm the one 
formerly in iwo in that Pupgiinna- 

" 290. Thus Huppoeing a j^rasia ia allowed by the Gaekwar authorities to.be the possessor 
of, say, 26 kumhhiis of land, ralonlated according to a measure 13 cidiits in length, wnioh has 
been used from time immemorial in that district, the Durbar officials at once mcasuxod off tho 
land with the measure only 12 cubits long, assigned the much reduced parcel of land to tho 
wretched Girasia as Ins batch of 26 kumbbas, and appropi-iated tho excess, <yilled Vadharo, to 
the State. 

291. I'his refluction of a single cubit, in 26 kumbhas of land represents a fbsH to the Qirasia 
of 65,000 square cubits. A kumbha at tho former rate of 13 cubits equals 16,900 square 
cubits, while at tho latter rate only 14,400 square cubits. 

292. In certain villages the old standard nieasurc was 16 cubits long, but this tis) lias been 
reduced to one of 12 (dibits in length, so that from the above figures Govcrnmtnit can osisily 
imugiuc how the Girasias are fleeced right and left; for there are no othej; words to express 
what goes on under that departmtmt of the" Gaokwar’s Government.” 

7. The Resident would, in conclusion, submit, for the consideration of the Commission, that 
the quotations above submitted give a fair description of tho system now in vogue, for tho 
reform of which ho and the political agent of the Ibnva Kanta trust they may receive full 
support in disposing of tho giras cases under rofcrcncx). 

Casks Nos. 3, and U to 31. 

h FIatiiiiuiat KiSHOniUfAT, Kanbi, Mutadar of Bhadran, in Pitlatl Pnrgumm, states:— 
Titere ai-o 14 Matadars in uiy villager In thrt^e sowars anil fivi^ sepoys came to 

Bhudran to levy the Gadi Nazamna and tlie Government instalment of revenue. Tlitn*e was an 
old woman, widow of one Jivabliai ,Teahing, who had three grown-up sons, who, for fear of the 
sepoys, ran away. Tlie sepoys took this old woman from h(?r house, and, kept her for three or 
four hours at tho temple of Bhudni-Kali. IWorc they took her, I saw them bcatir^ her at her 
house ; two sepoys held licr by the anna, while the third struck her with a stick. Hm* age was 
50 or 52. They did this to make her pay up the instalinimts and Nazarana. Tlie old woman 
was released and Hllow(‘d to go homo aftei* four hours’ confinement. JShe died on the third du^, 
I i^ouslder from tho b(>atiiig slie got from the si'poys, who kicked her before they brought her 
out. The stick with which she was Ikoaten was a baiiilion as long as my arm. She did not pay 
the iriouoy. Only one of’ Iht sons has hitherto retuiTicd. I d(» not know where tho other two 
are now. All tl)C inipiiry that has been made into tlie ease is that, on the complaint of her 
brother, the Patel and Melita made a re]>ort to Pitlad. A Karkmi came thonce, took some 
dejKisitions, ai»prchended the sejxiys, t^>ok fhimi to Pitlad, where llicy wore imprisoned I’or two 
months by the Pitlad \'*aliivatdar, when they were r<*leased on hail, lii May last, a Karkuii, by 
name Daji ShridJiar, came from Pitlad to levy the balance of the Gadi Nazarana and tho revenue 
mstalment. He took 10 or 15 men, of whom 1 was one, and, placing us in a row, had a wooden 
beam put across our necks, and made us stand like this for half an hour. Tliose who then paid 
were then iidcased. I paid mysi'lf and got free, hut those who did not were kept in this 
fashion. Others also were mode to stancl with hands touching their toes; others holding their 
cars all twdsted, and in a stoojiing posture. Tlie Karkun I’emaiucd there for two days, and 
realised about half the G.adi Nazarana. About one half’ is still unpaid. I made no petition about 
this nt that time to the Vahivatdar. What was the good? The money was \)aid. JShould 
I liave gained anything by petitioning ? 'rhe only petition I have made is that wliich 1 lAivo 
made to the Resident. Tho opiiressiou pnudised on m was by order of the Pitlad Vahivatdar. 
If the Sarkar cannot get its revenue, it has been customary always to practise tho above mode of 
realising it. 

The Durbar reserve cross-exainination. • 

2. Javehbhai Dwabkadas, Patidar Patel of Sojitra, in Pitlad Purgunnk, states: — 
I remember coming to Baroda in private business. I thero found people from 

otber villages in Pitlad. Tlie assi^ssinent had been raised, and they refused to pay the 
iuoreasod amount In consequence of their refusal one Bhavanidas, of Bainaiigam, a respectable 
man, worth some Ra. 50,000, was scizinl, bRiulciiffed, and made to 8wu*cp in tho public roads for 
two days. On his agreeing to pay tho aweossiueDt demanded he w»w raloased. In consequence 
of what happened to him, other villagers also agreed to pay what was demandixl of them. 
In in couHoqueuct^ of tlie refusal of the Bhats and Brahmans to pay the Inaiii Oomuiittee 

tax, a forces of 50 sowars, one regiment, and five guns were sent to Si>jiti’a. They stayed there 
for six days, anil ono night they seized some 100 or 150 |)eopIe. I saw three ineu wounded 
lying on cots, nnd some 16 or 16 others with cuts and wounds. They took them to their tents, 
and thonce to Pitlad, whore they lianded them over to the Vahivatdar. Three men died in 
Barodu, and three or four afterwards on their return died from their wounds. In the aswfsa- 
ment was inoreanod 2 annas in the rujK'C over the whole Purgunna, and some 500 people ewne to 
Baroda to protest against the increase. (4ne Chagabhai, Patel of Change, was seized in Baroda, 
fixed iu a wixKjen framework, with h beam over his neck, and his person “ spread-eagled.” He 
was then struck twice on tho breech, and nt once agreed to give anything which was demanded 
from him. I saw this iiiyeqlf, and also ogretid to give tlic increased domaiid. It is a comunm 
practice in levying aiTCars to make defnultin's stand stooping in the sun, touching their toes, in 


water, with weights on their necks, and so on. 1 have often seen these {nractiees in my own 
village. Some 25 Kanhia have left my idUage in the last two years, in consequence of inability 
to pay theii' assessment. 

f have never given anyone a bribe, nor have I had occasion to offer one. No one has ever 
asked one from me. 

The Durbar agents defer oi'oss-examination, 

3. JAVkbbhaI JebaBHAi, 58 years, Mattadar of Sojitra, in Pitlad, states;—In the 

Goverzunent sent a force of five guns, 50 sowars, and one r<^nient of infantry to levy the Inam 
Commission tax fii Sttjitra. They first called on the Bhats and Brahmans to |)ay up, but as 
they refused to do so, the force was quartered on us for five or six days; at the end of whic^h 
time they made a night attack on the Bhat arul Brahman quarter, capturtid about 160 persons, 
and took them to Pitlafl I saw three men wounded lying on cots, and some 12 or 14 others 
with cuts and wounds. The captives were imprisoned at Pitlad for periods from one to threci 
months, and were oply released on giving siHSurity to pay the tJix. Five died in jail, but nofie 
after they returned home. In consequence of their tflarin at these priKieedings the rest of the 
people paid the tax without opjwsition. 

Two years after, in consequence of a fresh tax, the Kanvel vero,” being levied, some 20 or 25 
Kanbis ined from tlie vilhige; some were made to stjind stooping in the sun, and in similur ways 
made to pay. 1 jiaid myself thnmgh fear. , 

In 1925 I saw Chagahlmi, Patel of Changa, placed in a wooden frame at the Fonzdari, 
but I do not know what was done to him, as 1 went away at onc.e on getting permission to 
depart. 

I have nerer given anyone a bribe, nor has anyono even asked for one from me. 

The Durbar reserve crops-examinntion. 

4. DoninnAl DESAnHAl, Kanin, 35 years, of Wasna, states: —In a sowar came to Wasna 
to levy the Godi nuzarana, and having made me prisoner, he ke]>t nio in custody near himself for 
a whole day, at the end of which I paid the tax. There was also a Koli-by name Kuslo, whom 
the sowar saddh^d and jmt a bridle on, and then mounted, and the rest of the village, being filled 
with fear at w'hat had been done to him, paid the Nazarauu at onc(;. The sowar was alone. No 
r^cript was given to us for our payments. I jm,id for the koli on his engaging to work for me. 
Ten Kolis have left the village from inability to pay their rent. 

The Durbar agents defer crosK-examinatitm. 

5. Girdhar Jsrtkgh, cultivator of Sadaina, in Pitlad Purgiinna, states:—Last Jeth (May- 
June) a Karkun, by name Daji Shridhar, came from the Pitlad Mabal, and demanded the Gadi 
Nazarana from us. We told him we could not pay, whereupon he made some 50 of us, of wliom 
I was one, stand on hot bricks in the sun touching our toes, and made his sepoys mount upon 
our backs for 20 minutes at a time. Before making his demand he had us all assembled in the 
chouri, and told us what he had come for. The sepoys further went to our houses, turned the 
women and children out, and attached the biiildingp. From fear of what they were doing to 
us, we agreed to imy.thc Nazarana, and gave the Karkun Ks. 7 for liimself as an inducement for 
him to go qn to the next village, and to remove the attachment. Owing to this treatment of us, 
Patidars, some 20 Paggis left the village for Viral in the Borsad Taluka of Kaira. They have 
since returned. Wc have paid the Gadi Nazarana. We did make a petition to the Maharajah 
about^his oppression, but we were sinqdy told to pay the tax and go home. The Karkun to 
whom we wanted to give the i)etition refused to take it, and told us to be off. T do not know 
the^Carkun s name. 

In answer to Durbar Agents :—How could I petition the Maharajah himself? Who would 
lei a poor man like mo Into the Durbar ? I do not know that there is a proclamarion from the. 
Gackwar enjoining ryots to make complaints against any oppression exercised upon tliem by the 
vahivatdars. * 

fi. l)K8ATn}iAl Bechakbiji, Mattodar of Pallana, in Pitlad, states:—I was imprisoned and 
fettered in Petlad for six days in the year because 1 refused to pay tlie Gadi Nazarana, 

My cousin Babaji wjis imprisoned for 14 days on the same account. On payment of 12 i>cr 
cent, of the tax my fetters were removed,, and 1 wint released. I came to Baroda, and c>om« 
plained in Baroda'to the Fouzdari Karkun llarilal, who told me the tax would be levied by 
instalment^. I have not as yet paid the 40 per cent, demanded from holders of borkbali laud. 
Last June, on account of the levy of this tax, dome 40 people left the riliage. I have induced, 
with difficulty, about half of them to return. I have made no petition to the Maharajah on 
this subject. Who would listen to me in the Durbar? 

Cross-examined hgDurbar Agents :—I have no coot of my petition to Harilal. The contents 
of it were that I had been oppressed and ill-treatWl, and was unable to pay the tax. I made 
no ])etitlon to the Sir Sooha. 

7. Dharj Govini>ji, Mattadar, 70 years, of Aitdhi, in Pitlad Purgunna, states:—In the 
month of Jeth (June) last one Natha Bhogwandas eame from Pitlad to levy the Gadi Nazarana. 
I said I could not pay, and, in company with tl^c other Mattadars, I went to Pitlad to 
remonstreto agfunst the tax. By order of the Va^vatdar, Mathurhhniy we were jdaced in a 
pril^, and kept there till next day, when, on giving/a written promise to pay Bs. 300, we were 
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ill-treatmenc and oppressioB, but we were not Uatened to. 1 made no eeparate petition about 
mj own wrongs. 

in a»#tMr to Durbar Agents: —Our joint petition was presented at the palace some 15 or 20 
days after we wwre relbased, and was a protest against the. increase of taxation, not about my 
personal safferinge. 

8. Chagabhai Kishobdab, Patel of Changa, in Petlad Purgunno, states:—In when 

Bhow Scindia was placed on tlie Gadi as prime minister, a Nazarana of Hs. 50,000 was levied flora 
the Purgunna, and in the following year the assessment was increased by 2 annas in tbe rupee. 
On this occasion 1 came with some 600 others to Baroda, and made a ])etition to ttie Maharajah 
Khtmderno at Makaipurw, where I spoke about the pfK>ple of the Petlad Purguono, and was told 
to come to the palace at Baroda next day. On this occasion, when 1 re[>re8cnted that we were 
unable to the extra 2 annus, Bhow Scindia ordered the police to take me away. They took 
me to the Foiizdari, where 1 was place<l in a wooden iiamo with iny head fastened down, and 
legs abd amis tied as I lay stretched out. I was then struck twice on the brcec^, and from fear 
and pain I agreed to pay, and to make otliers pay. Tlie Maharajah MaUiarrao has imposed 
new taxes, but he has not exercised zuhiui in levying them from tbe. 

In anstoer to Durbar Agents: —I do not. know whether the lis. 50,000 vvuk taken by Bhow 
Scindia himHclf or paid into the (l(»vcrnincnt treasury. 

9. MaihiJUBITAI Bajibijai, Mattadar of Ganda, in Pitlad Piirgunna, states :-~In SI 
people of the Pitlad Purgunna were summoned to agree to a 10 years’ settlement of tlie laud 
revenue. Tlie rates w^erc excessive, and wc refused to pay llicm; whereupon one of the chief 
men of Brahiiiungam was ill-iroatod and ordered to swoop the publii^ roads. Being terrifiod at 
this, we agreed to the increased aavsessment. 

In I was in iSoJitra wdien the force of artillery, cavalry, &c, came there to levy the 

Inam Committee tax. The Bhats and Brahmans were attacked and captured, ainl some 150 of 
them taken to Pitlad. There were 15 or 20 wounded.amongst tlicm. Tlie n^ason of my being 
in Sojltra was that the Savkai' Imd called me Ihitlier. Five sowurs and five peons came to my 
villagfj to levy the tax from the Kolis on account of their Salami. They beat some, tied some 
U}) to tre^CH, and in other ways so ill-treated them, that on that very night some 200 Kolis fled 
into the Kaira district, where they have remained over since. 

Tn on Bhow Scindia being made Dewan, the Vahivatdar informed us that our share of 

the J^azarana of Ks. 50,000 to he. levied was Us. 400, ami on our refusing to ]>ay it, as being 
contrary to our 10 years’ settlement, the Vahivatdar imprisoned me and seven other Mattadars 
for 15 (lavs at Pitlad, and (compelled one of us, Jethabhai by nami^, to do hard labour. We 
paid him lls. 400 for I lie N azaiana and Us. 800 for lihuHidf Ixdoro w(* wcr(^ released. 

In I was pn?aent when Cliagabhni of Changn was placed in the wooden frame at Buroda 
and beat(‘ii, and iVom fear of a similar pruce.ss a.‘«i regarded ournelves, we agreed to jiay tlie 
2 annas increased assessment whicli was doinaudcd from us. 

In two sowars and five peons came to realise the Gadi Nazarana from our village, and 
took 50 men thenct; to Bhagol, whi're they made them stand in the sun toucliing tjjgh’ toes, 
and placed pieces of W(X)d on their bto'ks. In ('.onsoqucnco of tliis treatment tlie people paid the 
tax, and some 15 cultivators deserted th(‘ village. 

Cruss'examinedhg Durbar Agents: —Complaints were not made in JJ, and to ihe 

Resident about the matters set forth in those, years. Wc petitioned tlu^ Maharajah in thq 
Durbnr at Baroda about the Gadi Nazaruim oppression, but wc were simply toid to pay and be 
off. Our petition was t»iken and read, and the answer given'above recorded on it. It was the 
Ga^war Miilharrao Maharajah himself w'ho told us to pay and go away. The petition was 
handed over to a sepoy, who was told to take it to the Mahal Tliero^wero some 25 other 
petitioners at the time with me, and wc all gave in tfiis one general petition, wliioh was 
disposed of as above related. The petition detailed our inability to pay, and tlie zuluiu practised 
upon US. 

10. Tktkam jEBiNOn, 40 years, Mattadar of Jnlsan, in Pitlad, states; — In 

one Trimbak lliiri, a Karkuu of the Pitlad Mahal, cidne to our village to levy ihe arrears 
of Gadi Nazarnna. Finding that wo could not pay, ho had the villagers assembled, and cJiooeing 
five persons, he made them touch their toes, ana, keeping thciii in this posture, he placed prickly 
pear on thfeir backs, and stones on the top ot tliat; he kept them thus for a short time. The 
people were so terrified at this tlint they collected the money from wherever they could, and 
paid the arrears in two/jr three days. Four families have since, run away from the village. 
I saw this torture practised. We reported this matter to the Pitlad Mahal, and all the answer 
we got was that we must pay the tax. We made no complaint to the Maharajah in Durbar at 
Baroda. 

The Durbar decline to cross-examine. 

11. Nahbau GokaLBBAI, 35 year8,Mattadar6f Ganda, in Pitlad Purgunna, states:—In 

the Pitlad people were called to Baroda to agree to a ten years’ settlenmnt of their revenue. 
They refused to pay the rates, and in consequeiioe of this refusal some of us from the filur vil- 
l^es of Brabinangam> Ganda, Jarali, and Mc«ri were imprisoned, and Bhavan of Brahmangam 



wto sent to ewecp the rottds. In wwiseritjencG of this treatment we were so frightened that we 
agreed to pny the assessment. 

Tu A"un]^-5 ^ to Sojitra to pay the fnam Commission tax. Ij^imfessed iny mability 

to do so, and aviw confined in tho'Thana of Sojitra. for three or four hours, till T*u 2 i*ecd to pay. 
Tlie flame night tlie force of horse, ttc. made mi attack on the Ifrnbirian and Shat qnartere 
of the village, wouudod some 15 or 20, and Uaik 150 away t<* Pitlad bttcauHO they would not 
pay tliis tax. Next day two sowars and five fixitnicn came t^o our village, and (mat the Kolis 
0» inake them pay the luiun Oommifl.si(>n Oix. In consequence of this, some 200 or 250 familioH 
of KoUfl loft the village, and have since siibsinted by ixibbery. I liavt? represented this to the 
(lovovmnent 12 or 15 timop, but no attention IniM been piid to iny eoinplaiuts. 

In I was culled upon to pay, with the other Mattadarn, Rs. 400, ns our share of a Nazar 
rana of Rs. 50,000 ]evi<td on Bhow Scindia’s being iiimh! Bewail. Hefiiaing to do Ibis I was iiu- 
priponod in Pitlad for 15 days, till I. eonsenU*d to jwiy Ra. 400 l*or llio Nazaraiia, and Rs. 800 for 
the Valnvatdarj^probjihly, an he said he would not let us out under tliat sum. 

In I came in, with the other villag«irs of Pitliul, to Baroda, to complain about the 

increase of minas in the riijiee, and saw Chagabhni of Chiinga tied np and beaten. In ct>n- 
8equen(?e of' ins treatment we agreed to pay. 

In ^nwars and four or live isions came to levy Oic Inam Coiutnission tax in our 

village, and in consequent' of our refusal to jiay they took some 50 of us, of whom 1 was Okie, to 
Bhagol, wlicn> they imide us stand in a row touching our tiwa. They kepi me like this for an 
hour till I mid my money, 

SilliaS'* *ny brether-iu-law was anxious to mavry a woman of Visrampur. He and T 
bringing this wonmn to our village were stopped by the Thmiadar of Bhiivauta, who said he would 
not let us paws unless wo gave liim Rs. .SOO. AV(‘ did so, and hc' at once sent us np totla; Petlad 
Vahivatdnr, who demanded Rs. 5(M) from us (he jiriee of his jjeniiission. We gave him 
Rs. 200 and his son Rs. 550, after wo lew! bixui detained iu enst^idv eight or ten days. Shortly 
after we were reliwiwMl, the womnn ran away from us fo Dnbhol, in Borsad TnUika, where she low 
nuirried another man. In eouseipience of licr running oil* >ve liave demanded our money baek 
frein th(‘ Vahivatdar and Thanadnr, but they have refiistsd to hiiv(‘ anything to say to us. Wts 
have petitioned the Sir SooUi and imve got back Rs, 575, but tlu! balaiieo we liaye betai uuiible 
to ixfeover. 

The Durbar agfaits rcHorv<‘ cross-examination. 


12. Tuikam Padij, 40 years, Maltudar ofAwakhabiu Sinor Jhirgunna, sUites :—In 
the Valiivatdar of Sinor, Vishmi Sudaseo, came (o my village Ut realise tiic (iudi Nazarana." Tie 
hud Karkims :ind sepoys with him, and (hunantled' Us. 8,500 as'our share of Gadi Nazamua. 
Wc said w'c could not pay the sum, (wen if Iw' t(M»k all ive liad down to our food.. He, therefore, 
arrestwl the whole of the villngt‘rs, and had the Itands of some 25 men tuxl i,og(*lhcr. J was not 
one «>f these. I was in custody. They were made to stooji :uid three beams of wood were 
(ilnced on their luicks. Four men, Ifl'iiig iiiaible to the weight, fell down, and were beaten 
by the sepoys. Being alarme<l for ourwiivcs, we at bust .-igreed to pay the money, and have 
done 80 . 

Besides this, the Vahivatdar took a ehit'from us at that time for Us. 2,8(10 on areount of a tax 

id' his own which hc called “ Gungi.'’ J was kept in <aist,ody for two days. Till such Was 

not the custom of levying taxes or revenue. I know that similar oiipressiou has lieeu pruetised 
in the villagos adjoining ours. The villagers have told ns so. 

We made uj) the sum by the sale ot tiu' stock ol grain we had rew'rved for future sowings and 
for our own food. 


Wo made a verbal pi'tition to the Maharaj in Durbar, stating what had been done to U8, and 
our inability to j»ay the lax, but wc were summarily c-xiicUed Irom his presence by the sepoys. 

Crosg~r.xnmmrd h?/DnHmr a jirivate one, it is customary to petition on 

8 annas stamp iiaper. If it rolata^ to zulnni on the part of the Sarkar the [letition is made on 
plain paper. I did not make a written [letition, because tiui Vahivatdar Bhikabhai told me timt 
if 1 did not so jadition lie would gid a remission of 2 annas in the rupee for us. ’ 


13. PAuuHlfDAS Biiukan, 52 years. Revenue Patel of Timbiu'va, Purgunna Shiiim-, states In 
the year the V.^hiv^^tdar, Vishun Siidaseoj aiJled me to Hhinor, and telling mo lie had to re¬ 
cover Us, 20,<U)0. the amount of Nazarana wliich he had paid to Sivaji Khanvelkar, demandr'd 
Rs. 2,000 as tlu' sliare of my village. T roprasenti^d that the Gadi Nazftmna cxaihl HoarceJy be 
paid, and how could we possibly pay this demand. He imprisoned me for scyen days in letters 
till I agreed to pay. He accompanied me to the village, and we calhd the people together. 
They all declined to pay ; whereujion ten of them wt're seized and two were floggrsl. On this, 
the vest, consented to pay the amount demanded. 

The village refused to p;iy the Gadi Nazarana; yheroiqwji the Vahivatdar caused some 50 men 
to stand in the sun touching their toes, tUl at last ^they agreed to' ])ay. The money has mostly 
been jiaid now. . f 

I made n. written petition to the Maharaj in llm Durbar, tm plain paper, alsiut the oppression 
0 xei‘ei|fftl on n.s in the matter of the“(iungi verb,” but my petition was thrown away by the 
Karkun, into whose hands wi* gave it, and I was driven away. We did not petition about the 





We Dover mid this “ Guugi ” tax before. It was a tax which wwh to be paid, bgt no men¬ 
tion mado fif it. Tho Valiivatdnr took it for hiiuBelf. 

Th(» Durbar agent defers (^rosH-exiimiiiation. 

14. VAUnHA Kaksiian, 22 yeaiv, Matadur of Timbarva, Purfpimia Hhinor, states In 1873, 
Vishnu Sudaseo, the Vahiviitdar of Sbinor, came to Tirnburva, and, caliing the IVfuttadars together 
deiminded Ks. 2,000 from the villHg*\ He said he had paid lis. 20,000 himself to the Sarkar an 
Nazarana, and we must pay him back. We said w<‘ could not do it, as we hadjuot the means; 
wherenpoxi 1 and Mulji Naraycn wciv seized and hogged with horsewhips, each receiving ten 
cuts in\ the back. Upon this we agi’ced to pay, and Its. 1,500 were then paid. Tlie Valiivatdar 
came down to Ks. 1,G00 from hisonginal <1onmiid of Us. 2,000. Ks. 100 is still due from me, 
mid mohsuls nro now at this very time placed (»vcr me to make me pay it. I do not know 
wht^thcr the Vahtvaldar was going to k(‘C!p tlie inontjy for himself or pay it to the Durlmr Wo 
ma<lc a petition to tho Maharaj, relating how this “Gungi” tax hud Ik.*(‘u hiviod from us hy tb(' 
Valiivatdar, and what lie had done to us in levying it. We placed the petition tii the hands of 
tho Dewan in open Durbar. It was kept by the Durbai*, but no i;(^dreH8 has been given to ns, or 
in(juiry iruidci in consoquence of it. 

The petition was one general oik' from us a»ni[ilaining, first, ot' om* having been Ix^atcn ; fl(*oond, 
of tho illegal tax. 

Tim Durlmr agents dcjfer cross-examination. 

) C ). U.TAM .Tivan, Mattadar, Patel of Kanara, in Patiui Purgunnn, states: — The Gadi Nazarana 
was levied in ^ vi'lSi villagi^ by the IMidita. Some four or fiivo se|x)yH wrjre sent from the 

Thana of Dbanii, and, in constiquence of our roiiisal from jioverty to jxiy this tax, some 20 men 
wen* j>laoc*d in tho open touching tlKar to(*s, and with heavy stones on tlu*ir backs, for u fidi 
ihrei' hours. In wmsecjucncf^ of this treatment we agreed to pay. Wc sohl oiu* cattle,grain, <fcc., 
and paid the lax. In that yc*ur 20 families of cultivators left our village tor Viranigam in the 
Ahinedabad zlllali; 15 fainiJics of Kolis have also gone. • No one has yet returned or will retuni. 
All the village will i*un off*, i have seen similar oppressions practised in other villages all over 
the Purgunna. We did not make tiny petition to the Maharaj aliont the “znlum” exercised in 
levying the Gjuli Nazarana, though we <lid petition against the tax itself, and by order of Huriba 
Gaekvvar, the llcvemic (kunmissioncr, I was inqirisoned for 13 days iii Baroda, at the end of 
which time J was alhovod. on agfecing with Ihiji Paid to psiy the tax in 15 iltiys, to go liome. 

The Durbar defer erosH-examinatlon. 

16. Kaichant) Val.tj, Mattadiir of Ivanarn., in Patau Mahal, Htalee:—In jlm» wlien the Gadi 
Nazarana was levied in our \ illage, the Alehui brought five or six men from tlie Thana of Dhanu, 
and, on our ))U‘ading iuabiiitv to p;iy, be eausied some 25 of us to stand out in tlie open with 
stones on their backs fora good three houi^ at a time. Being filled with alarm at this, we sold 
our eattlc, our grain, eVoe., and ])aid the l.ix. Some 20 ('ultlvators, 15 Kolis, and 5 Bhaiwads 
(shepherds) tU\‘*crted tin: village in consequence, and have not retuj*ned. They have gone to 
the Virumgam tiiluka of Ahmedabnd district. I have made no jietition about this zulum. My 
brother Ujain did to tlie Maharaj in Buvofla (witness, No. 15). 

In •tvswej' to Dnrhor otjents :—The families left in this year, being unable to pay their 
revenue insialments. , 

] 7. Ba-u l^oiiAN, Patel of Unja, in l*atan Mahal, states :—In the year some 200 Bhats, 

were brought from diflenmt villages in tho Purgunna to Pntaii to force them to pay the Inam 
Commission tax. 1 was myself in Patau on Governmimt biisine.Hs conne(‘ted with my own 
village, wlien one night these Bliats were attackcil hy the sepoys, and eight men and one woman 
killed. 1 myself saw the bodies next day. l^htiy had various wounds from swords, <icc., upon 
them. 1 was one of the Panch who rcporteil ou them, and our ojiinion w'as that they had died 
from wounds infiicled upon the'ni. 1 did not see them attiud;ed myself. To levy the Gadi Nazaiana 
in my village in tho year some 50 men were made to stoop, with wooden bwims on their 
backs. Others were made to rise and fall from a standing to a sitting posture, and vice verad' 
about 1(K) times in mjiid snccc.‘*.sion. In this way the whole of the money demanded was 
realised from the village. Some 206 families have* tl(*tl from my village in consoquence of this 
tax and tho oppressions practised upon them. 1 have made no petition nliout the zulum prac¬ 
tised upon us to the Maharaj. It was practised by the Vahivatdar’s men, the Thanadar and his 
men. I have made personal visits and inquiries in 50 or 60 villages in the Patan district, and 1 
find that some 2,00() families Imve tied the tahika from the heavy taxation and zulum practised 
in levying it. 

In atmwer to Durfmr tiffeuts :—The 2,000 thmilies who have fled from the laluka are princi¬ 
pally Kanbis. I was not, personally, one of the victims of (mpression in my village. I saw wKit 
was done to the ryots. I do hot know whether or not tho Blmts had done any acta of rebellion 
befere they were attacked. The Valiivatdar did not send me to reason with these Bhuts. 

18. Walab LaksiiMipas, Patidar of Kamral, in the Khaugi Mahal, states:—In in 

consequence of the survey being introduced into our village, our rates were so raised th^t we 
were not able to pay them. Tlie imthta of the village, iu order to raise the money cutised 
nearly everyone to stand touching his toes, had weights placed on their backs, <&a, and by 
these umaiw the mtes were levied from the ryots. I, |M3rsoually, was not so treated. I only 



myt it done to other ryots. Some 50 families of Kanbis have left our village in consequenoe, And 
gone to (Kittle in the Panch inohak,' British territory. The Gadi Nazarana was levied in by 
Himllar moaiiH, by turning our women and ehildren out of their houses, by making men puli our 
noses and ears, and 80 forth. We-have macio-no petition about the various tyrannies practised 
upon u». 

The Durliar agent reserves cross-examination. . 

19. Pauuiiu BiiAOA, Kanin of‘ Dafiian, in Telade tappa of Prant Kaosari, states:—li’ the 

Government demands nre not j)aid in my villrtgc the inenim resorted to, to induce payment, are to 
mako UH hold our toes, to bury us in hot sand up to the knees, to put weights on our backs, to 
ftxrbid US access to wells and tank-^, airi so forth. The (Jadi Nazarana was paid two years ago in 
our village, witli difficulty, i>y borrowing money from Sabukara, &o. 1 myself was made two 

years ago to touch my toes, and carry a brick on the batjk of my neck, to cause me to pay uiy 
land assessinenj. Same ten families have left our village in the last two years in consequence of 
similar treatment, and gone to Walor, in tlje Sural zillah. J made no petition about my wrongs. 

The Durbar agents roservc»cross-examination. 

20. lluDifAK Daji, Brabmufi, cultivator of Veshma, in Niiosori, states:—In the Gadi 

Nnznnitia was levied from our village by force. We, Brahmins, declining to pay, were kept in 
custody in the chowri for one or two days our cattle were tied up, &c. The Kanbis suffered 
more; they were iiiado t(» stand, touching their toes, with stones on their backs, and so forth, and 
in this way the tax was levied from us. We made no petition to the Maharaj at the time 
ni>out the zulum practised upon us. 

The Durbar reserve oross-exainiimtion. 


21. Nakaykn Kirpakam, Brahmin, cultivator of Wadrasa, Purgunna Dehgam, states :—In the 
month of Jsinuary 1873, the VahivatdarV Kurkjin, by name Wanianrao, came to our village to 
collect the Inum Committee tax. My brotitcr Natburam Kirpuram was amongst tlio number 
sent for to paythe levy, and as he ctmld not do so at once, he aiul otliers, amounting to 13, were 
iinjjrisoncd. They were then, in the evening taken to the river and iiuule to hold their toes. 'l*hcy 
remained holding their toes all iiigltt, and in consequence of the exposure and cold my brother 
Natburam died. Upwards of 50 families from iny village have run away and gone to the neigh¬ 
bouring districts of Almiedabad. 1 made a jKitition to the Gackwar about the tyranny wliicK 
liad been used, and he sent a Karknn, named Jjaihibhai Desai, to the village to make inquiries. 
From inquiries made by Lallnhlmi, it appeared that the allegation that my brother died in c(m- 
sequcn<^3 of the treatment re(*eivcd was substantiated, and the guilt of the crime having been 
traced to Ohabnbhai Desai, he was liued Ka. 1,000 by the Gackwar, and his land was hI 8(( 
nttaclud. 

Tlic Durhar agents decline to cross-examine. 

22. TiiiiJA IIiiuniiAi, Pntidar of Gowesar, Khangi Matial, states':—About two years ago, 
Mehta Jamnailas Bliaiji crruio to my village to collect the Gadi Nazarana cess, and all who were 
too jKX)r or unable to pay were compelled to stand in the sun holding their fcMit; .“10008 were 
placed on their hacks and they were bent down with their weight. I was amongst those who 
were so treated ; and uiuler this pressure 1 paid. Others were phictid in tiie stocks, and left 
there until tliey promised to pay. 1 made a petition on the .subject to. the Gaekwar, but he did 
ift>t give any attention, and said we must all pay our assessment, or it would be worse for us. 

The Oiuikwar’s agents I'eservc cr(ws-<*xamination. 


23. Ambaidab Morau, Patidar of Gow(‘sar, Khangi Mahal, states:—Al>out two yeai's ago, 
one Mehtn .Tamiwlas Bhaiji wime, by order of tlie Vahivutdar, to my village to collect the 
Nazarana cess. All who refused to pay, or were unable to pay, were tortured in different 
manners to (*omp(d them tt> do so. «J was myself so treated, lading conqxdlcd to stand in the sun, 
holding iny tfx*s, and stones were also plawd on iny hack, and hwt I preferred paying tf) 
enduring moif* ill-treatment. I ondly j>ctitioued the Maharaj, but he did not afford us any 
redress. 

The Diirlwir agemts reserve cross-examination. 


24. Ambaidas Hahjivcn, Ugnitdar of Mandaln, J)ahhm'Purgunna, states as follows:—In 
.Taimarv or PMtruary 1873, the Valnvatdar, Tatya Mahadev, (mine to my village to realise tlie 
Gadi I^Hzarana. The piople bad great dlffiadty in finding rncajiH to pay this, so stones were 
pltu'cd on their backs, and they were made tf» sliuid in the sun, holding, tlioir toes. I was also so 
treated. 

Ill Novemlwr or December 1872, tlie Viduvatdar lieforc mentioned He*nt forme and told mo that 
a Sadhnukfi ” tax of Ka. 4,00(1 was to be levied from my village. I asked him what tbia new 
iitqiosirion was. To this he rtiplicd that be had to pay a Nazarana of Rh. 35,tX)0 to the Sarkar 
to obtain his appointmmit, and that be want^l to ndmburse himself. I refused to pay this 



mohsuls are sent to Iciy the remnant. The other villagers were ill-treated to the same 
extent. 

In the same year, the same Vahivatdor ordered a cess, amounting to Bs. 225, to be levied from 
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ValuvatdAr^B newly mamed wife. This we refused to pay nfilal we were tortured as we had been 
prc^do^sly. In consequenoe of these acts of cq^preraion upwards uf 50 fiimillGe have left the 
village lately, and gone to reside in the Panoh Manuls. To obtain some redress we got Shankar 
GeU, of Dhabhoe, to petition the Maharaj, but we got uo redress. On tiie ocmtrfl^, Shankar 
liimnelf was imprisonea by the Vahivatdar. 

The Durbar reserve croas-examination. 

» *' 

25. Shankab Gheuibbai, Patidar of Dnbhoe, states an follows :^In March last, I was 
deputed by all the villages of the Dahhoe Purgunna to proceed to Baroda complain of tlio 
tyranny which was practised in realising the difterent illegal ceases impOHcd by tlie Vahivatdar, 
Taf^a Mahadev. The fonns in which he practises tyranny in the wmlisation of the cesses are 
numerouB, and are all witliin my personal Knowledge, I having seen them myself. The people 
are made to Btaud in the sun witli their hands tou(;hing their toes. They are bound and stoucH 
placed on their backs, and they are severely beaten. I ant a Desai of Dabhoe, and all the people 
who were oppressed have confidence in me, knowing that 1 am acquainted with^nll their hard - 
shii).s. Tills w’as the reason T was selected to lay their hard case before tlie Maharaj. On 
pre«mting my petition in the Gaekwar’s Durlmv to His Highness* he paid uo attention to me, 
and the sepoys drew me away from the Kutcherry. Afterwards, asapunislimcnt to me for having 
presented the petition, the Vahivatdar confined me for three days in his house, from which, 
however, I contrived to escape. 

The Durlmr reserve cniss-examination. 

26. ViKOHAND Lila, Patidar of Uinta, Kheralu Purgunna, states:—The rates of assessment 
have lx5en repeatedly raisi'd of late in my village, and iinprojMT cesses have bei'ii imposed 
In 1867—68, a Karkun named Mama Snheb caiiic to tlie village, and because wc would not 
pay, all sorts of ojipression were pnictised on us. We hail to stand in tlie sun, toucliing our 
toes with our hamls. Stones were placed on our hacks. We were beaten, bound, and otherwis(‘ 
ill-treated. At that time Baba, Sahch Sarshi was Vahivatdar. lie was siici’ccdcd by Jhtiulu 
Saheb, and wc were still tortured when wo could not pay the cc;ss. In consequence of this 
ill-trentmcnf, upwards of 50 vill«.g(‘rs have (losi*i‘tcd their homos and gone into neighhouring 
districts. I petitioned the Gackwar repeatedly about the tyranny which was practisinl on us, 
but never got any redross. 

The Durbar rcseive (Toss-examination. 


Rkplt of the Dukbab to the Pttlad and other Purgminas’ complaints of oppression in levying 

the revenue and taxes. 


We arc not prepared cither to admit or deny the nllegatioiis made by witnesBes regarding the 
oppression to which they say they were subjected. We do not know the names of the jicrsons 
who these witnesses say were subjected to oppressive treatment. Under these circumstances, we 
could only adduce evidence of a general ciiaractcr to show that zuliiin was never rcsoi-ted to as a 
system. Tins evidence th(j president considers, being of a negative character, cannot invalidate 
the j)o«itive facts deposed to by tlic witnesses. In deference to this opinion wo do not urge to ho 
penriittcd to adduce evidence of that kind. Looking at the class to which tlie witncssiis belong, 
and their position, our iiiipreH.sion is that their description of torture is at least consid«Mahly 
exaggerated, if not totally false. The prubabh' truth is that when tlicy refue(‘d to pay the duos 
of the State they were kept ia confinement for shoi-t hjnns, with a view to onfori'e the payments, 
llowcvci*, if anything beyond this did niallv happen, which wc are not prepared to admit, it was 
without our sanction. The rules in force do not permit that procediirc, while a general circular' 
was issued in February, distinctly prohibiting the exercise of any kind of zulum on any 

person. Our conduct has been in perfect harmony witli the spirit of these Circular Orders ; and 
whenever cases ol‘ opjircssion come to tlic notice of the Durbar, regular inqiiirics arc made, and 
the guilty parties jmuished. * 

The nHsoBsments having been fixed for a term of 10 years, at % time when high prices 
prevailed, may appear to he higli at the presi^iit^ time, hut as the 10 years' te,rm will 
shortly cxjiiro, a fresh ussc^ssinent will be made according to the cJriTinislanccs of the cultivators.. 

With regard to the Kaznranas generally, they were levied in acc<.>rdnnc(* with previous 
custom, ancl the Gadi Nazarana specially was levied ..with the knowledge of the late licsident. 
Colonel Barr. 


The Bhats of I’atan an^ naturally ill-disposed to Government, and W(!ro called upon to give 
security to keejj the peace. They declined to give it, and went aliout irom village to village 
committing sell-immolation, “ traga,” even killing their own associates. The Govermnent 
ixioplo killed noim of them. When they came to Patan the Government tried to arrest them, 
and they again committed tliis ** traga,” but the Government ufiiciats killed none of them as 
alleged. 

Witli refereixse to the Sojitra Bhats and Brahmans, they refused to pay the Inani Committee, 
tax, aud were turning people against Govermnent. A company of 100 soldiers, with one gun, 
were oent to arrest them. They brought 12 of the ringleaders into Baroda, wliere they were 
tried and sentenced to imprlsoament. While in jail tiiree or four of them died, but from 
natural causea 

Mulharrao Maliorqj 1ms exempte(l Bhats and Brahmans from paying the Inam Commission 
tax« 
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Trakslation of CiBOTTbLAR OBbsB S^ed by tbe Dttebab of itALHABSAo. 

Ka 314. 

Ciroular iTom the Chief Fouzdari Officer at Baruda, to all Vahivatdaire in Petlad Mahal. 

It haa come to the notice of Highncaa the Maharaj that in the Mahak of Hia 
liighneaB’ territory certun Goveranicnt offiociH, Vuhivntdara, llianadara, Fouzdara, Karkiins, 
Mtihtaa, MuklnBj Jemadars, &c., ex.er<ii8e, in virtue of their official position, oppression towards 
the ^ots, and also use violence to them iii collecting the Government dues ly exacting 
forced labour, and in other ways for their own benefit, the result being that the lyots suffer ^rom 
this oppression. , 

The following instance of this sort having recently occurred in the village of Wadwas, in 
Dchgam pargmia, to the effect that one Amin Chababhai Desaibhai used tyranny and violence, 
contrary to law and justice, to a Brahmin, a resident of that place, an inquirj’^ was made in tbe 
Fouzdari DeplSrtmcnt, at liend-quartors, and the charge having been proved against the said 
Amin be has l>ceii appropriately punished. 

Further be it known that the following order has now been issued, cautioning all officers 
concerned, to the effect that if similar instances of oppressing the ryots be hereafter found to 
have been j)racti8cd by any officer for Ins own benefit by misuse of his official power, or if 
instances of <*orruption come to the knowledge of G<»vernment, and are proved against any 
officer, Ills Highness the Maharaj will punish him, irrespective of what his jiosition or rank 
may be. 

This circulnr lias l>een issue<l by order of the Maharaj, and you ai’t^ dii’ceted to see that 
these instructions are fully carried out. An acknowledirmeut of this ciroular shoidd be sent 
within four .lays. this 


fitrd Pobruao* 1878 


(Signed) Balwuntkao yBBHWiiNT. 


Ftnal Statement by the Resident. 


SciiEDiTLE IL, Casks 3, (i, and from 11 to 31, botli inclueivtv 


Also No. 65, relative to the prevention of Naosari iK‘ 0 ])le from attcniling the Commissum, jmd 

their persecution by Durbar officials. 

Ban)da, 5lh January 1874. 

The evidence which I was prepartsd to submit to the Commission regarding the maladuiijus- 
tration of the Revenue Dt'portincnt of the Gaekwar State w'as not rworded, (»wing t<) the orders 
received fi’om the Government of India prohibiting any inquiry into the details of the revenue 
system of the Gaekwar State. 

Tlie Pitlad Purgunna of 90 villages was represented at Baroda by tlie chief men and ryots of 
83 villages j indeed, every district was w'ell rejn’cscntcd except Naoeari, only a few of the i*yots 
and Patels of which managed to elude the vigilance of the district officials, who, notwithstanding 
the I)urbai’*e assertions to the contrary, exerted themselves to the utmost to prevent iheip from 
coming to Baro<la. 

^ The details of this, ns also the persecution of sevenil jK^rsons who Imd come to Baroda to 
complain, and had fled into the Surat C^jllcclovate, as rejKntcd by Mr. Hope, will be Ibund 
• under Case 65 of Schedule II. 

I have reason to know that the officialH of Nnosari and their relatives at Court particularly 
dread the consequences of an inquiry into its revenue administration, because the entire system, 

including the Revenue Sm'vey * itself, is said to be ns 

* The orlpiiifti claim «fBbaiifli.hnilAibhiii,thi‘ fraudulent iu resiiect to the Gaekwar State ns it is 
boundary p»n«rc<iiitrar.tor,N«>. 7 ol‘Sch< dult‘III., tyrannicHl with regard to the j>eoplc; and the real 
was lyjtcted in connexion witlytliiK survey. question is Avhether this state of affairs is confined to 

T?j«58aru I believe not. 

Although the main cause of discontent amongst the landholders and agricultural claasos of the 
wh<»Ic State has not been directly inquired into, yet it is sulmiitted that the evidence recorded 
by the Commission of tbe forcible moans which have been systematically used evei-ywhcrc by 
the Durbar to collect its revenue, affords undoubted jirool’ of over-hixation to an oppressive 

extent, because it is not reasonable to euppoae,t that if 

pita S'tamin'; 'indw examination Imd it 

fev«ry TOtw exajniuttil wa« a Matadar or a Tatt*! ; ni their p(»w'(*r to pay thc^ Oo^’ci'nnicnt demands, they 
thr h«adi, in fact, of agrioalturai claBues. More* would yiear after year, tor the last eight or nine years, 
oyer, tdl porews have meurred extr^jsme inoumHl torture, iui])risonment, and every kind of 

' annoyance i»y obstinately rciusing to meet them. 

The Durlinr, indeed, iu their reply of the 18tli Deccmlw*r, instead of facing the difficulty and 
promiring reform, attempt to show that if there iji nnything wrong they are not responsible for it. 
They rtnte,— . ^ . 

1 . That they are not prepared to admit or deny the evidence recorded, because th^ do toot 

^ ,, _ know the names of the persons t subjected to oppreerive 

t Wta«. pve. .pH.,6e .n.^eea that mch wa« not .yetemotic. 

2 . They then contradict tlu^mselves by saying ithat the description of torture given is at least 




TIut 'Boeh t^mnr 19 oontmry to tk^^geaetal oinmUir* iauled by them in Kobrnary 

■•i87«. , ■ 

V 4 . That the Gadi Na*arana waa levied with the 
Vi^«td.r, ntui M»W. and « not n genoml „f ^he kto I^sident, Colonel Brn^r. 

5. That the Bhate of Patan wore not killed by 
GoTornment but immolated themeelveB. • 

6. That the oojitm BhatH and Brahuiansy against whom a military force was noiity refused to 
pay the Inam Committee tax, and were turning people against the Government, and that only 
throe or four of them died, but from natural causoh, not from their wounds. 

7, That with respect to the Naosari business, they issued no orders to pnwent persons from 
coDung to complain, and they evade altogether the oireuiii9i,anceH reported by Mr, Hope. 

In these and other replies given to. the Commission of late, the Burbiir would make it 
appear that there is little or no room for reform in the mfittors investigated. Tlie briefest 
possible glance, however, at the evidence itself wii), it is submitted, show the coutrtiry. For 
iustauce*^ « 

Witness No. 1 describes the circumst^mces muior wliich an old widow died from ill-ti*eatment 
by Uovernmont sepoys, simply beiMUso her thrive sons had deserted the village through inability 
to pay the taxes domandod of them. 

Also that iu Mjiy 1873 one Karkuu Daji Sliridar, tortured the witness and 10 or 15 othun? till 
thi^y paid the Gadi Kozaraua. 

Witness No. 2 cite.s case of lilinvandaH, of Brahtnaiigain, also the Sojitni eas<», also ciiho of 
Chhiigabhai,*PaUd of Clianga, tortimsd at Baroda; 25 iCatibis ileserted the village. 

WitiM^ss No. 3 coidirms foritgoiiig. 

Witness No. 4 cites f lic case of jt Koli namc'd Kasra; ten Kolts deserted the place. 

WitiiGSH No. 5 cites the of tliij same Karknn, Haji SliHdhur, w alKive, who tortured 40 
or 50 men, all of whom, if alive, would be forthcoming; and so on, iu every instance, s|)ecifu5 
cases jire cihul winch could easily have been viirifitHl by the Dnihar had they (dioson to take the 
trouble* to th> so. Thus the excuse that they do nf)t know the imm(*s, and that the tortur<^ was not 
Hy»temati(^—moreover thattln^ whole account is i'xaggerated, if not totally false, is llispi’oved, not 
only by the 26 representative witiujs^es In this cjvse, but by the <^(>llattn*al evidence of the Patau 
and Vinnagar torture cases, Seiud Sadak All's case, which show that not only in thc^ lievenius but 
in the PoIumj and #Judioial departments also, torture is practised in a syMtematic manner to extort 
revenue agreements, collect revenue, extort money, <*ynfes3ions, raz/mamas, and acquittance's ol' 
luory kind ; in short, there is stiai’cely a <ja3C or a transjiction even amongst thos(? which have 
Ikmsh brought befmv the Commission, in whi(;h the system is not enforced in some shape or 
other. 

Had the details of the revenue administration been gone into, the iY*as<mH for emjdoyiiig tortur<^ 
would become apparenL inasmuch as^ wh:i.t with the ox(5essi>c assessment, numerous cea‘*(m, 
unauthorised levies by Vahivatdavs and otlicrs, desertion of homes, Nazaraiia, short measurturient 
of land, encroachment on giras lands and haks, forced labour, <!^c., the agri<*ultaral classes 
arc thoroughly paujieriscd, and theij' c.ou(lition about as hopeless an one as it can well be. 

With rcgartl to tlu* cirenhvi- of February 1873, which tin* Durbar in thoir reply call a general 
one, it is not ho, it having been addrCMSod to the Pitlad Vahivardara alone, who liavc (‘vidently 
taken good cai*o to keep it to thcuisclves. Moreover, it. will be seen by the evidence of several 
witniv.scs that they were turned away by the Maharaja IninHelf, when they came to complain 
about the iippression committed in connexion with the levy of Gadi Nazarana and other t^est^ps; 
e. //., witiu'M.s No. 7, who is the chief man of the village oi’ Ardi, in Pitlad, with three other 
Matadars, wimt to the Vahivatdar ti> complain, and w<*ro confined by him in a privy till they 
promised to pay 300 rupees. They also failed to i>bl:un n’drcsa from the Durbar for this instance 
of oppression, which I have reason to know is by no m*juns iintx)»iimon in thc^ G.'iekwar .State. 
Xlwjro is also the instance of witmjss No. 25, who in Man^h hist, immcdiatiily after the date of 
this circular, was rerm^ved from the Maharaja’s presence unheard, although 4 h^ went to comjdain 
against, the oppi*ession of the Vahivatdar. 

In tivet, the system of forming out Vahivafdarships and other offices, judi<*ial and executive, 
initialed by the present administration, together with the prevalencA; of l)rib(‘ry and corruption, 
fi)Htoro(l the very abuses which tiie circular was supjKised to suppress, and thus it will coutinuo 
to be in this unfortunate stjite so long as the present administmtion is in power. 

With regard to the Bliats of Patan, <won if they dhl inmiinit seU-iiniuolation, as smted by the 
Durbar, which is not borne out by any evidence whatever, they were driven to it by tlui treat¬ 
ment they received from the Durhar officials. This, however, and the Hojitra t*a 60 , arc nuittcrs 
of history, the real facta of which (‘annot l>e controverted, and can be sworn to by hundreds of 
pe^lo. 

FioaUv, with i^efereuco to the Durbar's assertion that whenever cases of oppression are brought 
to His Highness’ notice, inquiries are made and the guilty parties pumshed, I beg to say that 
in my own experience it depends upon who the giulty partio.H are, as to whetlmr any notice at 
all is taken of the cose, or punishment awarded, masmu(*h as I can quote a great number of 
instances iu which justice has not lieen done, and the guilty parties have esca].>ed. Indeed, as 
one instance 1 quote the whole of the circumstances sot forth in case 65, Schedule II., regarding 
Naosori, which has been evasively dealt with by the Durbar, when they sjiy in their reply to tlio 
ComnuBffiOD that they issued iio order to prevent persons coming to Baroda to comphun. If this 
bo true, why have they not replied to my letter of 6th I>oceiuber up to tlm. present moment, au J 
why not, tlm po^aO^prodaoed between that time and the date pf .the dt^arture of the Com- 



inisMon, as they veil might have been ? Instend of this, those who had come to Batoda And 
returned home were persecuted and driven out of their homes liecause they bad come to Boroda 
to complain. 

Thet^o oases are still pending* 

I’he question of disturbances in British territory in connexion with the slate of affairs in the 
Pitlad imd Kadi Purgunnas hue idready been dwelt TijKm in the Administration Report for 
1872-.7S 


Case No. 4. 

2. Jethabhat DalLABIIAI, Leva Kanbi, 51 years, of Piz in Pcthid Mahal, states: —In 
Alf iya I jigrotid to take the Vahivat of the KheiraJu Mahal for 5 years. The revenue is tiver 
2 lakhs of rupees, and 1 promised to pay Rs. 1,000 annually more than had been levied in the 
previous year. Tliis Rh. 1,000 was to be realiswl from ryots who hud unauthorisedly cultivated 
land, and who held waste laud without paying for it. I paid Rs. 10,000 to Nana Sahib to 
induce him to give me the Valyvat. The sum was to l>e paid in one ycjir in consideration of my 
having the ofE(!e for the five tbllowii^ years. 1 paid lis. 5,000 in cash at once and Ks. 5,000 
in two or tlireo months afterwards. On the first occasion were present a number of people, I 
gave the money to bt; counted to the Nana Sahib’s Jemadar. Tliere was no entry made in any 
account book, nor did I get a r(*c(‘ipt for my money. I paid Rs. 4,000 on the seoond occasion, 
and Rs. 1,000 on a thiid (Kjcasion, when I got my quittttn<« from Nana Sahib. 1 went to my 
mahal the fifth day after this, and remained there six or seven months, realising tho^GovcTnment 
rcv<*nue. In June lost, 1 got a in»ticc from the Government tliat a new vahivatdar was 
appointed o^*er me, and directing me to proc^jed to Bnroda. 1 cajne in at once, jwid tried to got 
an explanation from the Nana Sahib, but ho kept putting me off day after day with oxcuboh of 
»orU for 2 or months, till 1 made iny c^niiplaint to the Rosident, as no one else would lisO'n to 
me. The reason of my offering the Rs. 10,000 ** wukdi ” was from my knowing it was the usual 
custom in the State. 

The Durbar reserve cross-examination. 

The complainant makes a further statement before the Commission to the following effeet;— 

In addition to the Us. 10,000, whn^h T said yesterday I gave to Nana Sahib, I also gjive 
Rs. 1,600 to one Narayenbhai, the Sir Sooba’s Ivarkuii, and Rs. 600 to one Gopalrao, the Nana 
Sahib's Karkiin, the vakil of tlu^ Pttlad Mahnl. I had intended to mimtion iluH yesterday, and 
believed 1 had done so, but it appears not to have been taken down. 

Cronx-ejcarntnedhy Durbar The signature on the Karar (agreement) shown to me is 

mine, but I do not know wliat is written in it, as I do not know Modi (Marathi). Tlie term iu 
the written agreement is one year, but T uiidersbwd I W’as to liav<' it for five years. I distinctly 
understood that this agreemciit, though passed only for one year, vras Oo be rencw<*.d annually 
for five years when 1 jKiid in tbe yearly revenue at Baroda. I forgot to mention the Rs. 500 
]»aid to Gojialrao in my original petition to the Kc^sideiit. It was written hastily, and I did not 
remcml>er that item at the time. No enrnplaint, so far as 1 know, has been made against mein 
the Durbar since I was Vahivatdar. The Durbar has not informed me that such complaints 
have ln'en made. It is s^weified in the agreement that I am not to levy any extra tnxes (rorn 
thi? ryots. 

* Statement of tjie Dttubar. 

f 1st. The lease of the Mahal was given to complaiiumt for one year only, nt the end of which 
time hi.s successor was appointed. 

2nd. That in conscquenct! of eomnuinications, both verlwd and wntton, iK^hveen the Maharaj 
and the itesideul, the complainant was repeatedly summoned tlirough the Uesident to ap)K>ar 
Ixfort) H. 11. the Gackwar with the^ proofs of his complaints, hut that, in coTi8e<iuenco of his 
failing to do so, his case ha-ti not been inquired into. 

3ri That he has embezzled public money, and bos hot given in the accounts of his Mahal. 

4th. That there arc now pending against lilm l)eforo the Durbar several cbirges of bribeiy 
and oppression. 

6 th. That, though directed to proceed to his Mahal to give over cliarge to his sucoossor, he has 
not done so. 

i 

Kjnal Statement bx the Resident. 

The petitioner (Mimplains that after making an agreement with the Minister to manage the 
Kheiralu Mahal for five years, and after paying the Minister as a Nazarana Rs. 10,000 for the 
privilege, ix^fiides Nazaranas of Rs. 1,500 to Naraprenbliai, the deputy Sir Sooba, and Us. 500 to 
Goj^Bilmo, the MinisttVs Vakil, he* had been depiTived of his management after a few months. 
Tlie Durbar deny that tiie Mahal was let for mofe than one yesir, but it is noticeable that the 
petitioner was not left in charge oven for this show period. Morcovei’, the fact of bribery is not 
ttfhx'ted by such a qimstion one way uc (i»ber. With reference to clauso 2 of the iJurbar’s 
explanation, it may fe remarked .tlmt had the poisoner obtained from the Durbar any ^ea8Qnahl(^ 
hope of a settlement of his ease, it is most improbable that he would sot have availed himself 
of tbe opportunity. The petitioner, however, states that for upwards of two months he was in 
constant attendance on the Minister, to gef a hearing, and that he was induced to appeal 


Durbar after some time had elapsed are fuUy skied in his letter to Govenun^i Ko. fiatod 
18th September 1873. 

Statements 3, 4, and 5 are irrelevant; besides the Resident is aware that, when tills case was 
first reported, attempts were made to buy off the petidoner. 

The Resident reepeothiUy submits that his chief object, in bringing forward tho case was to 
illustrate and reform the most pernicious practice of the Minister of a State, and the revenue 
officials, trading in high civil and judicial appointments of this kind. There can be no doubt 
that this system of farming the Mahals on paymont of heavy Nazaranas is a system generally 
prevalent throughout tho whole of the Baroda district, and has been carried to excess during tho 
present administration. Hence the petitioner and others of this class have been induced to run 
heavily into debt, under promises that they would secure a five-years’ tenure of an appoiutmeiit 
by paying a certain amount In several inHtan(ie8 like the present these promises have betm 
broken, the bribe retained, and the purchaser of the appointment iniined. Wnether 8u<*h conduct 
la becoming the character of a Prime Minister, and whether those who h^vo committed sui'^h 
crimes ought not to be advised to restore what' tliey have taken as a warning to others, are questions 
of reform which it would appear desirable to suggest for Such a State ns Baroda, liecause it 
appears to Ix^ no advance whatever in that cause for high officMuls io sny that they are sorry 
for certain offences against their own laws, when at the same time they ere allowed to retain 
their ill-gotten gains and enjoy them, whilst their victims are sent to jail. 

• Case l^o. 9. 

1. Vela Uma, koli, 22 years. Matador of Jagral, in Patan, states:—Some 20 days after last 
Divoli, tho Fouzdar, Fateli Uaui, came to our village, and accusing me of the theft of some gold 
bricks and silver chains, Uiok me to the cliowri and had my house searched. Nothing was 
found therein. I represeutoU that the complaint was made against mo through eranity, as I was 
the Matador, but that I knew nothing of it. 1 was taken by him the same day to the Wngrol 
Thana, where iiiy hands were tied behind my back, and 1 was suspended in^this state to a 

niiub ” tree. 1 was* then beaten by Ins oi-ders over the body and arms by a jamadar and 
sepoy. 1 show the marks of the Hogging on my person now. 1 was beaten on three occusions. 
On tho last occasion the Thana Karkun Raghunath called on me to ('onfeiss. 1 was so worn 
out by constant floggings that I said I hml given the gold hiicks to a Vania, by name Chagan. 
What 1 then stated was false; I did not steal tlic brit^ks; 1 never gave them to Chagan, and 
I know notluiig about the matter at all. In co]is(>quciice of what T said, Ci)agaii was seiztid ami 
beaten by the }M>lico in the same way as 1 liad been. One Balia Bbat was also similarly 
beaten. I did not mcjition his name, which wiis given to tluj F»)nzdar by the same person who 
had mentioned mine, I aupj) 080 . I was kept in custody at Wnghrol for five days after I was 
biniteii, and was then taken to Patan, where I was further confin€‘d for two days, and was only 
released on iny sigrnng a paper to the effeet that 1 had not bocm beaten <jr ill-treated. The 
Bhat Balia made a petition by j>ost to tlie Durbar, which I agreed to. I do not know of any 
inquiry having been made or punishment inflicted by the Durbar in consequence of our petition. 

Statement oe the Dukdau. 

There is no doubt, that the Fouzdar luis committed “ zuluni.” The cjisc has been inquired 
into by the Durbar on receipt of ixititioner’s comj»laint dirtict; he has been arrested, suspended, 
brought in hero, and the case has been clearly proved against him. lie has been releoMed.on 
Imil after reference made to the licsident, and we arc only waiting for tins complainant to conic 
up to sentence this Fouzdar and Kaghunath. 


Case No, 10. , — 

2. Balyant Meiiuu, of Jagral, and Chagan make similar statements to the preceding coin- 
plunt, and the Durbar reply in the same way that they were unjustly and inipmperly beaten by 
the Fouzdoi' in the cose, and that, the inquiry having been completed, the charge is proved, and 
tho Fouzdar is awaiting punishment. 

Final Statement by the IIksident. 

* 

Cases 9 and 10. 

Tho facts of this very serious case have been only partially elicited by the brief examination 
of three witnesses before the Commission. The Durbar have, however, admittted tho guilt of 
the chief criminals, Fattehram Fouzdar, and of his accomplice Kaghunath, and have exproseed 
an intention of punishing them. 

In order, however, that tho Commission may have an opportunity of forming a fair opinion 
(1) regarding tho gravity of the crime committed, and (2) regarding the actions of the Durbar 
offioinifl with reference to this crime, tho Kesident would respectfully invito tho attention of the 
Commission to the petitions of relatives of two of tlie sufferers, which were forwarded to 
Government wik endorsements Nos. 197-933 and 198-934 of October 14th, 1873, 

The Resident respectfully submits that these petitions contain a substacthdly true account 
of this very serious case. It will he seen Ironi these petitions that the torture inflicted was of a 
and Jdnd, and that two unfortunate womeni named Amba and Gnlab, were also 


subjected to cruol and unmerciful flogging in public Kutcherry. The following » a list of the 
flufferers in the case ;— 

1. Vctia Uraa, Koli Matadar. 

2 . Ohhagon Duleohand, Banin. 

3. Balvant Mero, Bhat. 

4.. Bhaiji Meru, Shot. 

5. Farbhudaa Parsotam, Bhat. 

0. Tribhovau Bbathij Bhat, 

s' GuSab ^ Bhat caate. 

The character of the injuviofl inflicted on these persons is fully described in the petitions 
referred to, and liave been substantiated orally before nio. The OonimissioD will not. fail tb 
olwerve that nt the time of their investigation, BecomlK^r 5tii, four of the chief sufferers, •via., 
Chhagau Dutechand, Uhaiji Meru, and the two women, were never produced by the Durbar, 
although on two <fccaHion8, viz,, November 8th jmd November 18th, the Durbar bad been 
advised hy the Kesident to produoe all these persons for examination before the Commission. 
It was statetl, however, that one of thewe witnesses, named Chlmgan Dulechand, was still so ill 
from tJie bijiiricM which he had received that he was unable to attend. 

TIjo main fwinte in the case to which the attention of the Corainission is respectfully invited 
are us follows;— 


Isl. The flogging of women and men in publir KutclioiTj' without any legal sentenc^or order 
of a competent court. . » 

2nd. Tlie motive for which the flogging was inflicted, viz., to extort confeasion. 

3rd. The position of th<; -officer by whom the flogging was iuflichHl, viz., the chief crimmal 
jiutliority of the distric.t. 

4th. The indiscriminate nature of the torture inflicted, eight persons being similarly treated. 

5th. The infliotion of torture on a British subject named Parbbudas Piirsotiim. 

In forming an opinion on the gravity of the case, the Commission will pot fail to l)ear in mind 
that tlio CASC is not an ordinary case of police torture, which might occur in any district even 
under the best regulations. In the present case the petitioners represont not only that no crime 
flad been committed, but that no person liad even come forward to complain. The torture is 
stated to havo been merely a device for squeezing 'money out of persons who were supposed to 
possess money. The c^ise, moreover, must not bo considered as an isolated case of torture. In 
tlie case of the goldsmith, Kasiram Ambaram, No. 44 of this scluidule, prct^isely similar violoric.e 
was inflicted, and in that case also a woman is alleged to have been one of the victims, and to 
have died from the injuries which she received. Tliis ca«c also 0 (^<nuTcd' in the Putau Distriet. 
The Commission again will not fail to l)ear in mind the ease of the woman Baini, \a ho was 
tortured in Visuagar in order to extort confession of a crime which she luul never (committed, 
Me case No. 41 of this Schedule; also case No. 3D of this Schedule, in which <*lght j)ersons 
w»)re alleged to have been publicly flogg(jd in order to extort confession of crime which there 
is good reason for believing had never occurred. 

i'his case, in connexion i with several others that ha\e been presented lo the, notice <d‘ llie 
Commission, estjiblislics the following fa<'ts:— 

1. Tlud torlui’o JH employtal in the Banxhi district to extort (jonfession. 

2 . Tbit this crime is pnmtlscd not only hy sul»ovdjuatos but by the chief <*riinin:d aulliorities 
of the district. 

5. Tbit oven women are subjected to this tortimj in places set apart for the administration of 
public ju8tic.(\ 


(Jasi2 No, 32. 

Gknkkal Attachment of Wuttunh thuouhitoct the Barooa State. 

Tlie Durbar agents a<lmit that all Wuttuns were attached by the late Kliundenio Maluiraj, 
pending inquiry, about eight or ten years ago, and state that His Highness Miilliarriu) Mabiraj 
bis issued apniclamatlon declaring that tlu^ attachment of ail these VViittunN has been withdrawn, 
and the jiartics entitled thereto permitted U* enjoy them as heretofore, until their right to them 
has%b«'u formnlly adjudieated, admit of which they are eallcd ujK>n to ]»ro<luco their jnxKdH 
witliin 12 months from the date of the |m»clumatuui, viz., 3rd November 1873. 


Final Statement et itie Bebioent, 

c _ ' 

The admission by the Durbar that all Wuttuns w6re attai^bed by the late Khundorao Moharaj, 
[Kinding inquiry, about eight or ten years ago, speajes for itself. No explanation whatever has 
been assigned fiw the delay in iXJmmenoing tlio inqufry, and it will l>e observed from tlie date of 
the proclamation recently issued on Noveuiber the prosoncti of the Commission alone 

lias induced the Du|'bar to take any fiction in the matter at all. 

I’hc Wuttundara tbe*nselves regard the attachment as a mere pretext for epuUation, and have 
no <^oufldiH)ce whatever in the conduct of the projxis^d inquiry. When it is reraembored that the 
titles of tht*so Wutttriidar^ ao' more ancient than thai of the GacJovar'himseUj it may be admitted 





8|pl»t(on of all causes in the Bamdi^ State by tbe pres^ adxai&utMtioni k a ibet wbicb s^oaka 
miteelfi and bafl anmi^ the greatest akmaixd discontent. ^ 


Case Ko. 35. 

Shaha Saheb Usman-KHAN, Muflalman, Fakir of Madras, stateH:—1 came to Baroda 
between two and tluree years ago, and lived at a Dhanneala near the station. 1 used to write to 
a newspaper, ** The Daidahhe Sekundre "Akkhar!' published at Bampura. 1 got no money brum 
the paper, o^y a copy of it. 1 sent general news of matters which 1 saw occurring under niy 
own eyes, I wrote nothing against the Qovexnment or Mnharaj. I did mention iuHtances i£ 
ztduin which I saw; for instouce, about two Brahmans, one of whom I saw run over by one of 
the Gaekwar’s carriages. Botli he and his companion were taken up. I also mei^tvou^ alxjut 
(^rtmen having their carts seized and sold by th(j Government. A doctt>r wljt> liad a quarrel 
with me informed the Government of my writing to the paper, and ona d»y, about eleven 
months ago, a Kaxkun and two sepoys arrested me, and took me to the Fouldiiri. 1 was taken 
before one Chaganlol, and my deposition written. I was asked my name, residence, &c., and 
whether I had written to the papei*. On my admitting that I ijad done so, I was taken od* to 
j>ul. I was not told wlmt my sentence was, but I saw the warrant which the sejxiy was 
c;arryiog, and in it 1 read that 1 was sentenced to 12 years’ imprisonment, Us. 1,000 fine, and in 
default of payment five years’ further imprisonment. I cannot read Malimthi. 1 can read 
Guzerati if it is well written or printed. The warrant was in Guzerati. Tiie deposition of one 
Nathoo tatel was also taken, but it did not relate to my writing to the newspapers, for which 
1 underst(K)d I wu^punished as above. I wiw ctftifined for nine months, and was tiicn I'oleased 
on Nathu ^petitioning the Resident, at whoBC* instance 1 was disolyirged. At the tin«‘ of iny 
original am?st, my property, consisting of Ixoks, clothes, silk threads, &e., value alout Us. 2.5, 
wwi taken possession of, and on my release a sum of lis. 4, for which my things had bi*en sold 
by auction, was given to me, together with Rs. 2 to pay tor my ticket, to Bombay. A s<ipoy 
was sent with me to the station, and 1 was ordered to start by the first train. 1 did not take 
a ticket. I meioly got a platform pass, and thus eluded the sepoy. I conc^ed myself for that 
day (Sunday), and next day went to the Resident to pay my respects to him, and to tell him 
my story. lie gave men pass authorising me to i*emain in Banxla. Al)out 12 days ago J 
went down to the river here to bathe, and was arrested by two sepoys, who would not pay any 
attention to my pass. They conducted me out of Gackwari teiritory, and told mo that if 1 
were found again in Baroda 1 shcmld be iiiiprisoucfl. 1 have since been living at Sitpan 
Tankaria, in the Brooch District, and only came up here last night. 

The Durbai* agents decline to cross-examine, but jjroiniw* to make a statement about the caw^. 

Keca]le«l, stafos in h*ply to the; Durbar :—I recognise the two signatures on the two Guzerati 
papers now' shown to me us mine. All the five ]>apcrs writhm in the Urdu eharaoter now shown 
to me were written by me, and were found in my house when I was arrested. The third 
signature' on the receipt shown to me is also mine. 

Statement or the Dubbak. 

There has been a regular inquiry into this case. The papers now produced, which cxmi- 
plainaiit admits were wTitten by him, sliow the libellous nature of th<^ letters which he wrote. U> 
the riowsjjaper, and disclose an oftenw' agsiinst the Gaokwar personally, as well as ugaiasl. his 
Giivemmout. Consequently the piinishiuent w'as 12 years’ imprisonment. He was rehMi.scd 
on the recommendation of the Resident that h(‘ sliould be turned out of Ga<*kw'ar’s territory. * 

5Vo deny that we sent any sepoys to expel him from Gackwar leri'itory after he got the 
Resident’s pass, as alleged by him. Wc* show the <'ouij»Iaiimnt s n'ctript J'or all his ju’operty 
whi<'h wie given to him on his release. Tlic signature is admitted by liim. 

Lastly, we consider him to be a subject ol* tlic Gackwar’s GovernmefiT, and the Oovcrninent 
wa« therefore justified in the action it toi»k. 

The Durbar produce certain letters found in the complainant’s bouse, wi itten in Urdu, to 
the editor of “ The Dubdahhe. Behayidra Ahhhar'' and acknowledged by the complainant to be 
in Ida handwriting. 

These being rend by the Nawnb Saheb Faiz AJi Khan, one of the Commission, are found to 
be a scries of foul personal attacks of the most gross nature iq)on the Maharaj personally. 


Ca8k No. 37. 

Maganbhai Pabshotam, 18 years, head of the firai of Hari Bhagti, of Bni-odn, Surat, and 
Aliniodahad, states:—In Kliunderao Maharajah took from my mother, my fatliCr K*ing 

dead, a chit for the sum of 20 lakhs of nipecs, which, on the assertion one of tiie Goomashtas 
of the firm, Pitambar by nanui, he declared to l)e duo to the State from us. i am the adopted 
soil of Parshotam, and was at that time a child. Out of the sum 6 lakhs were paid, but some 
five or lix years after, on proof being adduced that the money was not due, Khunderao said 
thol the bfuance of 14 lakhs -was not to be paid, and that the 6 lakhs should 1*6 refunded. He 
lived fqr 11 or two years offer this, but did not refund tlio 6 lakhs nor restore the chit. 
Mulharrao has ^ven back tlie chit, but not the 6 lakhs. At the time of xny adoption by 
Farshotun, the sum of 5 lakhs was paid as Nazarana to the State, and entered in the nooks ol' 
the firm. 

Some finr mouths after Parshotam’s death, the sum of Rs. 75,000 was lent to Mulharnio as a 



private transaction. He had not then ascended the throne. Iinmediat^ after hif aeods^on he 
sent our Oooroashta Girdhar Trikam, who had been imposed on us by Khimderao, to depaand a 
quittance' for this sum of Bs. 75,000. I refused to give this, hut that night, about 8 p.in., when 
J was aslwp, Girdhar came again, and informed me that it was the will and pleasure of the 
Maharajah tl)at I should give this quittance, and that I had no choice in the matter. Under 

thee. ■-^- - *' ^-= --- —- 

seven 
inont 

That evening Balwuntrao Baliolkar came and asked to see some of my best jewels for the 
Maharajah. Ho selected four or five, which he t(Kik away with him, and which the Maharajah, 
approving them, kept. I don’t know their value. 'I’hey (Hinsisted of earrings, necklace, &c. 
His High ness Mulharrao gave ine a “ ptaihak,” oroamental dress, worth some Rs. 50, and 
presented (^irdliu* with a pearl nCcklace. He also gave me back the cliit for 20 lakhs of rupees 
mentioned above. At the time of the Divnli in 1872, the Maharajah asked for my emerald 
necklace, valued at^ome 4 or 5 lakhs of rupees, Jt was at that time mortgaged to the killedar 
for Hs. 75,000, and to enable me to redeem tins mortgagc,'the Government lent mo 2^ lakhe. 
Of this amount, Ks. 16,000 Ims been since paid off. I got back the necklace from the Killedar, 
and about a month afterwards Wussiintranj IJhovv came and asked for it for His Highness. 'I'he 
key of the box in w'hich it wa« kept not being forthcoming, a blacksmith w'as seat for, the box 
bRiken open, and the necklace taken away. I went witli Wussunt to the palace, but the 
Maharajah being asleep I was not admitted, anc^ha<l to return liome. Next day, wh^n 1 went 
to pay my re8j)ectB to the Maharajah, he was wearing the nccklnoc. He Reived me well, ond 
at my request he promised to give me Govi^riimcnt ai<l in recovering debts duo from different 
people in Barodn. About the time of the Divali the Maharajah took away from my house a 
valuable chandelier and clock. In making up our aci'ounts at that time, I was coinjamed, after 
much (HscuhmIou, to credit the Goveniiucnt with lls. 25,000 on account of one Gordham Trikarn 
being made cashier to Government, this sum having been promised to him by my Gumashtu 
Giifllmr to be [)aid if he got the place. It was done without my consent and against iny will. 
In four luam villages, together with cash allowances, aggregating Rs. 20,000, and a 

garden of ours in Barotla were attach<id by the Gackwar. "VVe liave still to pay tlie cost of 
l^^ing up this garden, but H.H. Mulharrao keeps it for his mistress Radhabae. 

Th^ complainant produces several Sannds granting his family the villages whicli wore attached. 
The Durbar agents admit the genuineness thereof. 

The Durbar agents have no cross-examination to miike, and defer their statement. 


Reply of Dukbau. 

Maganbhai’s mother passed a Ixmd to H.H. Khunderao for 20 lakhs in settlement of old 
debts duo to the Slate, and in part papnent thereof gave 6 laklis. There is no record of 
ll.ll. Khunderao having given any order to return this bond to the complninant, or in other 
words to cancel it. On the contniry, on the representation of complainant’s Munini, Girdhar 
Trikarn, the Durbar was induced to return this bond to eomplaiiiant to j>revent tlie oid firm 
of Hari Bhagfi from beitig totally ruined. On this occasion the complainant presented a 
Kuzaruna of un emerald necklace and five other ornaments, a garden called Nao Inldii, cash 
Rb. 25,000, &c. 

Th6 deed of release for Rs. 75,000 was given voluntarily., 

The levy of u Nazaruna of 5 lakhs by ll.ll. Khunderao on the occasion of Maganlal's ado|)tion 
was made in conformity with prevailing custom. II.M. Khunderao appointed Girdhar Tnkam 
as Munlm to conduct the aflairs of the firm during complainants minority. Complninant 
voluntarily offered a Nazarnna of Rp. 75,000, if he was allowed to remove the Muniui. lie 
passed a bond for that amount, and Girdhar was accordingly removed. Complainant, however, 
soon afterwards applied for the scrvi('es\»f the same Munim, as tlio affairs of the firm could not 
be well conducted without him. His application was made through the late Dewan Gopalruo 
Myral, and Girdhar was rc>appoiiifo<l. The cuuiplainaiit protesU against the resumption of his 
villages and the stoppage of his afiowtinccs in the month of Bhadrai>ad but all debts owing 
to bankers Ijnving been olearetl off, th(;re was no resson to continue these grunts. 

Final Statement by the Resident. 

“ Maganbiiai PAKSiroTAM, representative of the firm of Ilari Bhagti. 

Baroda, 3rd Janiuiry 1874. 

The Resident respectfully submits that the explasntion of the Durbar in this very serious case 
is altogether inadequate and nnwitisfadtorv. 

The substance of the ptititionerV comphiiata uiny be summarwe<i as follows :— 

1 st. That the i^titioner was unjustly compelled fo pay an enormo?i8 Nuzarana, amounting to 
5 lakhs of rupees, before his adoi>tion was recognw(ju;.by the Durbar. 

2 nd. That snbsejpiently to tin; adoption of the petitioner, his mother was forcibly conipolfed 
by the Durbar to aim a bond, for 20 lakhs of rujKj^, which were not due to the Durbar, and 
tM$ on the strength of this false bond, thus extracted from tlie petitioner’s mother, 6 lakhs have 
aethally been paid to the Dnrbai' by the {letitioncr’s firm. 

3rd. That the present Maharajah has appropriated, without payment, five maguifioeut sets of 


jeweUi which are the private property of the periricnier, and which are valued at about 6 lakha 

of rupeefl. ^ ^ 

That the preBest" Mhhan^eK has also appropriated, wiUmii paytneDt* a naegnificont 
omntald nocklaco, valued at upwarde of 5 lakhs oi‘ TU])eee, the pii^ato property of the 
l>Otttioner, 

5th. That the present Maharajah ban forcibly compelled the petitioner to aif^ii a deed of 
reloaae for a sum of Bs. 75,000, which had been lent to the Maharajah l)o£6ro his acGosttion by 
th^ petitioner H firm. 

6 th. That the present Maharajah has resumed all the petititmer'a v^]aj||fo^ and Ktop|>e(l his 
nllowanoes without any cause whatever, although he, i)CtitioDer, holds hereditary Saniid'^ for the 
villages and dHowances in <]uoHtion, the genuineness oi which has never Itecn disputed. 

7wi. That during the minority of the petitioner certain creatures of the Durbar ha\c U*cu 
placed in clioigc oK the firm solely fo/thc purpose of plundering it; and that loss to the extent 
of one lakh of rii{)eos has been caused by tiu‘ depredation^ of one Girdhur Tricuiu so appointed 
by the Durbar. 

8 th. That, in order to procure the removal of the said Girdhur Tricuin frfni his position as 
manager, the petitioner was compelled by the Durbar to pay a bum of Ks. 75,000, though the 
estate was nominally under Durbar management, and though Girdhur Tricum was tlie Durbar 
nominee. 

9th. That althoiigli Girdhur Tricum was removed by th<* Durbar on the payment of 
Ke. 76,000 by tlio petitioner, yet li^ was bubsequcntly replaced in the same position by the 
Durbar, and continued to plunder the firm os befoi’e, until finally removed a few months ago. 

‘With reference to the first complaint, the DurBar state thatNazarnnn was levied in accordance 
with existing custouf The ])etitiunor does not deny the existence of tim custom, hut coiitendb 
that the amount levied was simply extortionate, and that th<* Durbar made use of the exigency 
of the situation to exact nn amount for wliicli there ib not only no piei'cdent, but which in iho 
(‘aW' of trading firms is simply minow. The Kesident robjK'ctfully suhmilb that the laditioncrV 
contention is just IJe has n^ason to know that the case of the present jietitioner w not iin 
isolated case of extortion practised on u gigantic scab* imdcj* colour of existing custom. The 
reprcaontativc of the late Gopolrao Myral has been similarly mulcted of the sum of 10 lakhs or 
100 ,000/., although the right of adoption is a legal right, de]jeudent not ou the will of the 
Maharajah, but on the recognhed pn^cepts of Hindu law. 

Witli reference to tlio sc(‘on<l eomplaint, the Durl)ar gi\e no explanation w)iatc\er of iho* 
circuin‘<tances under which the bond for 20 lakhs was giieu by the petitioner’s mother. 

This omission is significant. The petitioner’s account isnsfollowb:—In Iho year Svt. 1920, 
the present deputy Sir Sociba, named Naraycnhhai Lallublmi (who k‘ft the British hOrvioe under 
the Rowakanta agency under suspicious circumstances, and who has figured conspicuously in 
many disgracdul traiHactioub), was sent by the Durbar to examine the iu‘Counts of the 
]x*titioncrV firm Nariiycnhhui, in collusion with a certain discharg(‘d servant of Hari Bhiigti’s 
finn^ who had formerly acted as Munim, protended to disco^e^ in the accounts of the firm a 
eertain item of 15 laklis which they alleged was due by the firm to the Durbar on account 
of certain tnmsactitm which occurreil in Svt, 1854, or sixty-fivo years previously, while the firm 
was protected by the guarantee of the British Government. The petitioner contends that this 
alleged debt of 15 lakhs is utterly false, and asserts that tlic claim was coiu'ocled by his 
fraudulent ex-Munim, together with Narayenbhai, in order t(» give the Durbar a safe opjwrtimity 
of plundering the firm. The claim thus concocted was immediately pressed by the Durbar, and 
the petitioner’s mother was forcibly compelled to sign a bond for the whole amount of the 
aJlcgo«l debt with inteiest, making up a total Hum of 20 lakhs or 200,000/. <»f English mon<;y. 
In order to secure her signature on tnia Iwnd the petitioner’s mother was kept in confinement 
in her own hoiibc for one month, three of her confideDtlal clerks were imprisoned, and no one was 
allowed to lia\e access to her until she had complied with the Durbnr’s wishes and had signi'd 
the bond, which was the sigDal for commeiu'ing the plunder. The lady finally com^iellod to 
sign the l>ond on Kartag Sud 4tb, Svt. 1920, ami an iig^cmcnt was taken from her to pay the 
whole amount of 20 lakhs in instalmentH of 3 lakhs per annum. Two instalmentH wen^ actually 
(Miid for the years Svt. 1920 and 1921, lunounting to 6 lakhs. In tht' year Svt. 1922, for some 
reason or other which is not apparent, the payment of the instulmcnte was discontinued. The 
Ixmd, however, was not enueeUed, and the amount of 6 lakhs which hod Iwen paid on the 
fliit'iigth of this fraudulent bot.d has never been repaid to Jio firm. Viffc detailed explanation, 
Schoilule II., Case 37. 

Tbe Durbar’s explanation of the petitioner’s 3rd head of complaint is (*haract('ristic. It U 
assorted that the jewels appropriated by tbo present Mahurajali were given by the ptdilioncr as# 
iNasarana, on the canuellation of tho bond for tbe 20 lakhs above referred to; and it is represented 
that tbe caneollation of the bond was nn act of grace on the part of Mulhurnio Gnckwai'. 
Considering the fact that the bond had remained m abeyance siuoo the year Svt. 1921, whi'n 
the last instalment was paid, and cousideriug tho circumstances under which the bond bad been 
originally extorted, the surrender of it by the present Gaekwur was a Homewlmf ambiguous act 
•of grace. Khimderao Qaokwar first employed tbe bund to plunder Hari Bliogti’s firm of 6 lakhs 
of rupees, and Mulhurroo Gaokwnr has employed tbe same bond to plunder the i^etitioncr of 
jewels amounting to 5 lakhs of rupees in value, under tho shallow disguise of perfprming an act 
of generosity. 
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The exploaatiott of the Durbar regarding the petitioner'll 5th head of oomplamt, via*, that the 
releoBo for the Ka 76,000 was pven Toluntaxily, U \uider the oirounutanoes ainiply incredible. 
To Hay nothing of the fact that the petitioner was a minor, and under the protection of die 
Purlutf at the time, it is simply incredible that a busmess firm would have, without an^ i^on 
whatever, waived their chum to three-quarters of a Gkkh. The petitioner moreover dutinetiy 
states that he was forcibly compelled to give a deed of release. 

The causes assigned by the Durbar for the resumption of the petitioner's villages and 
allowances ore simply unintelligible. The petitioner is only one of numerous oomplainants who 
have been despoiled in a similar mannor without any vtiid reason whatever except that the 
Durbar wished to pobsess themselves of prop(»rty belonging to Baroda subjects in the easiest and 
most direct fashiqp. 

No explanation has been afforded regarding the petitioner’s 7th bead of complaint. facts 
speak for themselves. * ’ 

Rogardifig the 8th and 9lh su1>jecta of complaint, the explanation of the Durbar can hardly 
be accepted. Girdhur Tricnm was the individual appointed by the Durbar who hod wrought 
such ruinous loss on the firm that the petitioner was readily induced to ])ay a Nazorona Ibr nis 
removal; but contidenng that Girdhur Tricum was the Durbar's own nommoo, the exaction of 
a Nazorana for his renioval was utterly iirepostorous. The statement that the petitioner sub¬ 
sequently applied for his services is, under the oircumstonces, simply inon^dible, besides being 
distinctly deniiKl by the petitioner. 

The Hesident having completed his review of the whole of this very disgraceful cose, l>eus 
earnestly to invite to it the most eaioful attention of the (lommission. The jietitionor, it b«' 
reiu6ml>erod, is the representative of n princely Imnking firm lutiniutoly oonneetoil witli the 
history of Ihc Guekwar, and well known throughout the whole of the Presidency. Tho facts of 
the case are substantiated by ovidcoco of uiiuDl>eachal)lc character, aud no more glaring inatanco 
of spoliation on a ^gontio scale has ever been made public. 


Case No. 39. 

Floogino Case. 

With roforence to this case, the Sir Fouzdar Bnlwuntnio Yebhwunt, one of the Durbnr agents 
now present, by whom the trial was held, hands in the procei^lingB in th<‘ case, which he states 
contain full particulars of thi* trial, and all information as to wliat tisik place at the trial whicli 
was held botbro him. Ho further states that the confessions were taken down in his presence 
and signed by tb(‘ prisoners before liim, in the course of the pro(*eedings, and that these pro¬ 
ceedings wore cora]>leted, and the sentence of punihhment pronounced, before punishment was 
inflicted. Flis attention being drawn to the fai^ that certain ot tho depositions arc unsigned by 
him, he states that it has so happened by oversight. 

A translation of the procei^duigs has lieen made by Rao Saheb Balkrishna, the Mamlaidar, 
attached as translator to the Commission, which will be found recorded in the file. 


SrBBTANCE of thc CuiMiNAi. Casb No. lt)2 pf 1873. 

Criminal Proceedings held before the Chief Foujdari Ofiicor*at Baroda. 

% 

Dated Falgun Vadya 4ih, Tuesday, 
Svt. 1920. Miireh 18th, 1873. 

Tho following accused persons aro^ present lielbre th<‘ Court on a charge of administering 
poison to TatiaUi Pf)war, and inquiry im cvimmeuced :— 

1. Accused, Dajiba lluri Powar ; by caste, a Morailia ; uge, about 25 years ; occa|)ation. that 
of a Kamati hi the employ of Government ; resideuee. at Baroda, in Kalupura. 

2 . Ditto, Ganu Inn Dhondt Dei re; by easte, a 5fanitha; age, about 29 yt^nrs; oeeu|iatIoii, 
the samfe as No. 1; residence, at Baroda, iu New Bazar. 

3. Ditto. Yithoba bin Bapuji Nikani; by caste, u Momtha; ngi*, about 45 years; occu¬ 
pation, the same as No. 1; residence, at Baroda, in Walupnra. 

4. Ditto, Raghu bin Babaji Sawat, by caste, a Marathn ; a^, about 32 years ; occupatum, 
that of a servant in Government StUakhanu ; residence, at Baroda, in the Government palace. 

6 . Ditto, Narayen bin Shivba; by caste, a Yamijara; age, about 40; occupation, that of a 
Govemm^t attendant; residonce, at Baroda, in Ii^arl Pith. 

0 . Ditto, Lakshman bin Pandoba More; by caste, a Maratha; age, about 35 years; 
occupation, that of a Khidmutgar or attendimt in •Tamdarkhana; residence, at Baroda, near 
Paninte. 

7. Ditto, Fatteh AU Aminudin; by caste, a j^orahi age, about Ifi'years; occupation, that 

of a Goomtista (agent or Karkun)j residence, at Baroda, in Mogal Yada. * 

8 . Ditto, Rancdiod Deoji ^ by caste, Ghanchi i ago, about 16 yeora; occupation, that df a 
dealer or trader; residence, at Baroda, near Rancliod Mandir. 



i 10 D aomuMflicpraa ttnww w «ianw rowar, oy wxma jn a oua oauea 

" fllupikhandi” which was £^yezi him to cat at the time of his mealsi where^ the said Tsftiaha 
Poww died tho next diay» FaL^ Vadjya 3rd (Monday mornum), and that iNos. 7 and 8 Sold the 
arsemp to accused, Nos* 1 anO* Thu offence cornea within the scope of the Fouzdari dedlswnv 
Na Accused, Nob, 1,2, 3, an4 7, jplead guilty, and Nos. 4, 3, 6, and 8 plead not gnilty. 

Tim following are the pa|>ers of inquiry record^ in this case^-- 

Na !• Oomplaint lodged by Lakahmi,'widow af Jotifoa Katkar, and mster to the deceased 
Tatiaba Powar. 

Na 2, Stotement of aoonsed, Na I, Dajiba bin Hari Powar. 

Mo. 8. Statement fk acouaed. No. 2, Gsmu bin Dhondi Bevra 

Na A Statement of aoouaed, Na 3, Yithoba bin Bal^i Nikam. 

Ma 5. Statement of accused, Na 4, Baghu bin Babaji Sawat 

No. 6. Statement of aocuaed, Na 5, Narayeu bin Sivlm, Vaxjara 

Ma 7. Statement of accused. Mo. 6, Lakshman bin Pandoba More. 

No. 8. Statement of accused, Na 7, Fatteh Ali Aminudin fioruh. 

Mo. 9. Statement of accused. No. 8, Kanuhod Deyji 

No. 10. Keport of medical men, Narayeurao and Adorjl 

On a oonsideratiou of these papers recorded as Nos. I to 10, it wpoars that on a certain day 
tho accused, Nos. 2, 3, 4, 0, 6, and 7, thought of killing the ilamf^, Tatiaba Powar, by pdmi- 
nistering to him some poisonouh substance. It wan HupiKised by them that by so doing thet 
appointment held by the said Tatialw, would be couforred by (Jovernment on the aroused, No. 5, 
Kaghu Bawat, and that ho (B^hu), promisi^ the other arcuHtd to provide them with situatiouR 
on beizm so uonunated in Tatiaba's place, instigated the Hccusod, No. 2, Daji bin Kari Powar, 
No. 3, Kamati Ganu bin Dhondi, aud No 4, Kamati Yitbu bin Babaji Nikam, to proooe<l to the 
commission of this foul deed. An opportunity occurred on Falgun Vodya 2nd (Sunday 
iimrning), at about eight o’clock, when the accused, Nos. 2 aud 3 went to the sliop of Nurudin 
Borah, a supplier of medicinal drugs to Oovernnieat, nud managed to obtain from hm (hiomasta, 
the aoousod No. 8, Fatteh Ali, about a tola of arseuic, under the pretext of its being needed for 
medicinal xiurposes. This poisonous substance was shown by tliom to accused, No. 4, Kamati 
Vithu, aud tho matter form^ the subject of conversation iiy the accused. Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 
7, amuugst theiiisclves. AfttT this, at about three </clock p.m., the accused, No. 2, Daji bin 
llari Powar, pro^)Hred t)»e dish called shrikhand,’* and mixi^d in it the arsenic ^uded to. The 
pot in which the " slurikhand'* was put was closed ujj by tying » rumai (haudkerchiof) over its 
mooth. After this, the deceased, Tatiaba Powar, together with the accused, Nos. 2 to 7, pro¬ 
ceeded to the parade ground, where the ceremony of sprinkling (S)loarod ]X)wdcr in celebrationV»f 
tlie Iloli festival took place. They ail returned lu tlie evening to tho palace, when tho deiy^osed 
Tatiaba asked tho aescused. No. 2, JDajiba Powar, t) give him somclliiug to eat, as he iclt 
hungry. Tlic accused. No. 2, told him that he had piopaiod theshrikhand.” Tho aoimscd, 
Nos. 2, 3, and 4, also propsired luod as usual, and called th(> deceased Tatiaba and othi^rs to cut. 
At (ho time of serving the meal, the decoast'd Tatiaba aud accused, No. 5, wore given the dish 
** shrikhand.” The docodsed Tatiab.v aU* it with aWdity, but the ac*cusod, No. 5, Kaghn Sawut, 
carefully ubstaiued, pretending tbit ho could not cat, mving to a pain in his stomach. After the 
lapse of some time the poisonous drug contained in the " shrikliuud” took effect, and Tatiaba 
nt^about 12 p.m. ibut night began to purge and vomit. After a while the dectnisedV sister, 
litucahmiba(‘, complamant Ncs 1, oame to the palace uiid asked him, while yet conscious, wliat 
was the mutter with him* Tho dec(>as(Hl Tatiaba told lior that the accuseil, No. 2, Doji bin llait 
Powar, bad iiiduoed him to eat of the ** shrikbaiid,” and had tn^acherousiy mixed with it Home 
poisonous drug. Upon this information the medical uuni. No. 10, Narayenrao Veuuyekrao aud 
Adarjeo Jamsedji, wpre sent for. They saw him, and prescribed many remedies ; but his case 
became ho^loss, and ho at last expired on Mouday morning (Falgun Vadyir3rd). The accused. 
No. 2, Uaii bin Hari Powar, makes a confession to the above effect. In the same way the 
accused, Mo. 3, Ghinu bin Dhondi Devre, confesst^s to having gouo in company with the accused. 
No. 2, and brought the arsenii' alluded to from accused, No. 8, and of its having been mixed 
with toe “ sluikUand.” Blmilarly toe accused. No. 4, Vitholia bln Babaji Nikam, admits in his 
statemont that the acoubod, Nos 2 and 3, after having brought the poison, informed him of the 
fact, and showed it to him. Ho further states tliut the reason of adminlRtoring poison to Tatiaba 
wius that accused, No. 5, B*aghu, was to succeed him in his situatioD, and that Ksghu had given 
him and the others assuranoa that they would all be provided with situatioaB from Government. 
The accused. No. 6, Baghu, deuieH this story m toto. But from the statements of aoousod, 
Nos. 2, 3,' aud 4, as well as from tho ciroumstanoc that he did eat the ** shrikhand ” wluoh 
was served him by too aeoused, No. 2, Daji, when ho sat in company with tho deceased Tatiaba 
to take his meal, pleading the &lse oxoose that he woe suffering from pain in his stomach, it 
nfpeara clear that he was implicated in the peipetration of the toul deed The aocuaed, No. 6, 
Namyen bin Bhivba Vaiyata, and Na 7, Lakshoian bin Pandolm More, pload total ignorance of 
the above affitir in their reepeotive statemenCs. They admit having aooompanied Tatiaba to the 
piaoe where the eereoumy of tho liqiriakiing of ooloarod powder took place, but deny ai^ know¬ 
ledge of the pononing. This latter statement is fitlse, as toe accused, Nos. 2, or 3 aaud 4, show 
that toey were their aooomphoes. As oil these persons used to live together, it shows that they 
(aeoused, Nos. 6 and 7,) were oonoerned in toe porpetration of this murder. The aocused* 
No. 8, Fetteh Ali AmiiKidia, aUpwe hi his statomotft that when the aoouaed, Nos. 2 and 8, comb 
to bis shop and mkoA far aea e nio, telling him that itiras required for Idlling* mice, ho gave thelit 


tliat dirtig, about a tola in i^reight, on the ittovninj? of Suntiay, the 2nd Off F&Igon Vadya* As 
regard** the aocuf»ed, No, 0, Shanchl Banchodj the necutted. No. 2, Dajlbft bitt Ileri Pownf, hae 
stated thni hr brought the aTbenie Irnm Ida (RonohodV) shop, but the said Ranohod Devji deniefl 
thia in hi'* statomeat. On a nearch being made at hiH Iiouho n quantity of areonio -wm found iu 
his shop; and Dra Narayenrao and Adiirji certify in their report that the deceanod Tatiaba 
Pf>wnr’8 death was brought about by the otFwN of poison which had been swallowed by him. 

Ah it has Iteen moved IVom tliw evidence, as ^Iho from the confeHsions fjf accused, that tlw 
SnrUari damdar Tatwba Pownr whh deprivoi of his life l)y the above-mentioned prisemerH admi- 
TiiHloring to him poison in the dish called ** shrikhand,” *iiid the papt'rs in this ease having been 
explained to flis ilighneHs the Maharajah, the following heiitenee has l>een passed in aocoi^ance 
with hi» orderH, viz, that the accused, Nos. 1,2,3, 4,5,6, 7, and H, shall, in eonsoquence of their 
comiotiou of this offence, be whi])ped with 12 stripes each nt each of the following stations, viz., 
the four gates, th(* nmiiihi, the house of the deoeasod Tatiaba, and near tho Hoopur platform, 
and that they shall cacli suffer rigoroiiH imprisrmment for life It waH fiirthe*r proclaimed 
throughout the cffcy of llnroda that anyone in future committing or being implicated in similar 
iiUHdoeds would be similarly punished. 

* (Signed) liAi.wuNTnA.o Yzmvrvsr, 

Endorsement to tlie rflbct that tho above punishment of whipping has Im^'u indicted, and that 
the jaisoneiH l»cen forwarded to the jail with « yndee, No. 1105, to tho addrens of tho jail 
officer. It b(»ing time for the closing of the c<‘Us the necessary warrants could not l>e prepared. 
The necessary notifications have been issued. Date, the same as alwve. 

(Signed) Balwcntbao Yifl'iirwuNr. 

Read and recorded at No. 11 in this cau'j a report^ No. 633, received from the jail officer, 
stating that of the prisoner'*, Non. 1 to 8, piisonerNo 2, (Janu bin Dlumdi l)e\i‘c, die<l on IiIh 
way to tho jail. Date, the Name ah above. 

(Signed) lUiiWUNi'BAo Ykbiiwunt. 

The necessary warrants, Nos, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, of the prisoners. Non. 1, 3, 4, 6, 6, 7, 
axid 8, have lK*en issued this day in the lumie of the jail officer. Date, Chaitra Sluidli 6, 
Svt. 1929, Si-d April 3873. 

" (Signed) B\lwuntrao Yeshwdnt. 


One Amtha Dovji, brother to )>riHOiicr, No 1, Ranchod Deyji, subniitted a ])etiti<m this 
day, repr<*s<»nting that his brtithor has liecn very ill in the jail. Amtha, on being taken before 
Jlis Highness the Mahamjidi, and his brother's rnso bc*ing explaim*d, tlM‘ Maharajah dircctc<l 
that the b(‘ntenc 0 of iiiipiisonineiit already ncidei'goiie by him was sufficient, and that the 
reiDiiinder might l>e remit tod An order. No. 686, hns accordingly been issued to tJie jail officer 
to roleiibe tho prisoner. No 8, R:incli(K3. Dated Bhadrapud Vudya 33th, Svt. 1929, lOtli 
St*ptcmber 1873. 

(Sifj^ied) Bat.wtjjjtuao Ykshw unt. 

Thej(‘ being a lunar eclipse to-day. His Ilighn(*ss the Maharajah v<‘rbally ordoml that 
some priHonei'rt should be released, and on the Htalenient containing the register being brought 
before the Malmrajah, prihonerH in this case, No. 4, Kagliu bin Bnbaji, No. 6, Nuraycn bin 
Slii)ba Vangara, No. 6, Lakshmun bin Bandoba More, and No. 7,»Katteh Ali Amlnudin, wwe 
under hm (Ma)ianijuh’s) orders icl( used nt tho time of the ccHpscit. Dated Kaitick Vtidya Ist, 
Svt. 1930, 6th November 1873 

(Signed) BxiiWtJNTUAO Yesiiwunt. 

Pfikcisof the Vernacular (Marntlii and Guzerathi) Papei-H of Evidence uncorded in Criminal Cohc 

No 102 of 1873. 

1. Complmnt on solemn affirmation Rubuiittcd lafon^ Bidwuntrao Yeshwuut by one Lak^iimt, 
widow of Jotibfl Katkar, dated Falgun vad 4th, Svf. 1929, rcprcHonting that her brother, 
Tatiaba Powur, was inuidci-cd by Dajl Kamati, who adminiHtenHl to him {H)ison in a dish called 

ehrikhand," and tlmt in support of this charge tlu^rc were three witne-^seh, Eshvanta bin Bapuji, 
Raghu bin Bujirao, and Vithu bin Babaji. She begs that inquiries may be instituted in tho 
matter, and the offender brought to punishment. 

2. StatomentoftheaoouwidjNo l,DA.TiB-t niN llAAiPowAB(takon beforeBalwuntraoYeshwunt, 
but does not bear that officer's signature), is dated Falgun vad 4th, Monday, Svt. 1929, in which 
he deposes tliat tho deceased Tatiaba Powar had diiuoted him yesterday to prepare shrikhand ” 
for him. which he prepared that day about 3 p.m., and put in a vessel, the mouth of which was 
doRcd by him, the room in which it wan kept beiog locked. When he returned that evening to 
the palace, Tatiaba informed him* that he was hun^y, and that he therefore placed the 
** shrikhand " befort* him; meanwhile his food was brou^t in a plate by one Eshvantrao Kamati, 
and Tatiaba sat down to cat. That he placed bofove him the shriklumd’* about threo-qnarters 
of a seer in weight, the wlmle of which muo* ^sitan 1^ iiim. At about midnight Tatiaba began to 
j^ge and vomit, and about five next morning he was taken to his house by \m sister, 
Liikshmibae. Meantime newb was received that l&tiaba bad died. He is ignorant of the cause 
of ids death. He did not put any poison in tho ** shrikhand,'" nor was he instigated by others to 
do bo. Ho saw Tatiaba sorne time aller his meal, and fie was purging and vomiting, Ho 
edmplainod of a burning sensation in his body. The shrikhand'' was prepared by Uu alone. 



Further rtaiteiiiBxii of the eoousedj ISo* I, I>a^i% tohen be&re BolvostraoTcahwimt (but dtM» 
Bot beer ibat offices ngiuiture), hsa ^ wme deto, but, ioeteed of MondeyA !iWdey ie written 
there. The aoeUBed states as fdlowB:—On the ni^t of Sunday lent, the " anrikhand ” which 
he had given Tattaba to mt was mixed by him with white powder of arseiuc. This arsenic 
was brotaght to him by the accused Lakshman More and Ohanu Oerrc from the shop of accused 
Fatteh AH, and was about half a tola in weight Accused Vithu Ramati and Karayen Vat^ra 
are also aoi'OmpHoos in iliis act. The reason of Tatiaba's being poisoned woe that accused Bs^hu 
Sawnt some four days back said tliat if Tatiabi^ wci|| poisoned and died ho would get his plaoCf 
and thoroby be able to provide all with employment under Government. Being thus instigated^ 
he together with others did this act The accused Raghu Sawat was served with the 
** shrikhand/’ but he did not eat it, as he knew it had poison in it. Thu arsenic was not 
brought from a bania’e shop. 

3. Statement of the accused, No. 2, Ghanu bin Dhotstdiba Moryc, taken before Balwnntmo 
Yeshwiint (but cloes not bear that officer's siguature), is dated Fnlgun vad 4th, Toeeday, 

The accused' Ghanu denies having any knowledge of the cause of the death <n Tatlaba Powar, 
but he simply heard, as he lives near him, tliat he died on Monday last As his (accused 
Ohanu’s) mother died at that time lie wah embarrassed in his affairs, and therefore .ho knew 
nothing of that matter. Ifc does not knew who prepared the ** shrlkliarid ** and whether any 
poisonous substance was put in it. lie knows noinlng about that affair. 

Further statement of the same accused, taken the same day, but does not boar the signature of 
Balwuntrao Yeshwnnt. The accused states :—The above statemeut is not true, but what he states 
now is true, lie did not bring the arsenic biin8<*lf, but it was given him by accused Dajiba 
Kainati to be kept with him and given liiui back when required. He gave it back to him at 
about nine o'clock, when ho (Dajiba) returned from his house. He was aware of the evil 
intention of the accused Raghu Hawat, Dajiba, and Vithu to make Tatiuba swallow the poison 
iu curds and thereby to kill liiin. On Smidtiy following, the accused Dajiba mixod the powder 
of arsenic in the ** shrikhand ” prepared by him, and it was eaten by Tatiaba. The reason of 
doing this was that the accused Raghu SuM'ut wished to deprive Tatiaba of his place. All this 
intrigue he was awaiv of. 

Further Statement of the same accused, taken the same day, but does not bear the signature 
of Biilwuntruu Yeshwuut The acoused states:—It was he, and accused Daji who brought the 
]>owdcr of arsciiio fioin the accim^d Fatteh All, Gouuiasta of Nurndin Borah, under the pretext * 
that it was required for medicinal purposes. 

4. Statement c)f nccusod, No. 3, Vitiiob.v iun Babaji Nikam, taken Indore Balwuntrao 
Yeshwiint, but does not bear his signature. It is dated Falgun vad 4th, Tuesday, Svt. 1929. 
The accused states:—lie i«» not aware of the cauMc of Tiitiiiba's ileatli. Ho only knew yc'^terdiiy 
(Monday) that Tatiaba had died H(‘ kuovvh nothing about tlie preparation of the shrikhand," 
or whether any i>oison was ndministered to Tatiaba. 

Further statement of the same accused, taken before the same offi(‘cr the same day, but does 
not bear his signatun* The above statement U not true, but what ho now states is true. Some 
four or liv(‘ days ago, the nccusod Dajiba Kamali, Ghanu Sawat, and Lakshman were sitting on 
a ternico and thought of poisoning Tatinhn Accordingly ou Sunday last, accused Diyiba 
prepared the ** simkhand," and mixed with it powder of arsenic. Dajiba gave tliia to Tatiaba to 
eat. nnd the latter ate it. He is not aware from wliat place Dajiba brought the arsenic The 
ry^UHon of <loing nlt^tliis wnathat Dajiba expected to gi^t I'utiahu's phico, and Daji also mentioned 
tliat even if the accused Kag^iu got TatialuiV pJaci^, he (accused Vithu) would lie provideil with 
u situation. * « 

Further statement dr the same oceused, taken the same day, but docs not l>ear the signaturo 
of Balwuntrao Yeshwmit. The accused says:—He did not go with acc'uscd Daji to bring arsenic. 
Accused Daji nnd Ghanu are tlio persons who brouglit it from the Govcmmeiit Borah's shop. 
This fact having been told him by them, be replied that tl|py had dune rightr He did not say this 
iM^bro, because ho was told by accused Raghu and Ghana not to divulge tlic secret even if ho 
were l)caten. 

6 , Statement of the accused. No. 4, RAatrr bin Bajt Sawat, taken before Balwuntrw) 
Yeshwuni, but does not bear his signature. It is dated Falgun vad 4th, Tuesday, S'rt. 1929. 
The accused says:—()n the night of Falgun vad 2nd, Sunday, Tatialia Fowar was all 

right. At nliout 8 ]).ui. Tatiaba and hunsclf sat down to eat. Both Were served with 
** shrikhamUTatittbu ate it, but he, Raghu, could not eut it, as ho had a pain in his stomach. 
It is a fiiot that after some time, about 12 o'clockluidiiight, Tatiaba began purging aud vomiting, 
an<l Uuit ho died on the morning of Monday following. Ho did not tell Lakshman More and Ghanu 
Devre to bring arsenic, nor does he know' whether or not ucousod Dajiba had ]mt any poison in 
the “ ehrikhand.” He and Dajiba Komati are at variance with each other. He dhl not see the 
aocusod Dajiba preparing the ^‘ahrikliaad," and does not know when it was jireparcd by him. 

6. Statement of the accused, No. 5, Narayen bin Suivba Vanjaua, taken betbve Bal- 
wuntrao Yeshwunt, but does not bear that officer’s signature. It is dated Falgun vad 4th, 
Tuesday, Bvt. 1929. The aoeused pleads ignoranc^e^ of tho cause of the death of Tatiaba, and 
denies everything as regards the ab^ related af^r. 

7. Staitement of accused, No. 6, Laeshmah bin PanpoBaIMobx, taken before Balwuntrao 
Yeshwunt, but dooa not bw that officer's siguature. It is dated Falgun rad 4th, Tuesday, 



^ 1990 . file iow not of^ riekwH «H 4 . aiHiW 

b^ iras imp]^ informaa,,^^ mrU At the pa^ M ISe 

Wnetber or not Tatiaba ate ** uinkhaad,'* tod does not know br whom It pronai^ Tbojro 

yma no cwnsaltatu^^betweeo aQonsed 'Raghu and bimaelf aljont anya0iiv<^ ho wm not 

ooncomed in btingW any anenio. Ho does not know anything about it He l^s no enmity 

against the acous^ SigL 




BXaHOS. * 


(}U2£Ba:i^ Dsfositions. 




Aecuae'Q, No. 7, Fatteh Ali Aminitbin, states;—I am aOoomasta (servant) of the Govern¬ 
ment Borah Kurudin Miakhan. The day before yesterday, Fidgim vod Snd, Hunday, Qoveminont 
Ejamati Ghana and Daji, who arc now present, came early lii the morning to my shop and asked for 
arsenic for the purpose of kilHng mts. Consequently I brought and gave, without weighing, 
about half SLtQla«of^tho poison, which was in a tin box m my master’s house. No reodtd was kent, 
and no price was taken, but it was given without payment The tin box which eontuns the 
arsenic in my master’s house is’prpduced by me. Fal^n vftd 4th, Tuesday, Samvat 1929. 

Before me. 

(No signature.) 

Aooused, No. 8, Rakohiiod I)evji, states1 bavu never sold arsenic to Dqji bin Hari, a 
Kamatii, who is now jirosent My master, Narayon Dwarkadas, soils arbonic at his shop, hut he 
does not sell it in a^body without a permit from tlie Giwermncnt. 

Question*—Daji Kamati says timt you have given lum the arsenic. How do you explain 
this ? 

Answer.—1 ba%e sold no arsenic. 

Before me. 

kVdgun vad 4th, Samvat 1929. (No signature.) 

8 . Report of the medical men named Narayenrno Venayek and Adarji Jamsedji, dated Falgiin 
vad 3rd, Svt' 1&29. It bears the indorsomont of its having bi^on rec'ordod in the ca^, but there 
i« no siguaturo of Balwuntrao Yeshwunt below it. They staleYesternight id about 12 o’clock 
t)iey were soot for by the Durbar, and on arrival wore ordered to examine* Tatiaba as he* was 
very ill Tatiaba was purging and vomiting for n long time and w)h suffering much from a burn¬ 
ing MMisatiou in his stomach and nil over his body. Looking to the date of his sufferings they 
recognised signs of Tatiaba having swallowed some poisonous substance. Several ibraiciiies 
were given to lessen the offecti of the poison, but they wore of no avail Ho at loat died in the 
morning and his nails turned black. Judging from the symptoms and tijqieantaccs they cannot 
arrive at auy other conclurion tlian tliis, tiiat his (Tatiaba’s) death wiih the result of his having 
partaken of somt* poison. 


SlTB^^TANCB of the GuZERATl YaDK. 

Yad f^im the jail Komdar to tin* ehiof officer of lluziir Fouzdaii.—The following prisoners 
with feltora wore sent for imprisonment along with your yad No. 1105 :— 

1 Raghu Libaje Hawut. 1 Vithu bin Baji. 

, 1 Fattoh Ail Aminudin. J Ghanu.bin DhoftilMi. 

1 Lukshmun Vithoba More 1 Kanchod Deyji. 

« I Daji Hari!)a. > 1 Narayon Shpvba Vanjaro. 

f * 

Out of the above eight persons the ]>risrmer Giianu hm Dboudiba <]iea on the way, and hie 
coipso was brought in u eart and mode over to me. Rveluding this prisoner, 1 have rooedved 
seven i>ersona 'fhey have been put in irons and confined separately. 1 have written this for 
your iiiibrmation. * 

(Signed) Bhujanorao Mokjiisbvak. 

Falgun vad 4th, Tuesday, Svt. 1929. Ni&bat BAtVANTRAO Eshvant. 

To Bal>a BahiK 

Of the *nght persous token out to be publicly disgraced to-day, tht* prisoner Ghanu bin 
Dhondi died on hi^ way. Kamiiii Tatiabia, who went to inform the Maliamj of this, received 
an oidentiiat tlio dead body should !)e taken to the jail in a cart. Accordingly the Jemadar of 
the Kutcherry has couvoycu th(* ooqjso to the jail, and I am awaiting instructions fur its disposal. 

(Signed) Bxivjakoicao MouEsnvAB. 

Falgun vad 4th, Svt. 1929. Nibbai BAtVAHTRAo EsbTaWt. 


1 

Final'Statevekt tbe Rbbidenx. 


^ Baroda, 7th January 11^74. 

/.n outline of tho main [mints in this ea«A has keen mven in Schedule Na ll„ and in oon- 
tinifutiou thereof the Bestdent npw begs to sub^ the accompanyi^ detailed pomment on 
the judioitd prooeedings of the Durbar produced isi Court on the i7th jQeoember last 


2. The 'tlesideiit 'woM ebasK^ that lie had no toBortonky of inspooting the original nroceed- 

_.:i .Li_ 1 -SA u— iu-. a:., in __a_. .» 


^ I 



to ilw ^fuattuGtet of lltk wiy Monotit OMf mtmiXiy <0rioiuS> be wonld eub&dbTiA come* 
cpMnoe of the oontemptaom oondmt of the Durbar fu eoiuiectieik: tHth k from the AM 

3 . Qu the 17tli December the Keaident offered to produce the wives of the tu^b pmonCM IttlU 
in jeO, to show that severe domng preceded the alleged eonfesston*; it was decided> however, 
bv the Oommissnm not to go into the detaila of ^ case, hut to obtain a general statement ol 
toe &cts from the Durbar agents Balwuntrao Yeipwunt, who had conducted it. Under these 
oizouinataiioes the case 0 ^ remained open for inquiiy. 

4. l^is official however^ in answer to the rery reasonable request of the President of the 
Oomtnission that he wonld fovour them with a brief explanatory account of the 'cirouaistanees 
as they occurred from the be^iung, declined to do so, under the protenoe that as a member 
of the Durbar he could not allow himself to be examined by the Oomiuission without the orders 
of the Mahsrqja, or words to that effect Ho evehtually consented to put in ceilain procoedingB, 
and to verify them in the manner rewrded by the Ooitimission. ^ 

5. The Besident regrets to be ^>buged to record, in the interest** of justice, that the manner and 
bearing of the Sir Fouzdai Balwuntrao Yoshwunt on this an ncii as other occasione before the 
Commission was not such os to con\ov a sense oi his (Tedibility us a Durbar agent, atiil If wiU 
be seen front a perusal of the alleged eonfessions which hn then put in, none of which tiro 
attested by his signature, that without the explanntojy statement wbieb the C/omniissK# disked 
for, and the Sir Fouzdar declined to make, no light whatever is thrown upon the current of 
events as they took place in thi^ ^se between nTK>ul 0 p.ni on Sunday, the 1 Gth of March last, 
and 10 or 11 o’clock p>m. of Tuesday, the 18th idem. 


6. Thai omission, however, the Bosidont is now in a position to supply in somewhat fuller 
detail tliau has oh'eady lit^cn given in the petition of Bontn Ilaesanbbai which accompanied hih 
letter to Government, No dated 27th October last. 

7. It appears that on Sunday, the 16th of March, the dt^M^ased Tatia Powar^tdok part in the 
general lloolce ceremonies, during which he was exposc'd in the Mm iu wot clotlich for sovornl 
houra Tn the evening ho ntomed home, wa«dted with (old water and lime juice in order to 
remove the stains of too red iK>wdcr that had been thrown ovtM him, and partook freely of liquor 
writh his dinner. L^atcr agtiin in the e\ening, viz., between 8 and 9, he appears to have (Tatoii a 
large quujitity of an indigestible dish called “ Shrikhand,’' and to have drunk mon* Bpiiits, not 
long after which he Hoerus to have l)ecn seiziMl with Asiatic cholera, the natuml couseqivmec of 
the ex])Osi)r('^(*, that he had undergone throughout the day; and iu eorroboratiun of this liow 
of the case the following ovidenee is forthcoming:— 


Borati K()KijT)IN Miaktian, medicine seller to fh<> Haroda (tovemment, states ou soleum 
affirmation, befon* tlu' ilesidcnt, on 5th Januaiy 1874, that he was summoned to the pulaco 
at 10 pm. on 16th ol March last, when Tatia Powni was taken ill. Maharaja’s chief Hakim 
was pn'sont at that time He questioned Tatm regntdiug his illuess, which he did not attribute 
to poison. Witness believed that Tatia was suffeiing froui Asiatic cholera. John, doctor, 
Adcrji, d(KStor, and Narayeniao, doctot, eamc, and all of tluun expressed tb(t' opinion that the 
{Nitient was suffering from chok^a Poison was not siiokeu of by any of them- Had such 
suspicion existed, amidotes would have been used. On the second day after Tatia's deato, 
witocHs was summoned to tho Fouzdai i, togoth(3r with his two GooniasPia Ho there saw three 
of the accused persons lying in an almost insensible state from beating, bodi(*8 lac'orated and tied" 
with n>pes; did not scS xhe dogging, but he was informed that th(*y were flogged iu front of tbo 
Fouzdori One of these fl(*cused, named Ghanu, pointed to his Goomastu, Fateh Ali, as the 
person by whom poison was bold Fateh Ali denied having sold any poison The Fouxdnr 
thereu^ion called the witness downstairs and appeah^d ta him Ho stat^ that he kept all 
jMiisons in his own (barge, and that Fateh Ali could not possibly liavo sold any poison, as 
allegiHl Notwithstanding this explanation, FaUOi Ali waa flogged at the Fouzauti till he 
eonfessod to having sold the poison Witness repeated that the confession wub false, bc<*auso he 
kept th(' poisons himself, and he asked thnt Government sepoys might bo sent with him to his 
house, when he would satisfy them on this point He did so, but nevertheless he was fined 
Bs. 6,000. After this Fateh Ali and others wore publMy flogge^d through the city. 

Witness Tl., Bobau Fatu Ali, states, ou solemn affirmation, that abouf noon on TucB^i|y,the 
18th of March, ha went to tlu^ Fouzdari on hepring that some Government men wore bring 
beaten. He saw one man flogged until he confessed, in order to increase tbo pain a dc(*octiou 
of salt and obilHes was used. About 1 p.m. the Maharaja oaiue there on bis return fipiri lus 
mid-day drive, and the Foqjdar oonvorsed with him. The man who was being flogged at last 
confossed that he had bought poison from a Ghanchi boy. Witness sahior this returned home. 
At ab(mt ^ the same jday his master, himself, and another Goomasta were called to the 
Foqjdari. Tfiiere was a large ooucourse of people thei'C- A man who had just been flogged 
pointed at witoesSA and said that he had boi^t poison from him. Witness was told by 
Bolwunttaq Yri^^nt to confess, or^that he would be ireated in the same way that the^ottiorb 
had beeh. iKlliness declined to confoss^ not having sord any His then 

told to him' to eorifossf and he desired him to t^toe truto. Vfitnms again 

denied bavitg sowl any* poison. The Fouxdar Balwuntrao uben had his riothes taken offi 




luid he wax bound to a post and xeyerdy flogged. At intervals ho . was dosirod to 
coniesSj and on his refusal the beating was renewed. At last he falsely confessed that he 
bad sold the poison. Witness’s master was then called, and ho stated it to be impossible 
that witness could have sold the poiaim, because ho hept it hiniMelf. 'lie wae raatl© to 
})roduco the poison from his house. A statement was then taken down, and witness was told 
to sign if. Ho declined, and no signature wns at tliiit tiiuo taken from him ; but he was taken 
w’ith fl<ivcn others round the city and flogged in certain streets During this the ucfmsed, 
(Uianu, died. Witness and others received in albiipwnnls of TOO hislies. All were then taken 
to jail. Late at night a Karkun came, atnl forced liiin to sign a stutmieiit which was taken at the 

* . , Fouzdari. He was luMiviiy ironed on legs, hands, and 

ft Id v«ry unuBu . throat,* and was ivlciised on the iK'casiou of the lunar 

eclijwe in KoveiiilMii* last. After being flogged at the Kouzilari before oonfeKMion, witness and 
others w'er<‘ floggcnl lu'ar the jwilace in the ]m*senre of tlie Maharaja; tl«w w’ere then flogged at 
lhf5 Pani Darvaja and eight tithcr plnet's. This flogging lastc<l from 5 p.rn. till 10 p.m., when 
w'itncsH was roleast'cl; lie was vitv sick. His father told him that la* had roex^m'd warning that 
Jio was not to make any 4‘onjplaint to the Itbsident. His fath(‘r, uiifortnnately, died about a 
mont h ago. 

8. The above facts are geiuTally t'ori-olMWated by three (Jftior witnoHses, and from the publicity 
of the proc(5e<lings at the Fouzdari and i‘ls(*wbcr(*, many others could no doubt be obtaiiiod to 
give evidonc*'. 

9. In julditiou to the above evidence th(Te is that of Gujabae, sister of tlic accused Gbniiu 

w[k> WU3 floggi'd to dnith. Slu? ]>r(*sented her [»etitioji to th(' Commission on the 5i2nd of 
l)ee<*niber, two days hefove tlicir departure, and it was handed over by thorn to tlu^ Rcsulent. 
Her statement is as follows r— ^ 

That her brother Ghanu was arresh^d on ^Pnesday, Ihe ^fstb of JVIareb, about mid-day, on 
suspicion of having been concerned in poisoning one* Tatia. Fiuvar. Slu* f4)lIowe<l Ghami to the 
Ftinzdari, in front of which h(‘ wa.s placed in n wooden fraiia's and sevently flogged, A decoction 
of salt and eliillies was upplit^d t4» tin* wounds. Slu* was not allowc'd to go near her brother, so 
did not hear wlmt was said to liim or what he re.plu‘d. 'I'wo or three hours subsequently some 
Borahs came, muj one of tlieni was flogged. In the evening her brother was taken with otliers 

, tiiroiigh tli(‘ city and luiblicly flogged. Owing to his 

Ji.humiin tiTfitniciit of the ilcci'UHOtl persuH. . ^ ‘ t/ » *1 i i j n i 

^ treatment at tlie hoiizdari he eouh! not walk, and was 

bon»e along supported by bamboo sticks. After lie bad been flogged at three or four ])]accs, he 

died in Bajivada. The body was can ied to the jail, and was given to tlie relativca about 10 p.m. 

The body was dr(\‘idfully^ lacerated, nnd the piivatc pai ts wenr seriously injured. Ghana's two 

houses aiul that belonging to witness were <'ontiguou.'<. Next day all the three iiouses and all 

property flu'roiii were attached and cverj’body turned 

C.piuiral confisefttym of both a«i'einK«lV nnd oiit of tlieiii, and they were made over to Lukshnii, 
vitncM’s property. TatiaV sister. Ghaim's two sons, aged eight and four 

years, are alive, and arc utterly destitute. Glianns 
wife is dead. Witness cnnnol state the value of his jiroperty ; her own was worth Rs. 
Witness represents that she has eommitte^l no crime to ilescrvc the, forfeiture, and that she has 
aho hist a ]>oii.sion of Rs. 7 a month, which she used to receive from the Diu'bar. 

The deceased Tatia lived in her ncigiihoiirhood, and none of the neighbours suspected that 1k‘ 
had died from the effects of poison. 

10. Jt is snbiiiitted Ihul these statements supply the information uhieli was required to 
throw light on the Fouzdar’s jiroceedings, viz., tliat in l)»e iutcuwal betwi^cn tho denial of the 
^•nine and confession of it by the accused persoDB, Diiji, Gluiuu, and Vitholm, tlu?y were floggeil 
in order to make them confess that, they were eonccrued in the alleged clinic of jx)is<iriing 1'atia, 
I’ovvar, whereas ibere is reason to believe that no crime was committed, Tatia Fowar having 
died from th<‘ cffl’cts til’ his own iiitemperanei*. 

n. Upon iliis point, in paragraiihg 9 aiul 10 of llu‘ original r<'port which the licsldtmi made 
to Goveminent, No. 1, dated ^.'ith March 1^73, th< Maharajah is stated to have said as 
follows :— 

That a few days ago a confidential body-servant of Ins own, whose particular octuqiation it 
wax to prepare his food, and provide him with drinking-water, &c., had died suddenly after an 
hour or tw(/s illness. That he felt ver\ mucli i^trii*tled and shocked at this, in consequence of 
the man's redution to himeolf as a eonfidentud s<'rvan(, and he <!ven began t^i doubt whether it 
was not the commencement of* sonic * fitur fusad' (these were the words used) against, himself, 
and consequently that he set Ida best men to make inquiries, .xifiing the matter gonernlly, an(l 
ascertaining the cause of death, whicli, if cauBo<l by poison, was to lead to the most strenuous 
efforts being put fort.li to discover the murdiTers. Tlie result of his inquiry was that eight men, 
some of whom belonged to his own housc^hold, were ap]»rohended, and shortly after confesswl 
their crime in liaving mixed arscDic with the iood of the deceased. 

“ H*. His Highness was at first advised to luntg them nil, but this he said he declined to do, 
as he wished to sec what information could be obtained from them in regard to their object; 
<?cc., &c.” 

12. Tt will bo noticed as a moat material circumstauce that neither did the Maharajah in his 
original liccount to tho Resident., nor did the complainant Lakshmi in her dejiosition before the 
Sir Fouzdar, make any allusiga whatever to the fact that the deceased Tatia was said to liave 


j •_.1.^151.....i.- _1. iL.-... U- u„,i 1__ •_j 1- 


TV.*.* tr 




Mardh I7lli, dwe4 of ^ fhlwgfa cHiae« as^< 

i 0 > be * wy prdbeHe KSfklanatiaa of tb6 cauee of the 'deo^eied'a^ ^eatb, aoi 
NOQlid etatement aftet the flog^og noeoes in front of the Fouapdnri, of vhioh we have reoordibd 
■eTldet)oe> that D^i was induct to oriunnato himtieif and aevoral- others; and it ie uycMO e^ch 
ovidonoo, and such done, that the whole case rests as submitted by the Burbsr 
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1873, were, under the cirenmstaneeB, not only natunil, but alwolntolv noeeasary in the interoata 
of humanity and justice. 


15. Those ordeiH were duly coinmunicAtcd to the Durbar, and information A\as call<‘d for on 
certain nointa named by (lovrrninent Siv inojitli*^ elapsed before nny roply was reeoived, and 
then only after a reminder That reply not being considered witisfaetoiy nV (>overnment, the 
Itesidcnl reucivnd oiders lo bnug||tlj( (Mse heloie the CoinnkUsion, in purstnuicc of which in- 
fitnictions he applied to tlic Durbar for th(‘ ]>roeco(linfts in the eaae 

10. These, though lefioatedly asked for, \\(*re not given until the e«He v\as nctually called on 
before the tViumisBion, cind. then the Kesiderit had neither time nor opjKntuiiity to examine 
them, and rhoy were retained to the Dmb.n afror th<' ComnuMsion liad done with thetn. 


17 Jt is, howevci, important to note that the Sh Fonzdui, coiwistently with the actions 
iiiaintaiued by llm Dtnhai thioughout the v^hole case biiicc la-^t April, refuaed, when called upon 
by the Coinmission, to give .m,\ explanation legaidmg them beyond the ouit one reeorded, 

18. Thus from thbt t<* Inst the leasoiinbie lequcbts of the ihnub.i^ Uoveininent, tlic Kesidont, 
and tite Commisaion have In'cn Bysteniatically resisted b) the Durfiar in tliis ease 


EvuiKNCi. in the Flogging ('asc jiioduced by the Siu Foi JDVii before the Commission on the 

17th and 18th Doeembir 187d 


Jhiifjfir Sftift nt( ftf 

Prdcin of the Vein.uulur (M.ii-ithi 'iml 
GtizOratlu) paiMT" of evidtiiee leioided m 
Criminal (Jase No 102, ot lH7d 

I 

1. Coniplauil on s<ih nm iflninstiou sub¬ 
mitted liefou* lldwuntiio bv one 

LvKsumi, widow of .fiUiba Kitkai, ilatcd 
Fidmin V td Itli, >Sain\ It 192M, lepresf ntiir'- 
that Iiei luotlui Talubi C«mai w is mimliud 
bv Dip K.imiti, who idniini-«t( )(d to him 
poison in a diet ealbd sbukh imi,’ ind that 
in '■iipiKUt of till'' (.li.nge ihi’o \\m( thm 
witnesses, Kshv tut i bin llipiiji, K iglm bin 
Haji* M, ,ind Vitim bio Kibiijt. Slie lugs tint 
impiiiie*^ nuy be uistiiut(d into tiu innttei, 
and tin* ofKnder biouglit to puni'‘liim ril 


Rtmu>h'^ hif Hestdnif, 

It will Ik observed tint one Lakdimi, aistor 
of the deceived, is b lid to liavc comjdained on 
Tuesday, the iHth Atareh Int, that one Paji 
Kumti hid poiMiiied her In other Tatia. In 
su)i])oit of Inn statement, ^Ui* is Nt.itod to have 
<all<d tilt three witue ses named. It will bo 
oIhcmkI Unit tlx aifniss hist mimed, Ksh- 
vaiiti bm llapujt, Ills never lieeii oximined at 
all, mid tint the two othit pirsonswho are 
illejed to has( been mimed ns witnes'jow were 
ixunintd nol .is witness! s but ns neeubcd 
pM'oons In sDppoit tliereforc of the coin- 
)>l.nu int ^ dhgid “-t itement, there docM not 
.ippi II to blue be<n any evidtiiee reAvrded 
wliatevii, txcijit tiio iilJeged statements, of 
.ucustd pel son- I’lir Keauhnt has never 
been furnwbed with a copy of the original 
oomplunt, and fiom the statements of the two 
person'^ n.iiued by bec,„Iie utterly diabelioveB 
the tiuth of the original eomplalnt, liecanse 
wlinl is heie si-ited inatnrmlly eonflicls with 
tin DuihaCs explinatioii given in their ynd, 
No. 2145, of Oetobei jith, 187.1. in which tho 
doeoased himself is said to have told his sister 
Lnkshim that Diiji hivd jioisoned htm , and had 
thus himsdl iiutintud the inepury. In tho 
]>reB< nf piueeedings thew‘ very iuipoi taut allc- 
gntions nowhere appear in evidence, though 
they aro actually used h- cstabhshoil facts by 
the Sir Fouzdnr in his finding as one of the 
grounds for his judgment This fact of itself, 
iude(xmdont)y of certain other false* statements 
made by this ofSoiai, piovc, it is subnutted, 
how utterly unreliable tlM» whole of the Sir 
Fouzdar's proewdingM arc 


2. Stuteuwwit of amii!»t»d. No 1, PaJHIA It will bo observed tlwt this dopewition pur- 
BIN Haei Voy^^ii, inken before BalwUntmo ports to hafe l>6en taken dh Foignn v ml Ath, 
bnl dofts not boar that officta-V sig- Monday, and that tho deponent speaks of 
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iM elated Falj^u vud 4th, Moadav, 
1921), hi whieh ho deposes that the 
'Patniba Powar ha<1 direcU*d him yen- 
ter(h»\ tn inH’jMifc‘^hlirikluind** foi him, whh'h 
lie |)ie]Kiied tluit diiy at nhont 3 ]i.nu niul put 
il 111 u v(M«el, the mouth oi’ >slii(h v »■“ elo^-cd 
hy him, the KWim in which it w.ih kept h(‘iii^ 
Wl^eii he n-iuriMd tluil < v(*nin';> lo ilu* 
palaco Tatiaha mfonned him tlud he w^an 
and Uud he thcr(‘loi<* placial the 
** fllirihlmud’’ l¥‘(oi*c )iuu, itu'tirtwliile his liuxl 
was tifoujiiit in a pKife liy one Esh\aiitrao 
Kamati, .uid TatiiV«i ''«d down lo e:iL That 
ho placed U-fore him iJie *“ shi ikliaml,” aliont 
three-(piaH( 1 s ol a '•eci in v>eit;ht* the whole of 
which wm eaten hv him i\t ahoiit midnight 
Tatiaha bojian to jair‘.c and vomit, and about 
five n(.\t moiiiinj,' la* sva^ taken to Ida house 
hyhe-i'-i(i LMk«‘ln'ii)).ii, Meantime news wen* 
receh(‘d tliut Tatiafu laid died lie U i^nonmt 
vif the caui(‘ ot hi» dentil Ih* did not (lut any 
jioiHon in the hlnikliand,' nor wa^ la iiisti 
gatnd h} olliem to fU» ki. Ho snw Tatiaha 
SOUK’ lime ‘dliei his meal, and lie was pmpn" 
and vomiting ITi* complaiiieil of a burning 
Benbntioii in his body The‘^aliiiklunal ” was 

n iaied hv liiin alone, and iiolauly was jm* (*iil 
le Iniu* Tatiaha was all rif;ht hclore he 
took Ills UK.ii. 

* Fulihei tuluiient <il (he ateiisid, No 1, 
Dajiba, t.iken helon Ihdwuiifiao Yesliwiiut, hut 
does not hear that othcer's cignnture. It hiais 
tlK** snuu' dlie, hut, instead ot Monday, Tues¬ 
day is v'litlou then The aieused -tutei a- 
iujiows — On the tiij^hi ol »Smi(lay Iasi, tin 
“ siirikhund ” whieh he hail "iven Tatiaha 
to eat was mixed hy him with while jiowdcr ot 
aisenie Tins aiseuic was brought to him b\ 
thi aeen«ed IjakHhnnn Moie and Oaim Devre 
from the hop of an used Faltoh Ah, and iviis 
about hair a tola in weight Aeenseil Vitim 
Kumati aud Nara^cn Wanjara are al*i» accom¬ 
plices in this act Ihc. lea^ou oi T.Uiaba^ 
beluji poiamed wa-'that aenised Un^liu Savat, 
bonio tour <la}'“ buK Mid, if '^r.iliihi wm 
pdisoned to death, ho Mould‘>i t his plaec, and 
thereby he able lo provide .ill vvitli emplojuuut 
in GovermiKiit Dcine thus instigated, he, 
togethci witli otliers, did this act. Thcaei'usid 
Ilaghu Savat wa^ bvrved wilhthe “ Hhufkluiid, ’ 
hilt he dal not cat it, a^ he knew it hail poibon 
in it. The arhenic wa- not )a ought from a 
HaniaV shop 

*1. Statement ttl accused. No 2, Gam iiiN 
DlKiMuiiA Murk, taken bcfiirc Ihilwuntrao 
Yotfhwunt, Imt does not hcni that oflicern signa- 
tine. It is d.ited Kidgim vad 4th, Tin ■•ilay, 
Sumvat 1921). The aeisised (iiinu doniCH 
having an> knowledgi* ol tla lause of the 
dentil of Tatiaha Povvar, hut ho biiuply heard, 
ns he lives near him, that he died on Monday 
last. Ah his (aeeused Gamfb) mothoi died at 
that tiiiie, ho was oinbanassel in her etfairs, 
and therefore he knew iiotliiiig ot that ii*attci. 
IIcmIocw* not know’who prep’o’ed the “dunA- 
band/ and whether any )ioisoucu6 sulistaiici.* 
wtiH put in ik lie knowb nothing about that 
afiaii. * 

' Further Htulcmeni of the dtmie acouecd, taken 
^ Muno day, but docs not bear the signature of 

'YAal^tirt'iTii. TIia aaaiiCMI? HffttJUl 


having prepared tim poisoned food yeMterdar 
or the day previously, /.a., Hunday. When it is 
stated that Kulgun 4th, Tnesduy, nnd not 
Monday, the ineoirect stutemoiU regarding the 
day oil whieh the jnihoncd food vyas prepared 
Ih'Comos >vry matcriid. It in inconeoivable 
that So important *i disi'repuney could possibly 
have occurrcil accident II will Im^ noticed 
that this aceubcd ap{M*ars to }iav(> made two 
Htatimeids healing tlie huuk* dale, but tho day 
of the witk heiug diflbrently given. In tlio 
first staSeiiient made liy I lie accused person he 
denies all knowlislgt* of the alleged erinio. In 
the fnrtlicT “lalement, for no reasim that is 
ap(»ar<*nt oi# the face ol thi proeiHslingH, ho 
gives whul pui ports to be a detailed eoide&Mon 
of the alleged eiinie. It is lesjicctfulU sub- 
milted that it in a point of exiicuie iiujiortaneo 
to JiseiMlain what aetii.dly oreurred in the 
interval between thcsse two oxuininations, 
heeauae il is contrary to re«*«>n lo huj)jjos(‘ that, 
without some eaUM* oi other, whieh doOH not 
n])j»rar on tlic face of the* proewdiugs, any 
accused peisoii will suddenly lepiidiale ins pre- 
\lous denial and volunlaiilyeriminatehmiscifm 
a matter of life aud di.illi, and it was to supply 
information on sneli points as tliis that a 
slatcnKi.l of tlio i^ir Fou/xl.u wu" absolutely 
rice(‘>-'-aiy The < ommis-.iou wtiv* ** indeed 
“ asMued in giiutal tvini-' that these pro- 
“ CM due*- rontain lull pnrtieulaiN of tlie 
tri.il, uikI ail infoiniation as to whai took 
** plac<* at the trial which was htl<4 hotoie 
“ him" (the Sr riui^fdai), )el it will bo se< n 
ihal in llib and ewry otliei instanu* ipiolevl 
In low, in wlii<*h the alleged confi'sMoii is mark’, 
the proceedings lail to i‘\j)l:nn the sadden 
liaii'-itton fioiu jio*'jfivc ileiiial of all knowledge 
of liio Clinic to the most eumpletc* elimination 
of ihcmbcHc*^, and of all whom the Durbar 
thought fit to mriiipii in connevion with the 
ease. It will b( sctsi tint in the alleged con* 
le-‘.H)u <»f this aeeusid pi rson tin* names of his 
alleged ae * 0111 ) 111 'es are foi ihetiid time inlio- 
diKcd no intoiiuiiliou whutivei liaviiig been 
)neviousl^ '.uhmittid regarding llum. No 
'iidpiiiori ie<i.udiuL' any of thcsi* piTMins hah 
(ven hie'i mdilioniMl in LaksliiniN eumplaint, 
which :ic< n ed H.ijiba on)}. 


'riiis IS the man who wajfloggiul to di^ath The 
ouly infmniarum against him, alioady ri'cordcd 
ill tlie J*''ou/d.irs preweedingH, is tlie allcgi'd eoii- 
fosHion of ilie a(*c»sed Daji If will he observeil 
that Gaiiu first denied nil kncjwlodge of the 
ulli'gid crime, and idtcrvvnrds, us Dujl bad 
done, gave what purports U) he detailed con¬ 
fession of Ilu* said crime It is also Bignifi- 
mut that tjiis uecuB(*d wa n^called Iwieo on 
the day when hjs examination was taken, and 
dint on each occasion ho ih induced to give 
die names of fresh aecouipliecK. Ills alleged 
Qonfi'HMon, moreover, though pimjorting to 
ndate the same fucts aswcrentalcd by aocusod 
Paji, docs not tally with Daji’a 'statement. 
Peyi biutes that tho ominic was brought to 
Imu by Gonu; Qanu istateR that Daji luixMolf 

aravA him tho iiraAnie. 
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* Tie aboTO rtatoment is not true, bat wbiit 
be etfttotf now is true. He <lid aot bdng tbe 
arsenic liimseH*, but it wa* given JiiJn by 
Booneed Bajibn Kuiaati to bo kept wkh him 
and given hun buck when rcquirofl. Ho gave 
it iMwsk to hini tit about 9 o’clock, when* be 
(Dajlbti) returiiod from hiH house. wuh 
aware of tho evil intention of the ttccuRod 
Hngbu Savut, Btijibn, and Vithu to make 
Tatiahft swallow the poison in rnrds, and 
thorohy to kill bun. On Sunday following, 
the accused Dajiba mixed the |Knvder of 
nraonic in the “bhrikhaud” prepared by him, 
and it was eaten by Tntialm The reason ol’ 
doing this was that the accused .y^aghu Sai at 
wisher! to deprive Tatiaba ol’ his place All 
this intrigue he wsu? a wan* of. 

Further Htatcinont of the same accubcd, taken 
the same day, but docs not bear the signature ol 
llaiwuntrao yeshwuut. Tlu* accused states • — 
ft was he and .iccusod Daji who brought the 
powdor of arsfuiir’ from the ac•eu^ed l?\atteh 
AH, tioomastu of Niirudiu IJorali, undo the 
pndext that it was rorpiired tor medicinal 
pnrposr^s, 

1, Slateinent of neeu-ed, No d, ViTrirni 
lUN lUnA.M NiivAM, tal\{ n before l5.iK.intr.io 
Fsln.ud, l>i.t floi's not Ik‘ ir hK ,,i( It 

is dated Kaigtm \ad Itli, Tuc^rlay, s«inunt 
1929 The accieed stat( —lie notaw.ne 
of th< exiusf of Titi.ili.i’" di illi, lie only 
knew vesferdey (Monday) thi( Talialu hid 
died, lie knownothing ihout the ])i<‘j)niation 
of the ^hiikh inrl, or whedai any poaon W’a^* 
adiniiiistrucd to Tatlalu. 

Kuither s(al( ineiit of llM'sanie i<*eus( d, taken 
before the saim otH<*er ihe >*{11110 day, hut <lo4 s 
not hear his dgnaliue 'fhe :d>o\e statement 
b not title, hut what he now states h tiiie 
Sonn' lour or li\c days ago Ihe tu*cii'*(<l Dajiha 
Tvainali, (iaiiii S'ual, and liakshnmn were 
sitting on a lerrad and thought rd’ poKotiiiig 
Tullnha. AceoVili’igly on Sunday U'*! accused 
Ihijih.t jirepuud the shriUiaud,’* and ini\ed 
with il powder of arseiiie. l>ajiha ga\o lhi*i 
to Tallaba to oat, ainl the latter ate 11 lie 
is not uwaic lioiii wind placr^ DajilM biouglit 
the aiNcnie. Tlie reason ol doing all tliis w.is 
tluit Dajiba expr^etr'd to get I’atiabaK place, 
juid Daji also mentioned that e\tn if (he 
aeeuactl linghu gotTatinhaK place, he (accused 
VithoKi) would bo proviiled with a situation. 

Further btateinont of the saine accused, taken 
the same day, but does ii(.>t bear the signature 
of UidwuutvttO Yefihwunt. The accused says ho 
did uol go with accused Daji to bring arsenic. 
Accused Daji and Ganu arc the pcrsoiiH who 
bniught il IVoiu the Goiemmenf Bondi’s sbo]). 
This fact was told him by them; he replied 
that they had done right. He did not tell all 
this before, liecause ho was told by accus(*d 
Kttghu and Ganu not to divulge the secret 
oven if he were beaten 

5. Rtnioment of the aocii'«c<l, No. 4, Kaoih^ 
BIN lU-a Savat, taken bcl<m> Bniwuntrao 
Ycshvvnut, but doe^ not bear his signature. It 
is dated Falgnn vatl 4tli, Tnesiluy, Svt. 1929. 
T)ie aocuscil says s—On the night of the 
Falguit vaA 2iui, Buixlay, Svt. 1929, Tatiuba 


JSmarhs 

^ * Nearly ©very mon'ustjs ^ language after 
h» first statement. 

No explanation whon it was puiulatfcd- 


A" in the prOMous easi*'-, the aceusi'r! person, 
siflei idvinu a eoiuplete dcaildol Ihe uDi ged 
eiinie, Mjipear ’•iiddenlv, loi no i-^iifti.dde 
M'asoii, to lia\e mad* 1 thiail'^d e(>iil<>»sioii. 
Il will he t>h'>«*ived tint tliis a<vL.sed pcj*od 
had been called by tin fomplainani ljal.<4hnii 
a*> a witne-'s, })ut wisneiii eAaiiiined .as oiu h; 
he app(‘.U“, lioweiu, to h i\( been airesttd on 
th<‘stuleiiH nt of l).))i, and .1 Her first diiiyiiig 
afl knowi(‘dgo of (lu tiiuK,aftci (wo eejiaiule 
luterNaU (iluriug wliidi *onMlhiiig uuHt I'.ive 
happened whi<b the Sir Fotizdai ought (o 
c‘X]>)aiii(a]) lie was iiidutiMl to cinniimle not 
only him^cll, Iml also the othci accusui laY.ams 
exiepl iheGhaiidii boy, >fo 8 


This jx»r8on was eall(‘d by* couipininani 
Lokdinii HH a witness bu( lu wa‘J ne\ei < xa- 
mined as such; 1«‘appear><, hovp’cyer, lo ha\e 
been arrested »on the informHliou of Daji, .md 
to luivc been ]ilaccd on his trial, ft appears 
from the stiitoipents of Daji, (hiuii, and VJt Iiolm, 




Durbar 8ui>UilMn^> 

;■ l^bwir vms all right. At about fl p.m. Taitaa 
and himt*clf isat down to eat. Both were 
aervud with “ ehrikhanA” Tatiabu ate it, but 
; he, Raghti, co\il<i not eat it, as he had a pain 
in Ilia atomach. Tt 5$ a fact tliut after soiuo 
tiii»e, about 12 o’clock p.ni., TatialMi Ixjgan 
purpng and vomiting, and that he died on the 
, morning of Monday following. He did not 
toll Lakahman More and Ganu Ilovre to bring 


that Baghu was the prinqlpal who ina^g^^ 
the oommiasion of the alleged, eritne, in order 
to obtain thti deccaaeiVs (dace. The accused 
liimself denies all knowledge of the crime, and 
there'^ is no evidence whatever agoinat him, 
except what purjKirts to be tho cbnlcssiona of 
the Uirec a(a‘used iiersons before mentioned. 


arsenic, nor does he know whether or not 
aocused llajiba had put any poison in tlic 
** shrikhand.” Ho and Dajiba Kaiimti are at 
variance with oimfi other. Ho did not wo the 
accused Dujiba preparing tlte, “ shrikliand,’ 

• and does not know when it was prqiared by 
: him. 


f>. Statcinent oracruMiil,No.5. Nahaykn Ul^ 
Shivda AVanjara. taken beroix^ Balwiiotrao 
Yeshwunt, but docs not bt'ar tiiat ofticerV sig¬ 
nature. It ia dated Falgmi vud 4tli, Tue-'day, 
SauiViit 1929. The ^u:^:ns(^d pleads ignoranee 
of the eauHC of the death oi' Tatialia, and 
denies everythiug as regards the above related 
affair. 


The onlv evidence against this accused is 
tlie Htatemcnt of Daji, who merely cites him ds 
au a(‘eoinplicc, without Hhowiiig in wltat way, 
or for what veiiHons, fci*. 

In the Sir Fouzdar's tiiiding it i« stated that 
<-vidcncc against this acoused was given by 
aCiMised Ganu and Vithoba (exhibits Noh. 3 
and 4). This statoment is false. Tlie more 
this caait \n looked into, tho more ubiindnntly 
will it appear why the »Sir Fouzdar declined to 
enter into detailed ex)»lanation before the 
Coiiuiiisuion. 


7. Stiitcmcnl (if IiAKKIIman uin Panixiba, 
accused. No. 6, taken bcf<»re Balwuntr.aoye.sh- 
wunt, but docs not iKjnr tlmt officer’s signature*. 
It is datt'd Falgim vad 4tb, 'rnesilay, Sainvat 
1929. The accn.sc(l state.s-He docs not 
know of the sicknoss aiul catisc of Tatiabirs 
d<aith, but was siui]>ly informed, on arrival at 
the paiaca^, tlmi Taliaba had expired. He is 
not aware w]i(*th(r or not Tatiaba ate “filirik- 
liand,” and does not know by ^vh(n« it was 
prepared. There was no consultation betwe^en 
accused Raglm and himself ahont any affair, 
and he was not conccriu'd in bringing any 
arsenic. Ho does not know anything aliout it. 
He^ins no enmity against tiu* aceii»e<l Daji. 

,8. Statement of Fattku Ali 
accused, No. 7 -1 am a (foomastti (servant) of 

the (jjovernmont Borah, Nurudin Miakhau. Tlie 
, day bef«)rc yesterday, halgun vail 2im1, Sunday, 
Government Kaiuati Daji and (binu, who arc 
now jiresiMit, canio early in the inornihg to my 
shop and asked for ar.scnic for ihc purpose of 
killing rats; coiHccjucutjy I brought and ga ve, 
without weighing, halt* a tola, of the poison, 
which was in a tin box in my inasterV Itonse. 
No rccoril was kept, and no prli'c waf> taken, 
but it wag givmi without jaiyincnt. Tim tin 
box which <«>Dtai!i8 the arsenic in my muster’s 
house is pnaluced by me. Falguii vjid 4tli, 
Tuesday, Samvat 1929. 

Before me. 

(No signature,) 


Denies all knowledge wliatevor of (ho trnns- 
uctioi), and tlicix; nothing against him 
except Dajr.'^ stahuin'iit that he hnnighl the 
poison from the Borah’s shop to him. The 
.statcmcuit, however, is flatly contmdicted by 
the B(»rah boy, Fatteh Ali, 

Ill the Sir Fonzdar’s finding, evidence is said 
to have b<’<*u given against thi.s Jiooused by 
Ganu. This statement is false, yet the man 
wa.H unmcrcifiilly flogged at seven different 
jdat^es with 12 stripes, luid condemned with 
the rest to iui])rlsonmeut for life. 


This ai'cuseil person i.s said to have acknow¬ 
ledged that on Sunday, the 2nd of last, 

Daji and Ganu caiixi to his shop and asked ibr 
arsenic for killing rats, wdiich lit; brought from 
his master’s lauisc ami gtivc to them. This 
alh'gcd admi.ssiim of the Uiylias been miulc use 
nf by the Sir FiUizdar in his finding as amount¬ 
ing to n pleti of guilty to tho charge of abetting 
wiiful murder. Fvon if tlie boy gave the 
arsenic, as a.lli*ged, for killing rats, it does not 
pro>»^ that lu? in any way implicated in the 
tJleged crime of poisoning, of whicli no oue has 
even uccu?cd him excejit the Fouzdar. Illfl 
Hcntcnce, therefore, ol’ an unmerciful flogging 
through tlm city and impriaourncut for life, 
apt>citis, on the i)urbaj*’M owu sliowing, to bo 
Utterly unjustifiable. Moreover, according to 
section 45 of the Criminal Code of the 
Gaekwar’s Stivte, any person selling arsenic 
wathout the ])ei'mis8ion of Govemmenti shall, 
conviction, be liable to imprisonment np to 
f;bree inonths, or to a fine of Rs. 20, or both.; 
Iirhereas not only has this boy been punh^ed 
as above described, but his master alfO, 
^orudin Miakhan, wfA fined Ks. d,t)^0 by 
|ldymn^ah hr the supposed crime ^ 


DufUtr Statement 


‘ aoj' ’ y 


Stalom'Di (»r tl)o (vliiiiulij bov Uwcuojj 
Dji.vjj mru'itd. N(». S.- I iie^u 
«iBcnu io Daji bin (la»i, a Kuniti, vim 
now jiHsdit. My ni h(iI, Nat i}uj Dviikdi^, 
sclU ai9(i>u' at liiH bu1 lu not 

Ki'll it to ii}bo(lj >viil)ont i jxnint lioin tiu 
G(n 01 mnonl. 

Dap Knniti llut >011 lii\( 
uivcii hnn the ai'^ciiK (I >\\ do voiMXikliiii 
thm''' 

Answft —I Imvo 'lold noaisiiK 

IhtoK ni( 

(\o Mjn 11 ui i } 

Kilfimi \ad Uh. %mi\ it 


1 

Mmitarh by 

bis lUftcnio ik> uk to bi* aooes^iblti >0 hi^ 

GoonmijtA 

This br>v’>' nnck* Iuih been a conijdatDWit 
ret'uidinf; bin titutmciii aliue Soptiiuher ; 
i'uh acCQinpauiinent io ie]mr( (o Govornineni 
of 27th OiMobot last lie was iirai fioggod 
till he (ontehbcU u1 thoFouzda* s I'olice C'ourt 
<>p()(>aiU th(‘ palace, .md ntUi that he 
Hof»giMl wjfli th( otheis «t 11 pLu'<M, betueon 
5 p.ii) and 11 pin. on the 18lh Mauh, and 
^ot u{)\vai(i« uf HK) lu-hes in all, fur no fault 
vih lit \i 1 ’ I ! 

ThiH aoiiivd ])(is(>u ijijifais to have been 
(pic^lmmd u^udiu^ hi^ suppostd Mi.iu m the 
alhiod (imu by poison Iwfl dw- 

fiiKth diiiKii the '^t]« oi iii\ iisdiH , no one 
lii'^ (h )io dl ill it ill (\d did fro, not is Im 
iMpliiilid l)\ tir oi 111! ueii'fd jid'^otis 

otvMth'l uidin^ tills f i( I tin hi hou/diii, 
iMlniiniin Wshwniit hisid«l\ smidi in liH 
ill 11 loll \ liuli ili ])iodu 4 id IS (Minnie and 
\dihcd heliu tin ( orinni mn, that Dip hiti 
Ihii lho\ai hid diuitl> unpin itid him h^ 
]iiovi}) dn puiiliisi o( irMim iioni iu't 

<Uiiuliods) iitip (hi niiiini^, lnoMMi, 1 o 

J)iji st.iU UK lit, no liliision wb ite\d la made 
to (ihouhi Uiinitod, vim thus appeals to 
luM 1 )( di most uii)u''llv (oiuietid b> the hu 
1 oii/du, l>ii\Miiiti m \(sh\Mint, without any 
(Mhini i uiist luiii wiiaieid, to li i>e Imool 
flo^pidtlnon h (la stKdhof the dtv, and to 
hiM iiM II iniptisiKd lot ilh foi no ciiino 
i\liili\<>, ih is pjoxdi l>j the pumedmgs 
tin mselx s 

It )s St mlKaiu tint llm >ontii vmh suddenly 
liliMitidlnt S( ptd) bd, imnn dnt( 1 } liter the 
id d]>t, l>v tiie Duilni, ot tin Hi side iif b kuter, 
I dling ujxin the Mdiirajili to icply to the 
INniib > UoMnuiidit i|ii(simiis iigalding thiH 
(asi. whnii had luen put to tlidii hO far back 
\s A]iiil list, it may ilso )>< added that this 
lio\ idiin \N IS not (Mil mtiitioiidl in Duihar 
\ id. No 2 til i, (litcd fhii oi Oetobei last, copy 
oi vhnii V i*- eiilmultid to tin liombi) (i(»vorn> 
i iciit vitli K\sidi nts h ltd No . \ dated 27 lh 
o^ ()(tube I 1 111 


The followin’ Jdinil'' iii appin dih to ilu lin lini* id tin Sii r<)u/d 11, wlin h has been 

reeonled 111 this r asi ^ • 

It would nppe u Irom this findiiu, th it thi ii lit jds n dniirdl w u simult uiiousl> liud 
by the Ftui/elai on Tiiesd i\, rin 1 Sth o( M tii h 1 isj, loi idjiiinistdini, j oiv n to Tati 1. Powm. 
Itisamosi wundienit fnt tint the (ompliiiit I Inksluiii « is o il\ i eonled on tin iny diy 
that 1‘ijjhl perMun wi h tind. <oinuidl, iiid piini i ed, md tint lln dmipliuiniit hiiusilt Inw 
imphcatenl one ptnon oiil\,inniil> Dun K o i ti idl id oi dgiii is limlly elni/ed imieon- 
vieted. -An examunlion ol tin diHeuiit hi iteniu ul'- sud lo liait htdi ixieiiilid hy tliode* eight 
netiised persoiihj nt dilltMent intdiiN ehtiiiu’ tlie < xeiiTiul I'^th oi Miidi, shewn how the 
oiiginul fomplnint iig-iuiht Dap K an iti ins m ignihf 1. » i- to imlinK no less lleiu seieii other 

pernons. It h'ls been shoMj thit ill of tlnsi |ti"ons.u (list dnjdndieall) duiifd all 

knowh dg‘ of the iillemd e iniie, but that t liid nl ll ( m, iiaiiit U, Diiji, (uiuu, and Viilmba, weiq 
HidiseepientU, by wmic means oi othci not ippauul 011 (lit Jaoe. oi tlie proieiUings, but ot 
wiiieb the Uesident is |H*epaL<d ft* idduee evidunt, luduted to make 1 lull fonii^sioii It 
li «8 boon iiliendy jmuiled out that, lu the ease ol aevuscd No H, Olmulu J^anehod, tlie Hir 
Fouzdai has delibeiatoly eited ns evnloiue .u; iin^t lum lln alle'giilnuis by Daji, whieh wen^ 
no\or in foot mode, and that tin the htrengih of this niihrcpu k utation has not heditated to udlict 
on this HOcuBed a eruel and unmerited punishment. 


Pp 3 


, Case ISIo. 40. 

1. ViTHAMAE, wifo of Kondaya, Mahratha, 18 years, labourer of Bai^oda, 'states 
Shravatt (August) I i(ra« taken from my house to servo in the llavoloc, Gaekwar’s palace, under 
the following circumstances. One morning, about 7 or 8 a.m., my husband having gouo out, and I 
being alone in the house, three persons—one Ghanu, a Govtsinment sepoy, a Gosai whose name i 
rl<> not know, and an old man likewise unknown—came to my betuse and said I was to go to tho 
T’alacc by order of the Sarkar. 1 refused to go, stating that 1 was in my monthly courses, t 
resisted and begged to be lot. oft', but they seized me, and made mo accompany them on foot 
through the streets. 'I'hero were many people in the streets, but 1 did not cry out for help. 
-What was the good? What could they do against thcMaharaj? On arrival at the palaco 1 
was taken before the MalmraJ, who, hsiving inspected me, approv(‘d of mo and gave orders that 1 
should ho taken to his mistres'S, [jakahmibao, as a sevvaut “ Loundi.” T was kept there for seven 
' or eight days, when 1 was released, my husbaml having made a ooiiiphiinl to some sahib in the 
camp. During the time I was in the palaco I was not insulted or injured. There were sei^ys 
on guard at Lakshmiba.«/.s apartments, and 1 was not all()v\'cd to go out without Ixdng followed by 
one of them. When 1 first went'there, there were already some 10 or other women *'I^undis 
there, mid after 1 arrived about 10 or 12 more were brought thither. On iny lease some five or 
six women were also lot go. 1 I’cmcunber lladhm Reva, (hija, and llhagiratlu amongst tliein. No 
eomj.MJnFatiou was given to mo for being thus seizeil. 1 made no petition to he allowed to go 
home, nor did I cry out before the Mabaraj. 'I'he whole, thing was d<inc so huiruMlly, that 1 
had no time t<» call out, 1 Avas just looked at, approved of, and sent oft’ to Lakshmihao. The 
other women in th«‘service of Lakshinibae told me iliey had been seized and carried oft’in the 
stune way as 1 h.'wl been. 

The Durbar agents have no questions to pul, and state that tliey w ill make one general reply 
on the subject. 

Recalled. I identify th<* nia,ii Ghanu uoav proflm^ed as the sepoy avIio seized me. 


Ga>ji».\tka<) VniuniA, Mahratha, years, goAernmeiit. Tlalkari (sepoy), Harodn, states:— 
1 know the woman Vitbuliar uoav preeciit. \ seized her about 8;; months ago in her own 
house, 'rhevo wen* witli mo Kasirarn and I-aksluiiau, both ]>conr, of the Senapati. Jt aahs 
about 10 a.ni. f did this by the order of Govimlrno, one of the SenapuOy’s Karkuiis, fuid one 
• Damwlhar, a private servant of the Mabaraj Mulharrao. When 1 had seized hi‘r 1 took her to 
the pala<*e. 'Jdio Mahuraj asked her if she was willing to stay tlions liiit she said she was not. 
The Mfiharaj then ordered her (o he kept, mid I haiuled her ov<;r to Wussaiitram IJhow*. 'I'hc 
woman resisted her seizure, and deeiimxl to eouu* with us, Iml we took her nevertheless. I liave 
taken 8 or 10 other women aa ho had no guardians, hut who couseiitiMi to go as servants to the 
palace. I have taken no Avonian against hei’ will exei.'pt this out'. I UTuhastood tliat this woman 
Avas taken to he a sc^rvant in the Ralata*. 

The Durbar decline to cross-examine. 


2. ITjam, wife of Partap, 20 years, Rarot of Ilaroda, states : - J.ast Shravan (August) being 
at my i'ather’s house on account of my being in my moutlily i-ourprs, 1 was seized by Ooverument 
sopoys in the following manner;—f)m.* day, alnmt Id a.m., three siqioys, having first hoeu to my 
husband’s house and faih'd to find me Uuu*e came to my father's houst^ and tadled for me, 
stating they had orders from the jMaharaj to take me to tJie palace, d'iioy gave no explanation 
as to the reason of ray being taken. My jiarents were in lh(‘ house, as were many of rny caste 
people, and they murmured loudly about my capture, saying it Avas contrary to kiAA and CMJStom 
thus to seize one of their caste. I'lie sepoys would not lisli n to what they saul, ami, in spite of 
OMr rcmonsti-ance.s, they took me to the palace, followed by my fatliei ami mother. In front of 
the l*alace, niy father persuaded thorn to let me go by a pr(»mise of R's. 80. 'fhey accompanied 
me homis and ndeased me on payraem of the Rs. GO. I do imt Kuoav the names of tlu' sepoys, 
nor should I nmoguisi* them if 1 were to see them. 

Cross-emmiurd hy (hukv^ars (tyvnl^ —Neitluu’ I nor iny father complained to the Maliaraj 
about the bribe of Rp. 80 to the sei>oys, I know- they AA-ere GovernraioJt .sepoys hocauso they 
vsaid they Avere at the time of seizing me. 

J5ai*it .hn iin, barot., 4-^ years, hereditary genealogist of Harctda, states:—Tlu' woman Ujam is 
my daughter. L wsus pmseiil in my hoiiso when idic was seized by three (roAoiriunent sepoys. It 
was about 10 a.rn. one day in last Shravan (August). \Vhat resistance could I make, to the 
sepoys l.aking her a.e rty ? "I'hey took lu'r to tlie Ralace, and tbfT<s ii| front- of it, I persuaded 
them by an offer of Rs. 08 to let her /pi. They Jicettuipniiied us home, ami 1 pai<l tliem tho 
money. My daughuu’ being in her monthly courses had come to iiv(5 at iny house tomporarily, 
1 have made mM'.omplaiiit to tlic Maharaj about this. They sepoys liad come from him. 'lo 
whom or how coulil 1 make a e.omj>laint ? I do uot know’ the bcpoys, nor .should 1 recognise 
ihont if I saAv them. 

'-Z made my complaint to the Resident about, this matter 
yostmday. 1 did not know til! ihon that the- Rfjsidont -was taking complaints. I only lieard it 
from general rumour. 

C’nANuwA Biiaoa, Maliratta, 22 years, labourer of Baro(!a, states;—T live in the hou^e 
of my motliPi*. My mother is a servant in the diousc of one Ganpatriio. About 2^ mouths 
bidcfro the Dussera. I one day weighing ffour in Gaupjitnio’s house, about six in the 

movutng, when some five or six (lovernmonf. sepojs, accortipaniod by tw<i Karkuns, came there, 
RU^k it* spite of my resistance, my mother's eri^s and remonstrances,- they took urn to 
■Maharaj Mulharrao m the Palace. Tho IvjirkuiiS'.hf the Maharaj said 1 Iiad been brought to. Ito 
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IQ not lUtrwit me. JSho once naw me crying, aim asKea me ino, leation, when 1 told her 1 
wish to be ft servant in the palace, lljure were aome 25 others there, old Luundis^. but 1 
was the only now one- The queen did ndjhing in consequence of my crying. 1 wan reWs^ 
three days after the Itussera. 1 got no 'pay lor iny services. I have now gone buck to 
mother. 1 have hud no compensation of arty sort made to mo. 1 loft two or three sarU in the 
Palace which were given to me by the Ilani. 1 have now no complaint to make. 1 was released 
on reports made tf» tlxe Resident. No one else was released with me. I was taken by a police 
peon to the Fouzdari, and there asked whether it was my wish to go to my mottier, and on 
saying tlmt it was I was permitted to go. 


Kasi, mathor of Chandra. I have heard the statement made by my daughter. It is true. 
She was apprclicndod in rny presenee and taken to tho Pal;u;o, where she was kept for two and a 
half months. 1 petitioned tin; Kcsidonl, and at his iustaiico my daughter was released. 

'The Ourliar reserve cross-examination. 


OrtAXDUA Bhaoa, CTOss-oxamitn«l by Durbar agents, states:—I nm not willing to go and 
live with my husband. He has lurned me »}If for the iasl. Iti 17 yenrs, and since then 1 have 
not lived wUii him. T do not know wheth»>r he has ever j)etiiionefl the Durbar to restore me to 
him. No deed of divorce was given to riu; when Jiiy hnshand threw me off 


Kki'i.y ov TiiK OrniJAu. 

Females wove never •seized to he made houudis of hy the Durbar. Ohami Halkara had orders 
to find out vsuch only as woie willing t(» ent(*i tlie horvice, .Such of those he brought as were 
unwilling to serve wmto sent away. 

With regard to Yithabiie’a i nse.—'rhc. assertion hy (Uianu that His llighnoHs ordered this 
woman to be deraine<l ngainst lier ^vi^ll is faKe. 

AVitii reganl to ('jam. No eoinpla'nt having been made to the Durbar as to who brought her 
under anvsl, and who cNtorhal money JVom her, nothing is known of her ease hy (he Durhar 
officials. /f‘a I'omplidnt had lu'cn prelinavd an iiuniiry would ha\<‘ heen made. 

With refereuee loChnndva llinija.—n<*v hushiuid having ma<le a ]M'tilioa for restitution of 
iionjogal nijht.s. and rijandra I’haga having n*liis(‘d to liv(* willi liiin, she was at his rorjuest 
detaiiM-d in the l^iliwe hy tlu'S^-napotly. t<» induce luo'(o go l»acK (,<» her hushamrs tHuise and 
nowlicKi else. She vvjis releaseil at t.lu‘ Resident’s request, riio luishinurs complaint remains 
undispoHcd of. and will have ti» he inquired into. 


No. lOUO to 1S7.‘1. 

To the JhiKsinKXT of tho livaouA Oimmihsiok. 

SiP, Haroda, t^^th Decemher 1873. 

I iiAVi; the liommr to aeknow)o<lg(‘ the ri'cei})t of your letter No. 21, dated 2nd instant, 
regarding the seizure ol‘women in the eily “f Haroda to serve as l.otmdis, and in reply liave the 
hnnour to forwani Ibr porusah— 

1st. 'J’lie original jictition <if th<; Soni who.'^e wife, .Snraj, was takjai tf) serve as a Loiindi, as 
well as his stiitemeiit taken <in tho ntli instant, and to state; that the Soni and his wife arc at 
present in Haroda. 

2nd. The original petition of Mals;jl>ae of Raiiipur, in Indore territory. This wumim and her 
daughter h«ave loft Haroda for their home. 

3rd. The statement of Koudaji’s wife, Vithabae. She isTrt'sont. 

4th., 'The stattnuont of Halvantrao Rainaji, Hrahnian, a Karkuu in the Uosidency, is also 
flubrxiJtted. This matter lias lieen so far settled tlmt the girl has been received hack by her 
husband, and she fears hohig exctnnmnnicatod from easte if she comes forward now to reopen the 
case. In liirt, as before' staled by me, it was nev er anlicipaterl that any of thcHe (;asc9 w'Oidd be 
brought before a Commission, or imloed any tribunal so ''onstiturtal, :md tlicrofiire when the 
object sought for was obtaiiiod hy the Uboralion of each jicrson, the case was looked upon as 
practically settled, tlmugh it was rejiortud to (lovornment for such notice as migld he deemed 
necessary with a view to prevent tlic eontinuanei» of the pracLiite. 

In addition to tho above four cases, the following are recorded :— 

6th. Petition from a girl nanuHl Uanga wlio wns released, tiresent resideuce unknown. 

6th. Petition and statement of Kashi, tho mother of Chandra Hhaga, and the statement of tho 
latter. Hoth of these are present, 

irth. The petition of Jagoha Jagtap, a relative of His Highness the Oaekwar, is submitted, 
and, if necea 8 ai 7 , the Sardar himself w'ould attend ; but .1 spoke to His Highness regarding this 
man at the tjmc of the occurrence, and the; case may be considered as settled. 

,8th. Statement of Saku, wife of Ghatiu Vithobu, one of the persons employed by the Durbar 
to seize woihen as Loundis. He and two others broke into the house of a Junaghav woman of 
refipoctebility who was staying in Jkroda a month or two since. She complained of ha^Hng been 
plunderod ot a good deal of property ; a man servant was fortunately in tlie house, or she would 
nave been cariifMi off. She was compensated by Bs. COO or thereabouts for her losses, and left 
Q^roda ]to iwturn'to Kattiawar. Gbanu and ono or two others who were employed on this duty 


puBiflhod by at j»y t^iajMjr w stated by ?(afco, ai^d $ti» Atill ji^dl 

GbiiA^i could of eoutae give tdlMoblo dvidenc<^ if ha chose. ' ^ • >, * 

9th. Statement of jamna, ivlfe of .Shivlal Gonpatram, Bralimaa. TUs girl does hot lift to 
repeat th»v atatemont betore tho Conimiasiou Aoui fear of being excommunicated from caste. 

lOtlu Statement of E^U, daughter of Jinpiyi Vanjura. 

In addition to the above, about poiHuns in a humble sphere of life (a*» per list given in the 
comjiilation) would prolmblv ‘-tate tliui (ase^ at the Jleswiemy il accompanied by thoir trienffs ; 
bill, boiotc taking furthci st<]>s m ihi-. luaitei, 1 would deleieiitudly submit, for two oonslderataon 
of the CJoimnisaion, whether, in orihr to .noid the disjnaee <uid s<andai that must he enteiW by 
pubhdy retording evidence m this cases, the CommisHou might not in the first instance 

call On the J)uih,u gi tici i!l\ (m lie ii u ph t(» ihe sratenw ut m.ule ni the Si hcdule, option being 
loft to the Hemdi ut to < all c vide ii<* .1 ucpHied to rebut stiitemcntH made b) the Durbar. 

The Durlww might ho lecpinecl hj aiewei the following questions:— 

1 Under wli.it eiuuiiist.inciw<ie tin \comen who have heeu rchuscd at the Resident's 
interecKSion s(>i/e^ and m.idi Lomnli ■' 

il Is It a I.kI ^1m( th( n an Ixtwtfn loO dncl '>(») I^oumh, iillogethci m employ in the 
Guekwar- (imily m liaioda i( tht pusent moment ^ *% 

In Duihnr > id, No 17L?S daltd Ci*^nd Aogust laM, it w«is denied that women were bci/ed to 
son<‘ as iioiindiv .ig.ioet then udl* how ih<n i in tlial dinial lie loeoneiled with the ease cif 
Ktishihie’s daiiglitei, ( Inmlia llhaj i, and dl tlie othci (asis whith cKcuiied hefoio and alter the 
ySild Aiigiet he-t '' 

I li ive, lire., ^ 

(Signed) K. J’hai ni, Colonel, 

Resident. 


Pin \i nil Uimdjm. 

Rarodo, 2nd January 1S7( 

1V consequence of the Dinbai havnurstited in then upK to the ividemeon the snhiect of 
BCi/ing women in Haioda, lecoided liy the C omrnisMon on Ihi 22nd ultimo, tiiat “femulcH^’ wein 

, a, , , sM7(d to heinadi lamndis ’ by theDuihai, that Oanu 

* * liilkaia* had onli rs to find out smli only as wore 

willing to c util the seiMc e, and th it siuliol those Ik hioughi isveie unwilling to solve were 
sent «iw,i>. it hccomcs n(ces>.ii\ to n i ip tulate tlie whole of tlie oMdence on reconl, in 
addition to that taken hy the ( omnns«ioiu in ord< i to ulute mi misciupulous .ind untenuhle a 
fitdtetiK ut. 

The fust lepoit Hgardin« this smti rn w i in nh in ]nn ! 1 of ini h ttei No. dated Isfh of 
August last, and aeconipanMuii lettM to Ills Ui},hnos Uk* (taekw.u, and ilejiOMtioii of the 
KesideiK^ K.aikun ilihaiitiao Hmn.i|i 

—In thit ](tt( 1 T‘•howed ni> Iligtine«s that tin* wife of a Soiu haU b< on <anied oil hy 
twoot his own fa\ouidi' tollowei-., .md tlnit on tin hii->l>uKl appl\jnj to him (the Vlahuiaja) foi 
his wde to he restoKd to Inin, Ills lfiglim*''S InniMlf dc < Inn d to niedetohe recpiesi, and sent 
hei toseiveasa lamndi llis Higlnn ss ittonpted to |ustil) ihwactm Ins jad ot tin 22nd of 
August 1 i-^t on the ph a that the woin.ui Mini ‘-he had loM Ini cast(,did not wish to return to her 
luishand, and that, well <-hef)u>hh inuh o <} to him she Would < oninnt uinide l.ventually 
the woTuau was 1 Cstoied to In 1 Imshaiid, toji tin 1 with <onipen’nation foi Ini ^ewels, which had 
bceu btolen hy the Maliaia) i s toliowc is uni she is now liMiig hap[>il> with In r luishand, in spite 
*of the Duib.n s asMUtions ic oauinu* sui< nic .V. i 

Thiih, in the fust ( ise upoitcd l)\ nn tc <io\enunent, in eijmlahlc Jinangenionl hab been 
made, wIrums vciy diHoicnt lesup.. nntht ri im ok nni 1 hid the Mahai.ijn peisistcsl in depiiving 
tlie Soniol lus wife and boo lupM's woitli of )< wi i*- nurely to make hei a lamndi. 

2«</fVrs/.—'The ne't rise lepnit^d to the Miinii|i wu tint of tlie daughter of a woman 
named Malsahae, the wife of a .lajihiidai in the tendorj of His Highness Holkar, who wua re 
ported to the Uesident as having hc'cirsm^i d hj (fovc i nment hepoj s and tamed off to the palace, 
that she had thieatened to « oinnut suicide rathe i than become .i Loundi, and that in consequenre 
bhe hud heen fii'quently fioggid 'I be leplv whu li His HtghnesH gave to thin taso m yad dated 
22nd of \ugust is rnenely as follows 

“ It appo.iTod on inquir) on ret. ipt nl yoin >ad that Mulsahae’b dmghtor is not willing toaeryc, 
and bhe has boon iminediateK' allowed 1 1 go ” 

It will be ohstned tlial i o uotn e is taken lit the Duibai ot the foreihlc abduction or the 
flogging^ though the foi( ible d**t< ntion is imkiiowledgi d and roniedied, not spontaneously, but on 
the Hesideut’s mtoru ition, \(t m tin* pie-ciuv oi the C'ommis'ion the deliberate mtatement is 
rnadc^ hy tlio Diiilnir that fc mules aic* in vei seized to be made Loimdib of by them; and tliat any 
unwilling to beive are mimedi.'iteiy let go ' 

Tliia woman Mahabac. and her daughtoj had n'tnrncd to then own country before the Cam' 
niismon anived at fhnoda, tbeiefoie tl ey vieT*e not available foi e\ammation. 

Anf < a*f, -Tho Sid disc lAportc d wa a* ol « gul named ViUkiImc, the wife of Kondaji, who 
was seiztil by Governmc'nt sepoys in her own iKJdise during tin* absence of ho husband, and vus 
earned ofi to the palate to he made a Ltmndi. Tho loply which His Highness gave about this 
eaho of eleuily ftircibh* abdut tion, in tho ynd of ihe 22nd of August last, was tho samo as that 
ipven aIkim about M«1 tha's dsughtei, vi/, tlA|t it apnenied after inquiry, on receipt of the 
Eeridenev yad, tliot th** gtriwab uut willing to shrire, ana therefore she had Wn retea^ 




( m ) 

This girl subsequently gave her ovi<l(‘nee before tbc Commission on the JOfb of December, 

. . and clearly showed tlnit sluMvas taken njfainst her mUI to 

Kviilrnce Iwfoif* UmmisMon. Palace and l)r«u^^ht hefon' the Maharaja himself, who 

“ liaving inspected me, approved of me, and ffavo orders that I sli(nild bo tfd«eTi to his mi8tveH>. 
Lakshmibae as a Lmmdi * *. 'I’hero were sepoys on guard at Lakshmibiic’s apaiimeiKs, and I 
was not allowed to go out without being followed by one ol tbem. VVhen 1 lirst went tlK've, there 
were already st)me 10 or 1*2 women, Loumlis, there ; and after I airivcd some lOor I'J more wore 
brought thither. On niy release some live or six W(»mcn were also let uo * •. Tlie oth('r women 
in thes<Tvicet)f Lakshmibae told me they had been seized ami carried off in the same way as I hiul 
been,” 'I'iiis girl recognized the Government sp|i<*y (lanu before tlu! ('uminission astlm man \sh() 
seized her, and (lanu !iims<‘lf verified her stanmicnt.- -Vid(‘ his evidence, ('as<' 10, Schedide JI. 

Thus in this instance also it is submitted that l(n-eihle uhdnclh«> and ferced s(*n a-e as haiitdi s 

was in oiwralion und<*r the direet orders and aelioii of tl>e Maharaja himself, yrt tlje DuiIm’ 
have unscriqmhnisly denied IjeforetheOomniission that fernah's were ever seized to he iiia(l<‘ KolMlu^^ 
of, and the untrue assertion Ifas l>een made Owt tho.'^e not willing to ser\e a^e alluv.cd lo «m« 

at once. 

■U//fast.- On tm'i^r»th of August I received a petition Irom ^i oii-| named I»ae (l.ntt*a, wlio 
conqdaiucd thal slie had been seized hy the Sarhar and teiil as a Loiuidi In Lakshniiine. She 
said ** 1 have never before siTvcil as a Loumli, yet I 'lid ^ueh woiL as 1 was able, a al relus«-d to 

<lov\liit ! eouhl not. 1 was theN-foie tleggi'd. When 1 
Min!"iuf;ot woiiicti Mifreriiig tills iiiiseiy (Ijiioha Il-niaie, llic Kamdiii oj' 

tlie aiuAe Ihm, lold me that if 1 paid him Unpees aO he would get me leli asm!, j therefore paid 
him Us. 'Ja, and jiromiscd to p.iy the rest a- soon as 1 wa- si t liet-. He demanded security from 
me that I would not leave Ihiroda; to ibis also I ayieed and gave Anap llaoji a-. ni> security : 
<*ven after this 1 was not leleased, hut was eompelled to give a vM-itt'-n a'lieemen^ -lalimj that I 
had lieinnie a Lonndi voluntaiily. I liave liieiefoii' CM-'jicd and conn to von wilii rlus 

cornplaml. ’ 

'I’his girl tinned out on inquiry to he the daughter td an "hi pen'*ioned ijon-c()mmis,si(uied 
oHicer oi s.ippers. Siic obtained niy protection, ami lias, i heheve, leluineil to lier native place 
in tlie JM'can . otherwise slic would h.ivc aj)peared h- lorc tin-(anumisj-ioii to corrohoiate hei 

statement. 

6f/( C'ist - It has heeti aliotuly I'Xplaincd to tin Commission, in my letter No. lUtlfv of the 
Sth ol Di-ccndicr, tliat the Jfesideiicy Knrktui'a sifter having ))ei‘n rei'cived haek I)y luM 
hu»l>and, and the case already disposed of, she was unwilling to comi* forwaid to reo])eii 
the case. 

Ctth Chandra llhaga ami her mother Kasi gave their evideiin In loie fiie Conmus.>.ioii on 

. liic (nth vd 1 kremher, wiieii the (oriiier simweil eleaily Imw die ^va^ v,.i,i'd |,y H.nernment 
sepovs and in spite of resistance, cues, and remon-lianecs, was earned otf to Hi., Highness 
Maharaj Midh.irrao, who pi-rsotmlly onleied her to he 1aki*n to llie Uam a Ijonndi, wliere slic 
was detained against her will loi months, and wa- at h*ni>th released on the liiteivcntnm of 
tin? UesidenI 

With regard to the case oi this gnl, the Dniliai attempted to make out, in flieir reply to 

the ('oinmissnm, tlnit die wa* MO/cd at hei hudiaiur- 
Apiurnit laNc't.'Hiiifuily Dnrlui uloo-tlic i-ii,jm.st, and detained in the Palace hv tin* Senajiutly 
(I,, induce her to go hack to her hn'-h.niif.s house and 
Tiowheie else. This reply was given tm the ‘J‘-'iid ut Uet-emhei. 

In consci ueiii e of this staleiueiit of the Durbar it K necessuiy to esamine the lact* of lliis ^M^e 
tdT’handra ilh.iga, as ri’pitrted to tiovermnent m my letter No.d.ilcd Ith olDctolier l.is^t, 
because tho Dnrhar at the time treated it precisely as lliey liad done tliose of Mal^aha- and 
others above quoted, and said mdliing whatever about Chnndr.i Uhaga having he.-n seized mi 
heiialf o! iier husband; cunsetiuently both the aecoinn given in Dmhar y.id No yi)‘»» ol t'Clh of 
►Septemlier last, legardiiig this girl, and the statement made hy the Durbar hefoie tlie Counnissiun 
conceruing hiT, cannot he true. • 

Her case as presented to Hovernment ni October is as^olio\v.s 

..11 ii.-o ivwi s.iUrMi nhu*e will) the Durbar legiirdiug 


•.1 i . 


)vk, aud fon-iidy cairied on uei . , , , 

I forwaided tliis petition, with yail No.‘-V-'D ol the .same date, l^hh fseptemher, to Ills High¬ 
ness, saying thal when 1 wrote to the Durhar a stiovt time jiieviously alioiit girl beiue retained 
art Lomidis agaimU their will, the lact had bein denied l)y the Dm liar, and 1 lequesled that if 
the motlicr's story woie tiue, the girl luiglir he n loa.scd, aud the oUendcis punished. 

No reply havnig eoirie hy iho ii'-'ud idem, the <dd woman Kasi wrutt' another ])ctilion to the 
eiVeet that tlie Durbar iieople were tiyiiig to pollute her daughter by giving lier loud cooked liy a 
low easte woman in orUer to unlit her fur any oilier service but tliat oi Lunmli. 

Thirt petition was also referred to tho Durbar on the ‘JLhidof Sentoinlier. 

On the tlhtli of September the girl herself ajijicared at the Jlcsulem'y accom]),nued In hei 
mother and sfotedhow ahe had been seizeil by (Jovernimmtpeons, and taken before the Maharaja 
’ himself, ‘‘who gave order that I should be made a 

(Jeutlcttiaii. n Louiidk 1 represented that I wjw (he daugliter (d'a 

“ ‘ Grahaatli ’ and wm not willing to be made a I..oun(li. Notwitb.stiUKUng this, the Maluiraj 
» direeteil me to go to the liani, 1 wept bitterly, and was sent against my will, isc., &e.'’ 

860 tft. ^ '' 



• 

Next day Durbar yad Na 2029, of 26tb September, waa received, that as Kaeibae*8 

^ , i.t . 1 - daughter has expressed her unwilliugness to work, 

•Not hor huttaod. oor a word atotlom. „ The State- 

ment made in the accormpaniment to the Residepcy yad of 22nd September, that they ure 
trying to pollute her daughter, is false.’' 

Thus it is clear that the.actual grounds upon which this girl Chandra llha^a was seized aud 
released in September, according Uf tlio evidence just quoted, are entirely diifoTont from those 
adopted bv the Durbar before the Commission a few days ago, viz., that it was ** at the request 
of her huBoand,” who it appeared had cast her off IC or 17 years ago, when she was a child. In 
short, before the Commission the Durbar flatly deny that she was ever made a Loundi at all; 
whereas the yad of Soptember tho 26th above quoted admits thefact, and reloases hor ou the ploa 
of unwillinguoRs to serve. 

Tih Case» —On the 19th of December a respectable woman named Ujan, the wife of Partap, of 
the fiharot caste, appeared before the Commission, and stated that in August last she hod been 

^^ seized by Goveminent seiiOys, one of whom told her that 

**“^*^' ho had orders from tho Maharaj to take her to tho Palace. 

They gave no explanation whatever as to the reason for seizing her- AmidstHhe romonstrancos 
of her parents ami many of her caste people, slio was taken to the Palace, before entering which 
tho sepoys were persuaded to lot her go on payment of a bribe of GO rujiees. Her father corro¬ 
borated this evidence. • 

The following evidence of Saku, wife t>f Gaupatrao Vilhoba Halkara, (witness No. 2 examined 
^ the Commisaiou in tho .Ijoundi case, and now in prison,) was oflerod by the llosident to the 
Commission, but not taken. The Resident considers it to be entirely reliable, ano therefore of 
great importance iis auxiliary to the* other evidence recorded. 

Deponent states on solemn ailtnnHtiou that her liushaudt Is (employed in the Seuaputty’sKutcherry, 

tiiat she lias Ikk ii in prison about tlirco months for 
t ThuKcsident had Glianu and <aliers pumsiK-tj s<*!zing a certain girl named Uliiina (from Junaghar in 

compeDRution, and was ot’dvrcd hack to Kuttywnv. Kattynar) who was liMUg in a hired house near Sur 

. Sag.^v I'ank. States that Ikt liusband was em]doyed, 

with two others named Kashipuri and Lakshmmv Kabo, in seizing women in the city of llaroda 
for tho Maharaj j that w'ithin a short tinn^ her husbasd and the two others had taken ujiwards of 
50 women to the Palace, of wdiom lOorl^ wort! married women living with their husbands, 
otliers are widows, others were women living away from their husbands, and some arc loose 
women. The two following persons belonged to the street in which she lived, anti were seized in 
hor own presence, viz.:—• 

l.vf.—Oaja, wife of'Tukarani Alorya. («ood-lookiiig girl of about 22 yeais ol’ age, living with 
her husband. 

Kaushalya, daughter of one Paru, tnarrictJ to u nian in lin* liuzui' Puga, and living with, 
him, aged about 20 yuars, and good-looking. 

Both of these women told her that they liad betui dishoiuiured in the Palace. Witness states 
that on tho day that her husband was impri.soiietl, tile 50 women who had been seized by him, 
and others also, were released, owing to the represontatioiis made by tln.‘ Hosidenl to the Maharaj. 
Witness knows that about 50 women were seized by her husband, because Government sepoys 
used to go to her house, and order tier husband to seize such and such a w^omau. 

The following evidence was also hi possession (iftlie Resident, but the girl who gave it was not 
willing to appear before the Commission, and it was uot therefore pressed. 


Jamna, wife of Shivlal Ganjiatrani, AoiVichh iJrahniiii, age 22 years, stated on solemn aflirma- 
tioT? before thi? Resident, that alnnit t.liroi* months ago, as she was proceeding from h(*r husband's 
l^nusc to her fatlnu’’K in the middle of the day, two Oovernraent men, one named Ganpat, and 
anotlier Bava, seized her and took her to the Jlavclee, saying that the Sarkar wanted her. On 
iurival they told her to sit down, and went to report to the Aiaharaj. About two hours after¬ 
wards her nusband cami*, to the Havoleo, but (jianpat and Hava turneil him away, denying that he 
was her husband. He therefonj wont away to bring a jicrson to prove his relationship. In the 
meantime the said Ganpat disliunouircd her. Jn due lime her husband brought a Kheraval 
Brahmin named (iiubad to (irove his relij^iousliip. She was llien allowed to go with him, lie being 
cmployetl in British territory at the Neriad railw.iy station. 

in addition to the above, the names and residence pf 20 women arc recorded in the Residency 
office, who were seized as Loundis or for immoral purposes, and have' been recently roleiwed. 

The compilation containing this extra evidence not nicordod by the Commission was submitted 
to the President for perusal withlettcr No. 1082, dated tiie 3rd of December; and 1, in that letter, 
took occasion to point out that feelings of shame and fear of disgi’ace and exeomimiuication from 
caste prevented many from coming before the ConimisHion who did not object to come to tfcc 
Residency accompanied by their relatives. 

Subsequently to the above, and after tho Durbar had made their statement of 22nd December, 
two British female subjects from the Uatnagiri district appeared before the Commission and stated 
their cases,'as fully set forth in Scliedule I., Cases 12 and 13. 

One of these was a good-looking yiictivi Brahmiu woman named Narangi, the wife of Vithoba 
Polekar, and tho other Shenvi the wife of Gaiiu, of the village of Sakarpa. Both gave clear and 
imiiortant evidence directly inculpating the Alahwaja himself and his Minister Nana Saliib 
Kanvelkar in aiding and al>etting and curlyihg a system of enticing married women away 
i^om countiy villages of the British districts, using {hem for immoral purposes and then making 
XiOundis of them. 

The portion of tlieir statoment ^iven to the Iteident, wliich referred to their having boeu 
entieod away from their villiigca in me Uatnagiri Disirict by some servants of the Minister, who 


sequenee ^ the enticement having token place tn Butiah territory-.^ Their story therefore com- 
menoed -from the time of their amvol at the minister's house in Baroda, together with several 
*• Thw Ae «y«em. oAergirls,* who had also aocompanied them from different 

^ places in British territory. 

It has been recorded, however, on evidence Iwforo the Commission:— 

Ist.'—That as British subjects, the Minister, Nana Sahib, and the Maharaja, knowingly forced 
them to serve as Leundis in the Maharaja's own household. 

2nd.“-That as British subjects they were both unjustly thrown into prison without trial for no 
Couiparotho caw of these girls with tiiose of crime whatever, but simply because they declined to 
d SG of Sohoduiu n., in which otic girl of accedo to the Maharaja's wishes to become false accusers 
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respectable iaioiiy, u companion of the Khml's, and ccrtuiu nersons. 
the otbor a Loundi. wore Hhnilarly trcatcil for the * 


•Rme reason. 


Srd.—That having boon thrown into jail as British subjects, they have bedh illegally and 
unjustly detained for about li years, during which time the Brahmin woman was t\vice Hogged 
and the other one once. 

It is also important to mention hero that in September last the Resident, having reason to 
believe that a numlwr of British subjects wei t^ unjustly detained in the Baroda/ail, requested the 
Durbar to forward to him a list of them, showing tlieir offonce, sentence, &c. The two women 
under notice, though British subjects, having been forcildy made F^oundis as such, were excluded 
from that list, yet in about a montii afterwards they wore released at no one’s iiitercossiou on the 
occasion of the eclipse of the moon, '('ho Durbar, in their statement of the J^Srd December 
before the CoiumisBion, have made tin* hare luisiqiporhMl assertion that both those victims of 
their system guilt)' of theft, and henc(‘ their imprisonment; hut it will not be difficult to 

disprove such a ehurge, and to show that, as already mentioned above, their cases are precisely 
tlie same as thow.* ol tlie tAvo women mentioned in cases 84 and 8(1 of Schedule (I. above quoted. 
In fact, 1 nave reason to believe that the Durbar’s own records contain nothing against the two 
women under notice; otherwise, in so serious a case they would no doubt hare produced them, in 
corroboration of their bare statement before thi< Commission. 

Independently of the personal wrongs sustaini'd by, and the personal redress due to, these 
women from the Durbar, it is submitted t.^i the Commission foi- consideration tUd their evidence, 
in addition to w hat has been already ])roducod,’completely refutes the denial of the Loundi system 
by the Durbar before the (.'ommission on the ^^udof December, when they stated that females 
are never seized to bo made l.oundis of by the Durbar; and that'only such as are willing to enter 
the service are detaiueii, the vest being allowed to go to their homos. 

Botli^tbe women in iniestion arc for the present undcT the Resident’s protection, agreeably to 
the rocoinmondation of tn(‘IVesident of the C’orniniHsion, pending a refei;encc to Hatnagiri and 
final anangemeiits regarding them. 

Before coinduding this memo., it seems desirable to refer to the subject of the Government of 
India IcthT, No. ‘JtJbli B, dated aiMh October 1878, and t lm Bombay Government letter, No. 0804, 
dated 7tb November last, upon the subject of the allegations regarding lUs Highness the Gaokwur 
made in the Hitn'hn {new^paper of Ahniodaliail.) 

My letter dafcil LMlh Sejdember J878, to tlie Bombay Government, was not brought for¬ 
ward, l>ecaiise lb<^ Commission declined, as a general rule, to go into eases utfocting the personal 
acts of Mis Higluiess with regard to women ; even eases 88, ;i4, and 30 of Schedule 11. were not 
gone into, the iirst named being one of the eases mentioned in the WUrhu, All, therefore, th^fc I 
desire now to .say with regard to this correspondence is, that whilst expressing iny sinctirc regret 
that. I should have disjdeused His Exeidlency the Viceroy aud Governor General by undertaking 
it, yet 1 may. with profouml respect, state tluit, combined with my general protests in Auf-yust 
anti September last, it liad the eireet of putting a stop to the systcin of seizing respectable women 
for immoral purposes, and also of giils'giuierally to serve as Loundis, both of which practices had 
attained to such a height at the time, that the most respectable citizens of Buroda had actually 
begun to ileport their wives and daughters into British terriiory ; and only ceased to do so when 
rc-assured oi British protection in their own houses under the protests which, as British Residcut, 
I felt bound to make against such cowardly aud lyranqieal procecdingi^-on tlic part of the 
Gaokwar. 

1 fully admit thab except under circmnstaiiccs of extrftmo emergency, the course I adopto<l is 
not justifiable; and it is only tlie disgraceful state of thiugvS wliieli I have described, mid the 
failure of my personal advice, that led me to try it, for the g(HMl of an utterly defetuHdeas people, 
who, under the presence of ulmut (1,000 or 7,000 aniu'd men, and an unscrupulous jmlicc adminis¬ 
tration in the city of .Baroda, are, or 1 sliould say weyi!, hold in a state of the Inost abject terror, 
which,'though somewhat abated, is not. even now' altogether extinct. 


Cask No. 41. 

In this case the complainant Baini appoars before the Commission accompanied by her brother, 
her husband being bed-ridden and unable to accompany lier. Her statement, as rucordotl in tlw 
Residont’ft Schedule 11., charging Balvantrao Trimbakrao, Vahivatdar of Visnagar, with horrible 
torture of her in a police iiujuiry caso, i.s road out in the presence of the ('ommission and the 
Durbar agents. The statement is not vepeuted here, but will bo found in tlie said schedule. 
The Durbar agent statos, that irainodiiitely on the case being brought to their notice by the 
Resident, the Vahivatdar was suspended, and iiif]uiry into the case instituted. They further say 
that a close and |earching investigation is now going on, and that, iu the event of the charge 
being proved, a molt exem^ary punishment will be inflicted upon the Vahivatdar. The President 


expresses to the Durbar a^fents his opinion that the complainant in this case should be taken 
special charjre oi hy the Durbar while her grievous complaint is being investigated, and intimates 
that tiu! CornmisBion will expect, before closing its proceedings, to be informed of the result of the 
InvoKtigtttion, and of the oraers passed in the case. 


FuuriiKU Statkmknt ok tuk Duuhau. 


lii continuation of our inemoraiidutn of yesterday's date, though sufficient evidence has not 
l)oen obtained to warrant a judicial conviction, the Durbar cannot but entertain from all the 
<;ircunjstenco» of tho case a rcjasonable presumption that tlie complainant must have suffered 
some violence, Tho Durbar liave therefore resolved to dismiss the Vahivatdar and Kaiji, and 
declare them both unlit for rc-employmcnt in His Highness’ service. 

Durbar .will also give the complainant Rs. 200 as compensation. 

Notk. —On the members of the Commission visiting His Highness tho Gaekwar bofore leaving 
llaroda, tho Maharaja informed the President that on a further consideration of this case he h^ 
decudftd to senterteo the Vahivatdar to two years’ imprisonment, besides declaring him disqualified 
for future cinployment in tho ppblic service of the State. 


Final Statkmk.xt iiy tiik Rksidkkt. 

Case pf Haixi, a Rrnhman woman tortured at Visnagar. 

"I’lic facts of this very disgraceful case fully appear from the petitioner’s statement, which is 
given at length in the Schtalulc. 

Ihe Durbar have statctl in their fin.'xl answer, dated tUth December, that they have inquired 
into the case, and “though sufficient evidence ba-s not been obtained to warrant a jiidieijil con- 
“ viction, tbe Durbar cannot but cntcitiun a voasonablc jiresiunption from all tho circuHistancesoi 
“ the ease that the eoinplainant must have suffered some violence.” The Vahivalc^r has boon 
tlioreiorc disiuis<od, and has been declared unfit lor rc-eniploymciit in IHs Highness’ service, 

t he i*re.sidcnt of tlie Itavoda Commission having publicly informed the Durbar agents that 
justice appeai<*d to have been defeated, and that tlie settlement of the case was most unsatisfac¬ 
tory, the Resident has only to add that the action taken by the Durbar in this wise is a sample of 
what habitually occurs whenever tlie chief (Tiniinala^rc high officials in tlie servioo of the Durbar. 
Tho oflendtM* in this shameful case occujiitMil the imptrtant position of Vahivatdar of tlio Visnagar 
Mahal, and was, as sueh, invested with full jurisdiction, both civil and criminal. 'I’he Resident 
has oil several^ oc'casions brought f.o tho Durbar’s notice the notorious behaviour of this very 
Ralvantrao J riinbak, bu!. no notice whatever has been taken id' his representations. ’^Phis in¬ 
dividual, wlio is said to be a protege of the Sir Fou/dar Ikilwuntr.'to Yeshwuni, has stu'ved in so' 
districts, in all of which numerous eoinpiaints have been made against him for every speck 


veral 
y species of 


oppression mul misconduct. AVldle Vahivatdar of Beejapoor he is said to have boon fi^nnally dis- 
inissed by thi‘ late Maharaj, and to have been declared ineligible for further service. The 
Resident respectfully submits that it. is emidoyment of uotorioui>ly disgraceful clianicteTs like 


iployment of uotorioui>ly , ^... . 

this man Halvantrao Trinibak that has more tliau anything else tended to protiucc the present 
demoralisation of the Jkrodu Districts, 


is 


1 U(* Resident suhinits it as his opinion that the practice of torture, of which the present ease 
s merely an illustration, is not confined to one district or another, but is systematically employed 


by tho cliici Durbar offi('ials in all of the llaroda Mahals. Tlie action taken by the Durbar i 
this ease clearly proves that thi! crime is winked at as far as possible, and tliat even when glarin 
eases are prominently forced on tbe notice of tin* Durbar, yet the chief criminals are allowed i 


til 


C.S«il]K\ 


inng 


to 


C’ask No. 42. 


An.vnuuao ViswASKAo, brntlier of Maliarani .lamnabae, widow of Ilis Highness Khunderao 
Oaekwar, at present n'siding in Poona, states:—His Higliiiess Khunderao Maharaj, on his 
marriage to my sister Juninabao, gav\’ me Sunads, which J produce, granting me an allowance, as 

Paga of 4.1 sowars. Us. 42,000 annually, and the Inam village of Megha Kna, valued at 
Us. C,C00 annually. (The Sanads are admitted by tho Durbar to be genuine, and show that the 
pa^a with allovvance w'as grunted to coiiijilainant and his heirs in perpetuity, confo'tionally on his 
doing service. Tho village in granted in perpetuity without conditions attached.) 1 was in 
enjoyment of Ihcsoat Khundcrao’s death, and was deprived of them, as well as of my two houses 
in liaroda, valued at Ks. K;J,ooo, about one year after the death of His Highness Khunderao. 
ISa) reason was assigned for their confiscation. I have done service to the Maharani since 

Khunderao’s death, and T pray that rny allowances, Inam villages, and houses may be restored 
to mo. 

'i’ho Durbar agents reserve their statement.. 



amounting to about Us.7f*,000. I have twice asked foi' them to be restored to me, and on the 
second occasion * - ' . i-.. .. . , , « uu mv 

About 

house 

#un0' nut. into iho S^PAttta Unit'ura tVAWA .xll 



Another cause of complaint Isy that inapite of niy: remonatxances Wussunt Bbow is building 
a house on a plot of ground which belongs to me. 1 claim to have this ground reetoied to mo. 

I have an Inam viUiige valued at Rs* 5,150 assigned to me for my maintenance. The Govern^ 
nient has recently withdrawn the Havildar and hve sepoys attached to it for its protection. 

The Durbar agents reserve statements till the 20th instant. 

3. Kasirao Ganpatwao Uajk Sihkk, resident in Baroda, states:—la ^ married 

Manjulabae, daughter of His Highness Khnnderao, who promised at that time to make fitting 
arrangements for my support, and in the meanwhile gave me an annual allowance of Us. 12,000, 
He made no permanent arrangement, however, and 1 continued to enjoy this Its. 12,000 till 
Khunderao^s death. After that 1 rweivod it for one year, when it was redtjce<l to Us. 8,000, no 
reason being assigned for the reduction. 

His Highness Khunderao had given me one elephant with howdah and equipment of silver. 
Instead of taking the elephant I took Rs. 3,000 and left the silver e(|uiprnents in the Jlathikhana, 
where they now are. The Government refuses to give them to me. 1 do not know whether or 
no they have l>e8towed them on anyone else. • 

I pray that my wife’s ornaments, &c., and my allowances, a# stated above, may be restored 
to me. 

The Durbar agents r(?serve statement. 

4. CiiiMMA Sahiu Laksiimaxiiao, now resident in Oodoypoor, in the Kewa Kanhi, jitates:—I 
am tho naternal uiude of Ambabae, one of the widows of the lato Khunderao (hujkwar. Ho 
increased my annual allowance of Rs. oOO (which had l)een granted to me by Seiajirao) to 
Ks. 2,400 annually. On his death the j>rosent Muliaraj, Mulharrao, stopped all the allowances of 
Khiinderao’s relations, ininn amongst tlicuii, and I c!onse(|u<Mitly ran away to Oodoypoor, where I 
now reside, i have never asked the present Chief to givtj ine tho allowances back. I made no 
t!omplain|; to the Resident at the time. NV'lio would listen to :ny eomplaint if 1 never bad any 
Sanad for these allowances. 

The Durbar agents reserve statement. ^ 

5. AikiUA'raAo, son of Kbundorao Mahavaj, by Sakubae, now resident in Baroda, states:—My 
mother Sakubae was a jnistress of the hite^lalmrajfi, and is now alive. She had an allowance of 
Its. 32,1100 annually, made up from an Inani village, valued at Its. 16,000, cash from Karnavis 
Rs. ‘J,0()0, and Hs. 7,000 from the Mahals. 1 prodime a Sanad (admitted by the Durbar agents, 
to bo genuine) sliowing my mother^s right to draw Ks. 0,000 annually from the Kaniavis. T have 
no Sanads about the other items of the Its. 32,000. I’hoso allowances, together with my paga of 
50 sowars, for which I had .an allowance of Its. 35,000 annually, were continued for one year 
after Ills Highness KlmiKlcrai>\s death, when lliey wore summarily resumed, no cause being 
shown therefor ; at the same time my inolher’s jewels and oi iiiinuuits, valued at 3 lakhs of rupees 
or theicahoutfl, and my garden, tlio Hirabagh, were taken from us. My Haga has been given to 
Klajirao, the brother-in-law of Mulharrao, and my garden to Nana Saheb Khanvelkar. We 
have absolutely nothing whatever left to ns. I j)ruduce a Sauad for my Paga. (This is shown by 
the Durbar not to be a Sanad, but an anniml assignment for the I’agu.) 

The Durbar agents reserve their statement. 

lie-tfxamiiuidf states:—We used to have 10 sejHjys, who have been withdrawn from us. We 
liave been turned onto f mir house, and comiwilled to live in the house of one Narayenrao. An 
arrangement was made by Khun<lcrao Maharaj that on niy marriage a suitable tjstahlishiiient 
sltould bo provided for mo. I was married a year ago, and no cstahlisinnent has been assigned to 
me. I have also been for the last year forbidden to attend the Maharaja’s Durbar. • 


RkVI.Y ok TUF. DuRliAlt. 

Anandrao being the brother of Janniahac, the Queen of His Highness Khunderao, wc have no 
confidence in him, and have diBcontinued his allowances, and resumed Ids village. I’lic hou.se 
which he says was taken away from him wa.s bought n(Jt by him, but by the (Tt)verji]n(*iit, and it 
was consequently Government property, 

Manjulabae,—The house in which 'she lived was (aovennnent property, and on its being taken 
from her another was given to her. With regard to th<^ ornaments they wein; State jewels ajid 
not hor^uivute property, though she occasionally used them, being of the royal family. Those 
ornaments whicli forjiied licr marriage gifts were her sole pr*enliuni, and were not touched. Tho 
plot of building ground which she claims is (.juvermnent property. The. se])oys wore never 
allowed, as the village was given in Kaniyadan (gift to a daughter). 

Kaeirao.—This maifs allowance is fixed at the same rate as granted to sons-in-law of the lato 
GanpaLrao Maharaj. The Ks. 3,000 received by him were not for tho elephant alone, but 
included its trappings and howdah. 

Chimma Saheb.—Wc ha<l no confidence in him, and therefore dismissed him. 

Amratrao and Sakubae,—Sakubae, while His Highness Khunderao was alive, was, as his 
mistress, allowed to use the valuable State jewels. She has no claim to them as private property, 
and it was only in accordance with custom that they have been deposited in the Jamdarkhaua 
now, • 

With regard to the allowances given to Sakubae, they arc fixed at the same rate as tiiose made 
to other mistresses of previous Gackwars, vir.., between Ks. 7,000 and Us. 8,000 for herself and 
son, which they refuse to accept. The garden is Government property. 

Tlio Paga and allowances arc dependent on service, which is not rendered by or asked for from 
Amratrao, and tb^y have therefore been resumed. 


■ '' ' Pinal STftTEMKNT BY THE RbsIDKKT. 

The reasons assigned by the Ourb^ for their treatment of Anandrao Viswaerao, brother of 
Jamnabac, Hani of the late Khunderao Gaekwar, have at any rate tho merit of aimpUcity* It is 
clear, however, that if an alleged want oi‘ confidence be a sufiiciont ground for discontinuance of 
allowance and resumption of Inam villages, no person’s property is safe in Baroda. The persecu¬ 
tion to which the Kani Janmaboe, in common with all the followers and adherents of Khunderao, 
has been subjected at the hands of the present Mahavaj, may indeed aftbrd a legitimate ground 
for want of coniideiico on thoir part ,* but in thtj mouth of the Durbar tho plea js only r^ed as 
an excuse for spoliation. Anandrao’s houst; in Baroda is not (lovemmont but private propertv ' 
he bought it himself, and held tho deed of sale for it, ' . ^ 

The treatment of Manjulabac can scarcely be justified on the grounds asserted by the Durbar. 
The daughter of the late Maharaj was at least entitled to some sort of consideratioji, and the 
wholesale deprivation of jewels, ornomentJS &c., and the forced exchange of houses presents only 
a picture of the same vindi(ttivo spirit which has prompted tho jwrsecution of sC many others of 
the late Maharaja’s family and dependcuts. These remarks also apply to the case of Manjulabae’s 
husband 'Kasirao, and to tlie retnmning cases enumerated. 

The legal right of thtt Durbar to iriak<- the reduction, and resume tho allowances of the relatives 
of the lat(5 Maharaj, is not called in (fucsth>u, hut only the good faith and policy of tho measures. 
There arc so many proofs of a malicious and vindictive spirit on the part of the reigning (faekwar 
in the treatment of H. 11, Kbunderao’s family and followers, that the Resident has deemed it bis 
duty to bring these cases to the notice of t.lie Commission, in the hope that they will bo able to 
make such representations as will cause the restorntion of their property to those members of tl )0 
Gaekwar fanuly who have been unjustly deprived of it by the present ^aliaraj. 


Cask No. -l-l. 
Kastbam Ambakam. 


Statkmkxt by TiiK Ukstokxt. 

Baroda, 10th Januai'y 1871. 

Thk facts of thin .serious case are briefly set fortb in the Schedule. The case was not 
• inve8tigate<l by the Commission, because the comphiinant bimsolf was nolprofient. The Resident 
begs, however, nispectfully to .submit th.at as thi* Durbar wen* advised by Residoney yad No. 28(5.5, 
of 27tb November 1873, to produce t,h(‘ petitioner before tho Commission, and as no exjdanation 
has boon afforded by the Dnrbar hir his non-attendauee, the facts stated in the Schedule must b(; 
allowed to speak for thomsolves. 


2. The Commission will not fail to observe that this ease affords another Ihigraut illustration 
of the systematic use of torture to extort eonhissions of supposed crimes. The Ratan district has 
obtained an unenviable not.ori(?ty fiir this special f)l)suso of crime, other examples of which are 
given in Cases tb 10, 09, and M of this Schedule, and in Cases 1 and 10 of Schedule No. I. The 
Resident, moreover, deems it riglu, to lii ing to the n«>tiee of the Coiimnssum that he vea-eived from 
one of the petitioners who appeared befoie him, iiiha m.'ition of no less than 12 cases of similar 
torture practised in the Ratan district, in which no investigation of any sort l>y the Durbar is .said 
to have tiikeu place. He was prepared to cito these cases before the Commission had it been 
necessary. 

R. RiiAViiE, Colonel, 

. Rcsideiit. 

Note.—This was rocoivc'd jiftor tho case hml boon closed by the Conmiiesion, and is filed with 
otlier cases in the same Schedule. 


Cask No. 4f>. 

« 

U Mijvsrii Hariuci.a Musulman, oo years, now of Ahmedabad, states:—! was 

for .30 yeiivH the personal attendant of the late Khunderao Gaekwar. Ho gave mo money, jewels 
value Hb. 85,000, e.lothes value Us. .5,000, cash to the amount of Rs. 75,000. The total amount 
of bis gifts was about Its. 1,1.5.000. I bud also bouses in Baroda* tlm value of which was about 
Hs. nri,000. His Highness Khunderao also gave me in village, Ranoli, valued at 

Ks. -1,000. 1 had a Sanad for this^ which was taken from me by tins Karkun of Balwuntrao 
Yoshwunt Fouzdar. I had also another village, Lunadra, which I had bought with mv brother 
Uliulam, from one Jibhai, a Bhal. The rovenue of this village was within Us. 2,200. l’ changed 
its name to Kadirpura. I also claim eight months’ arrears of pay due from Khundcrao’s 
thn<^. 

On the very day that Khunderao Maharaj died, I and all my })roperty w(‘ro placed under 
attachment, and for three months everything was upder “ chor japti,” />., if 1 wanted to open 
anything or get anything ouU I had to do so in thp presence of one of tho Government sepoys. 
At the end oftliis lime all my property am) houses Ifrere placed under lock, Real, and key, and I 
myself imprisoned in my own bouse. lasted for six months. I was twice OHt*(>f my house 

during Umse nine months, once wlicn 1 wa. ^^rtfor by Balwuntrao Ycsliwunt to give evidence ina 
case. My evidence- was not taken, ami I was sent baisk with a guard. The second time was when 
I went to the Maharaj, who,forbade me to leave my house or to come into his presence again. At 
the end of the nine monthH I was taken by the Govtriiipent sepoys and officmls to thoTouzdari 
whore I was told by Balwuntrao Yeshwunt that 1 had committed some fault and must go to jail. 1 


repreMDtoil that ]. was not in the viUs^ at the thne statedf mod waa told that 1 vaa reaponaUde 
for, whoever was there instead of me. I was then stripped of my^ clothes and haiHlctiiffed, and on 
asldng Balwantrao whether 1 was to be imprisoned for life, he said no. My arms were then tied 
with a rope, and 1 was taken to the main jail. One day the Maharaja visited me in company 
with Hanba (laokwar and otbei's. Hariba abuBt^l nic, and said that Bhow Scindia and I were l^ui 
men in high honour with the late Gaekwar, and that We should soon go up~^e. 1 shortly after¬ 
wards learned, from going into tho jailer’s office, that my sentence was six montlis’ imprisonment, 
and that the warrant hod conic. 1 was not set at liberty when my six mouths’ term exjiired. f 
remained in jail for over nine months, when I was called into the office, and told 1 should be 
released if I signed a paper to the odect that I would not go to Jamnabae, the wife of the late 
Maharaj ; that I should not complain about myself; and that J would make no disturbance 
(pl)itur) against the (Jovernment. The paper was in (Jujerati, which 1 do not understand, but 
its contents were explained to me, and 1 signed it voluntarily and freely. Ou my release, 
Balwuntrau took me to the Resident, Colonel Sliortt, having previously cautioned me to be careful 
of the consequences of my speech. Colonel ShortI asked if 1 really were Munshi Habibula ; I 
said I was ; when he remarked tliat the newspapers had reported both iihow Scfndia and me U> he 
dead. T said that Bhow Scindia was deml, hut that 1 w^as alivci lie then asked how long 1 had 
been in prison. 1 refused to answer. I'lje question was thrice rejjeatcd without reply. The 
Resident then asked Jialwuntran Yeshwnnt, who fir.st said six months was tho term, hut that f had 
been in prison for nine months. 1 was also asked if I bad nuiognisod anyone on the naid, and 
replied Uiat I had not, tliat 1 saw nobody now, and that’ 1 kept my eyes on the ground all tho 
time. Hau 1 known that 1 was released by Colomd Shortt’s intereos.sion. and not by the 
Maliaraja, 1 would not have signed the paper mentioned almvi*. When Mulhurrao Maharuj 
visited me in jail he asked how 1 was j^etting on. I said 1 was very well, and iisked him to take 
care of my four small children, lie said flb would regard thmn mul erne for them as for his own ; 
but when ] came out of jail I found my house robbed'and my prt>perty all gone. After my 
interviewiwith the Resident 1 r(‘tnrncd*on foot to my house in custody <il a sejmy, and remainoll 
there under surveillance for yr» ilays. When 1 got home Ralwuntruo’s men told \\w. to clear out# 
in four days. 1 ri'prcsented the dilliculty of tiiis, and begged for eight days, hut got no reply. 
At the end of days 1 got a pass lor my brother, self, and four servants to leave. We did so, 
and went to Ahmedabad, where wi- have lived sinee. My housclmld remained here for the Liino, 
lint four months afterwards I sent for them to Ahmedabad, where they are now. 1 have ijeen 
deprived of all my property, villages, houses, jewels, &c., and liave nothing but a few cooking 
pots left. 1 have never committed any crime against the Maharaj. Thorn never has been cause* 
of dispute or <juarrel hetweoii the Maharaj and myself. 

The Durbar agents reserve eross-examiiiation and reply. 


Ui.i'i.v OK 11IK Dursau. 

The village of Ranoli was given in Iiiani to the Munshi Habibula. Hi* was sentenced to six. 
months’ imprisoninent for eoncealmriil <►!' crimes, and imposition of heavy liims on ryots, and for 
other improper conduct in the excr<*ise of his authority in that village. It was also ordered that 
on his release from confificment lie should lind security for future good behaviour. He was 
detained till lie gave it. The reason fur taking him to Colonel Shoitl was merely to show that 
the newspaper reports about his death were incorrect. He was not abused in jail by Hariba 
Dadu as alleged. 

Being ill-aisposcd towards (ioveriinieiit, he and his brother were tietained at home to prevent 
their intriguing. , 

He belongs to tho party unfavourable to the present Maharaj, and being no use to him, his 
services were disjiensed with, and his allowances aud Jnam village resumed, • 

The village of Kadirpur has been uttiichcd pending an inquiry into the title of the person from 
whom ho says he bought it, 

Tho houses and other property which he says he bus been dispossesswl of are (Jovcrnmeiit 
primuriy, and not his. ^ 

He was on terms of very great intimacy with Bhow Sciifdia, who allowed him to misappropriato 
the Goveriiinont prop(!rty. His private projan’ty therefore, amounting to upwards of Its. 27,000, 
has been taken possession of in satisfaction of the State; claims upon liim, 

i 

f 

Kin'ai, Statkmknt uy tkk Uv:siI)1';nt. 

The explanation of tlie Durbar in the case of Munshi Habibula, No. 45, is so obviously unsatis¬ 
factory as to amount to no explanation .at all. Not a single question was put to this witness 
in cross-examination, and the allegations of the Durbar are unsupported by any kind of 
evidence. 

Assuming that the petitioner was legally tried and convicted for ** concealment of crimes and 
for imposition of heavy fines on ryots, and for other improper conduct,” nothing ct)uld have 
been simpler than to produce the proceedings uf his trial, or to have questioned him before the 
Commission regarding the alleged oft’euces for which he was said to have been convicted. 
omission to do so only tends to eorroboraio tho petitioner’s statement that he was thrown into 
prison on a nominal charge, and detained there pending the Maliarnja’s pleasure. 

Although the Durbar admit that the petitioner was sentenced tn imprisoninent. for six months 
only^ he was actually detained in prison for upwards of nine months. His release was only 
obtained through the accidental circumstance that his death was reported in one of the Bombay 
newBpapors ut the very time that public attention was directed to the sudden death of Bhow 
Spinoia in , The petitioner was sent for by the Acting Resident, Colonel Shortt, and was 


V } 


Aen set at libert>, security having been taken from a high Sardar named Ibrahim AU that Ae 
petitioner should not complain to the British Government, and should have no communitstion 
with the Hani Jamnabae. 

The petitioner has solemnly stated before the Uesidont, and has repeated before the Commis* 
sion, that while in confinement his life was openly threatened by Hariba Gaekwar, who told him 
that both he and Bhow Soindia were doonted men. llie important and circumstantial evidence 
which has been lijiveu by this petitioner regarding the circumstance attending the death of the 
late Bhow Scindia, shows at any rate that the petitioner has good grounds for believing that he 
would have shared the fate of Bliow Scindia but for the accidental circumstance which produced 
his release. 

The Iteaident would invite 8]>ceial Jiltcntion to the tjxplanation given by the Durbar for tlio 
confiscation of the petitioner’s Inam village of Kanoli, viz., that the petitioner ** belongs to the 
“ party unfavourable to the present. Maharaj, and being of no use to him, his services were 
“ dispensed with, and his allowances and Inam vilhige resumed.” It is clear that a plea of this 
sort, if allowed, would place the property of every liiarndar at the disposal of the Maharaj. 

The allegation*of the Durbar that Bhow Scindia aljowed the petitioner to misappropriate Govern¬ 
ment property is unworthy of,notice, as it is unsupiiortcd by evidence ot any kind, and is 
obviously an afU'r-thouglit to explain the confiscation of tla^ petitioner’s private property, which 
the Durbar arc pleased to value at Ks. i;7,000 only, though the petitioner has valued it at 
Up. 1,15,000. ■ 

Inasmuch as the Durbar has intentionally deprived the petitioner of his private papers, and of 
t.li(’ means of proving the real value of the property confiscated, it is probable that the value of 
the petitioner's property greatly exceeds the amount stated by the I)urhar, and in default of 
evidence to show that the petitioner has grcntly exaggerated his claim, the maxim of “ Omnia 
presumuniur contra spoliatoreni ” appears aiiplicahle lb this case. The same remark is applicabhi 
to the Durbar’s allegation that the houses of which the petitioner has been dispossessed, and 
which the petitioner valut's at Rs. (>5,000, are Durbar* property. The petitioner’s title deeds 
having been seized by the Durbar, he has been deprived of the legal moans of establishing his 
claim. 

It is submitted that this case afibrds a glaring instance of the most wanton abuse of authority 
on the part of the present Maharaja. The i)etitioner was one of the late Maharaja’s chief 
favourites and followers ; he was a man of substance and respccbihility; and, whatever else may 
be alleged against him, it is clear tliut he was guilty of nothing vliich could justify the shameful 
treatment which he has received. 


Casj': No. IC. 

Chtmvaji Lakshman WAOtr, one of His Highness Khundcrao’s followers, named for examina¬ 
tion in connexion with alleged spoliation, ajmears before tlie (’ommission, but at the special 
request of the Durbar agents on tlic part of the ^laharaj, the Bosideut intimates that he has 
assented to his withdrawal without examination. 


Final Statkmknt in tiii«: Rksioent. 

The facts oi‘ this case base been clearly set forth in the Schedule. The petitioner was in 
attendance and ready for examination, but at the special request of the Durbar agent the 
petitioner was not examined before the Commission. 

It has been shown froni the ollicial correspondence relating to this case, which is quoted in the 
Schedule, that conftieting reasons have been assigned by the Durbar for the itnprisoument and 
ticnttmce inflicted on this petitioner, and as no proceedings or otlu'r legal record of his trial has 
been produced, there pan 1 )p little doubt that he has been treated in the same arbitrary way that 
most of Kliunderao’s principal followers have, been treated. 

'J'he petitioner, after having been imprisoned for upwards of two and a half years, and having 
been stripped of property amounting to about U.s. 51,O(»0, was finally released in the montli of 
November last. • 

With reference to the case of this petitioner, it appears material to bring to the notice of the 
Commission, that in the month of July 1H71 a somewhat remarkable j>etition from Chiiimaya 
W^h was forwarded by Government to the Hesidont, Colonel Barr, for report This petition 
ruifs as follows. . 

Jt is given i« eaienso because it contains important allusions to two other of the lato Maharaja’s 
followers who were situated in the same position as the petitioner, by bringing to notice the 
violent death of Ganu Wagh which had just 'tak<^n place, and by di.stinetly foretelling ^at of 
Bhowr Scindia, which took place within nine months from the date of the petition. 

Substance of a petition of Chimnaya Wagh, formerly in the service of Jlis Highness the lato 
Khunderso Gaekwar, and at present in Godi Ilazpur, to His Excelhuicy tho Governor, dated IGth, 
and received and ordered to be translated on July 5th, 1871. 


Cask No. 47. • 

OuLAM Kadir K.AEIMCLA, Musalman, 54 years; now residing in Ahmedabad, states:—! am 
the elder brother of Munshi Habibula, and served the late Maharaj Khunderao for M6 years. I 
hold a Sanad from hint for the village of KhanpuiSl, valued at R8.‘2,400, also for palki. I had a 
Paga of 45 horses, receiving Rs. 1,100 annually for them, and I also owned private property to a 
larce extent. The whole of this, amounting in all to about Ra. 1.17.000. was takfin aur^r fmm 


me hy the officers aod sepoys of Mulharrao, upon the death of Khunderao, for no reason assignetl 
I hiw also a half share in the village of Lnnadra or Kadirpura, valued at Hs. 2,20(», with my 
brother. This also has been taken away by the present iTOvernment, and 1 am left quite destitute. 
1 was kept in close custody in my own bouse here, not being allowed to go anywhere or do 
anything except undernhe charge of a sepoy. 1 was at the time Sooba of Naosai i, but came to 
Baroda two months before tlie death of Khundeiao in consequence of sickness. 1 remained in 
the close custody specified for 19 months, and then went to Ahmedabad with my brother when 
he was released from prison. I have lived in Ahmedabad ever since. 

Complainant produces a Sanad, which the Gackwar’s agents admit to be genuine. It bestows 
in Inam the village of Khunpura upon cimmant and his heirs for ever. 

The Durbai’ agents reserve cross-examination and statement. 

REri.Y OK THK DuiinAii. 

He was deprived of his allowaiicoH, &;c., for similar reasons to those mentioned in the case of 
Munshi Habibula, No. 45. * 

Fckai. Statkment nv tiik Kesidknt. 

The explanation of the Durbar in l}ie caw! of (inlani Kadir Karituulla is imm* coiu-isc than 
satisfactory. The Durbar admits that he was deprived of his allowances, iV.c., for similar reasons 
to those mentioned in the case of his brother Habibula, viz., “because he behmged to a party 
unfavourable to the present Maharaja and was of no use,” 'Phe unly ofleticc of which this 
petitioner has bwm guilty is that be was a lailhful servant of a former (faokwur. For this serious 
offence he is now punished with confiscati^tn of private property amounting to upwards of one 
lakli, exclusive of Inams and other property, besides being imprisoned for 19 months, without 
trial or (jharge of any kind. petitioner occupied at Klmnd«>rao’s <learh tlie important position 

of Sooba of Naosari, and is a j>ersoii of influence and respectability. 

It will be noti(5etl that not a single question was asked tliis witness on cross-examiiiatioii, and 
the subsUintial accuracy of the ])ctitioncr'ri statement may therefore be safely accepted. 

I'he facts of this case speak for themselves, and oomment appears to be superfluous. 


Cask No. 48. 

1. FsifVAKTr{A(> Sakjiauam Mj^xckkah, years, of Baroda, states:—I was a personal 
attendant “ Jjisod,” botli of Sei:vji and Khuiidorao, (iaekwars, for 5^5 years. 1 recei>ed gifts from 
Kbimderao annuinting in all to Ks. 10,00(> or Bs. I bad amassed at the time of 

Kbuiiderao’s death some Ks. 9(h0i)0. I had an allowamui (»f lis. 2,000 annually from (*overnment. 
On tJie third day after KhiiiiHorao’s death 1 was iniprisr)nod in my own house, and all my property 
attaeluul. T remained a prisoner at fioine for six months, and was then taken to the main Jail in 
Baroda. where 1 was kept for two and a lialf yeai*s. My family made a petition to tin* Resident, 
at whoso interc<‘SRioii T w^as reh'ased. 1 went to iny htmsc and found that 1 had heoti stripped of 
all my property.’ It had been done since I was taken to the jail, and who would take my goods hut 
Mulharrao (Stw'kwar? I wa.s sent to jail by order of Balwuntrao Ve.shwunt Fouzdar, now present 
He knows whether any eotiiplaint was made against me. I do not know of any fault or crime 
whatso<»ver that 1 have coniinitted against the (fovernment. 1 was senttmeed by Balwuntrao 
Yesliwunt seven yc^ars’ imprisonment, but 1 was not told upon what grounds or for what reason 
1 wjiH punished In this manner. 

1'he Durbar agents r (‘serv(^ eross-exainiiiation and statement. • 


Rkply ok the Duhhah. 

Ho iimassed large sums of inom^y by falsely persuading llis Higlme^ Khunderao tlmt bo 
would procure the restonition to ofliee of" BhovfrScindia, aifd by making journeys to Bombay under 
tho pretence of arranging this matter with (jovenimcht. He was convicted <»!'intriguing with 
Bhow Seindia, and sentenced to seven years’ imprisonment; but. be lias been released on tho 
intercession of the llesident, and on condition that lie sliould leave tin* Baroda territories 
forthwith. His allegations about the Rs. l)P,()hO are unfounded. Bhow Sciiidia had given him 
large* sums from (Government and privat<* sources. Jlis In u.se w'as not attached til) long alter 
Khunderao’s <leath, and this time h<* was believ(*d to havi .spent in concealing tin; treasure he 
had got from (lovornmcnt. It was with a view to make him refund this thgt his protierly, valued 
at Rs. 4,000, was attached and coiifiHcate(t. 


Final Statement hv the Resident. 

The explanation of the Durbar in tlie case of Eshvaiitrao Sakbaram Mungekar cjuinot be 
accepted as satisfactory. The Durbar admits tliat the petitioner was convicted of intriguing w ith 
Bhow Scindia and was sentenced to seven years’ imprisonment. The oft’ence alleged to have been 
committed conveniently vague. No proc.oedings liavc bei'ii proihiced. nor was a single question 
put to this witness in cro.sB“examination. 

The Durban admits that tho petitioner had aniassed large sums of money, and was in tlio 
confidence of the late Maharaja. It seems therefore rather inconsiNteiit to have valued tho 
{wtitioner’s property at Rs. 4,000 instead of Rs. 90,000 as allogod by the petitioner. If the peti¬ 
tioner’s property was^liable to confiscation, it is superfluous to have now valued the property at a 
merely nominal figure. 


No reasonable doubt has been thrown by the Durbar on the substantial accuracy of the 
potitioiHJr’s stiitoment It seoms clear -that the petitioner has been* tlirowu into prison on a nominal 
chargCjt and has been kept in confinement pending the Maliaraja’s pleasure) the whole of his 
property, wJiich is very coneidorable, having boeu confiscated. 


Cask No. 49. 

KrishnaJI (loviNDUAO J/SOAV, 60 yorivB, of llarodix, statesI liavc boon a porsoruil nttendant 
of tluj (raekwar’s sinct* the time of the death of jSeiaji Maliamj. I was Jemadar of tho Clnitiiwulas 
at the time of Kliuiiderjufs <U‘tith. I bad at that time proj)erty worth Its. 72,000 and Iiouhcs 
worth so»net.bing. I have no Idea ln»w much. About six weeks after Kliunderao’s death 1 was 
arrested one niglit and taken to the J‘'attc*bpnr Chabiitra, and m*xt morning 1 was handcuffed 
and taken to tho jail. I was teld by the Khamdar (Uhujangrao) of tho Kouzdar that 1 was 
senbmeed to three years’ imprisonment on suspicion. 1 was not told the nature of the suspicion 
against me. I was <’oiifined in arfsoUtary cell for six months. 1 was then for fonr months with 
the other prisoners, till ono day the Mabaraj Jioming round to see the jail ohsc^rved hhj, and 
direeted that om^ ICshvaiitrao, and one (’himaiirao, should, as yell as 1, ho eonlined in three 
8ej)ainl<J His onler was obeyed, {in<l J rernaincui in this rigcjrous custody for 1 year and 10 

months. I was released about one and a Imlf nnuitlrs ago, on the ))(‘tition of my daughter to the 
Uesident almut me. ()n release 1 went home and stav<*d 15 days, wlicii I was expelled summarily 
by the tJovernmeiit orticiaiff, and have Hiiiec lived in tfu» eamp. All that r(‘miiiiis to me and my 
family is t!io clothes we stand in. 'Hie (raekwar’s people have given an Inaui to iny s<‘rvaiit 
Lakshinan, who .showed them where all my property was eo!ic*ealcd. 

The Durbar agents defer cross-cxaTniiiation and their statement. 


llKin.Y OF THK DuUUAU, 

He was con(!emed in tho attempt to burn down tho I'alaee, and was after trial convicted and 
sentenced to three years’ imprisonment. His property, worth Ks. 2,000, not Ks. 72,000*a.s stated, 
was confiscated. 

» Finai. Statfmknt of the Rfsidext. 

It must be assumed that the conviction and sentence of the petitioner Krishnaji (lovindrao took 
placte according to sora4» rcc<ignised form of judicial procetluro. Nothing could have befm simpler 
than to prodiuje the procce<lings, or to have fpieslioned tlio petitioner regarding !lu‘ chargt' on 
wliich he is said to have been found guilty. Tlio omission tt) produeo any proceoding.s, or to ask a, 
Bingio (piostion in cross-examination, tends to corroborate the petitionm ’s staternont that lu? was 
tln own into |)risoii without any legal formalities at all. 'J'hc stal<!nieut of the Durbar regarding 
tho value of th(» petitioner’s ])roperty is unsupported by (‘videiiec, and is entitled to no considera¬ 
tion. It is to ho ohserveil that no reason is assigned for (he confiscjathm of* the p('titioner's 
property at all. If the confiscation was infiictiid as ]»art of legal sentence, then* appears to lie no 
reason for assiirning a nominal value to a pn>perty which the petitioner hiiiiseff has valued at 
Ks. 72,000. 

It appears clear that the potitioiur* has been thrown into prison on a nominal charge, and has 
been detained there several ynnrs pending tho Maharaja’s pleasure, the whole of the petitioner's 
v(*ry considiirable pro]mrty having hetui coiifiH(%‘itc*d, an<I his j'amily Imving been reduced to 
lutioii. Under theso circumstances, it hoped that the Commission will he able to make some 
recommendation to (lovernmeiiU which will have the olVcct of relieving the petitioner from the 
pressure of absolute want. 


• Ca.sk 50. 

Masukh Nahsidas, Kanbi, 5 .^ years, Vakil of Ahmi'dabad, states:— I have practised as a Vakil 
in tho Uaroda State for 1," or H years, lu the year ^ employed by Ilis Highness 

Khiinderao to prosecute Hahvuntrao Ynshwunt, Harlim Dada, and Narayen Laluhhai. The case 
l)(‘ing proved against Halwiiiitrao he w'as imprisoned by Khun(h*rao, but not being proved against 
the others, a Becoiul charge was being investigated when IChundei ao di(‘d. 1 was in Ahmedabad 
at tho time, but retuped on thf‘. third day. On the sixth day I was arrested and taken to the 
Fouzdari, while my wife was detained in custody al my hou.«e. A few days after, my son-in- 
law camtj from Ahmedabad to give st^curity for mo, but Hariha Dada refused to take his security, 
and 1 was taken to a cell in the Fouzdari and was imprisoned there for six months. 1 received 
my foot! from my house. I hjft the Fouzdari four times during this period, and on throe of t hese 
occasions Balwuntrao Yesbwunt took iny signat ure to dopositions. On the fourth Narayen Lallubhai 
t ook my signature. On each and all of these occasious I did not see what was written in tho 
depositions. They wore not road ovtu- to tno, nor were any witnoHses examined in my prcpenco. 
Oil the first occasion I was promised my liberty; on tho secoml and third I was tlureatonod with 
floggings, and on the fourth 1 was oaroleis.^ ;ih to v. hftt I signfsl. At the I'xpiration of six months 
Balwuntrao Yt'sbwnnt sent me to the jail I was not informed oi’ what oflbnce I was guilty, nor 
■what my aentonce W'as. I w'as sent to the jail, and I only learned from the jailer Bhojangrao that 
1 had got three years. After about three months of this imprisomnent Bhojangrao told me that 
my people luad not given any furtJmr information about me, and that I should he released next 



( m ) 

law had paid the fine of Hs. 16,000 imposed on mo. Since iny release 1 have lived in Ahmcdabad. 
At my release a security bond was taken from me not to return to Baroda or to make any 
complaint. I claim from the Durbar Us. 26,000 for outstanding private debts, Re, 15,000 for my 
fine, Re, 5,000 for my private property confiscated, Rs. 500 for my imprisonment* total 
R^ 45,500. / J 

The Durbar agents reserve cross-examination. 

Rkply ov thk Durbati. 

^ Masiikh was fined Ils. 15,000 on conviction of soveral offences, the chief being a conspiracy, 
charging the Assistiint Resident, Captain Salmon, with taking a bribe. His allegations that his 
signatures were taken to various papers without their being read to liim is false, us will apy>ear 
from the fact that when he objected to any [)articului' sontonce in his deposition he has himself 
made corrections and initialled thorn. 

His property, though under attachment, has not been confiscated. It is still in bis house, and 
we offer it to him if he will come and take it. 'Flic security has been taken ynly for his future 
good conduct, but not to prtwent him preferring any comydaint to the Durbar. 

With regard to his sLahnuent as to his wife being recalled from the station, the trutli is that she 
was leaving for Aliinodal^ad with her Nazarana chits in favour of the Sarkar, and oflieiiil jjapers. 
She was recalled, and when she gave uyi the papers she was allowed to depart. 


Final Statkmknt hv tiii: 11ksij)I‘:nt. 

With reference to the explanation of the Durlj.'ir in the case of Musulcli Narsidas, it must he 
pointed out that not a single (jiiestion was put to this witiioss in iM*oss-e\unnnation, and that tlm 
allegations of the Dnrhar are unsuy>ported by any kind of i'vidence, which eiiiild easily bav<* 
boiui prodiUM'd from their own rcs'ords, had such twidence existed. 

It must be jn'esunicd that Masnkh JS'arsidas w'as lt?gally tricMl and eonvieUal by a eomyietent 
Court, and nothing could have been more simple than to pi’oduce the proceedings. The omission 
to do H(» tends U> corroborate the petitioner’s statement that he was thrown into prison without 
’any trial. 

If the chief offence for wliich tlie petitioner was convicted was a ctJiisjnracy against the 
Assistant Kc.-ndent, it is most extraordinary that no allusion to the case ran be found on the 
Residency records. The fact, indeed, is so extraordinary as to make the Durbar’s statement on^ 
this yxunt unworthy of serious consideration. 

'I’lic statemcTjt fd' tin* Durbap that Masukh Narshlas himself made coircctions hi his own 
dejiositions anti initialled them,niiglit easily have been corroborated by producing the depositions 
and (jU('stioning the witness as to his own entries. The omission to do so cannot fail to prejudice 
llie statement made. 

'r]u‘ Durbar admit that tlie petitioner's ynojM'rty has been attmdied, hut deny that it has been 
confi^ctned. It is sigiiificjiut that no explanation of the attaclunmit has been afi'orded, though 
the at.taclimcnl in (yuestioii has been in forciJ for the Inst three years. petitioner swears 

that lie has twice formally requested Durbar to be placed in poss(*.ssiou of his property, and 
that his recjiicst has l»oen (listnict.Iy refused. It is inconceivabie that the petitioner would not 
have Taken his }>ropei ty if he liad liad the chance, and tlu’ Durbar’s present offer to the i>etitioncr 
to receive his property if he will come and take it,” is under llic circumstances rather siguifiiiant. 

Tlic nature of the securitv bond exacted from the petitioner might easily have been demon¬ 
strated by its production. 'I'lic oinission to do so tends to corrohoriito the ^ictilioiier’s statemout 

'y\iv (‘xplanation of the Durbar of the treatment of the pelitiouor’s wife is scarcely satisfactory, 
'i'lie petitioner has .sworn that hi.s wife was cuiilincd in her house for six months to ]>revonf her 
from leaving Ravoda, and was mily released when the petitioner himself W’as thrown into j^l. 
The y»ctitioner\s wife being dead, the falsity of tin* Durbar’s exydanution is saved from decisive 
exposure. It is clear, li<»\V('ver, tluvt if the restoration ofa. paper be th<^ only excuse tor dotuiniiig 
the petitionerH wife, that object could have been attaiueil without confining her for six months. 

It will he observed tliat no explanation whatmer i.s giviui of tluj yietitiouer’s most sorious charge 
that he himstdf was throw’u into prison i‘or uimvmonths without trial. 

Under the.se cireiimstance.s it seems clear that the petitiomsr ba.s a h^gitimatc grievance, and is 
justly entitled to dajnagos in consideration of the great loss and injury which he has sustained at 
the hands ol' Ralwuntrao Yeshwuiit, the Sir Fouzdar, and other Durbar officials. 


(.Use No. 51. 

Lakrtimikae, w'idow of Malharbhno Shelki, resident of Raroda statCr^:—My late husband 
was :i personal attendant and ^private servant of Kbuiulerao Miiharnj. He was a sorviiiit ol tb<* 
Gaekwar’s from the time of G«n]>ntra(), «nd had lM*(*n employed for years. Alsmt 10 dar.-^ 
lifter IChunderau’s deiith Tuy liiisbaud was arrcsteil—l do iK»t know by whom—at the palace. 
I do nqf know why Im wnis jiri-ested. The same day our house was put under iittaclnuent, 
and I waft strictly confined to the liousc. In a little over a immth :iH our property was 
takcti away from the hoUMts. J do not know by whose orders or vA\o llic people wen- who 
took it away. 1 was ill at the time, 'riii: aitachinent lafttod six or seven mouths, at the cml of 
which time I waft tuniorl out. I do not know wdio liaa it now or to whom it was given. Niue 
months after my huftlMind’fl arrest a sepoy (?ame and informed me of his death in jirison. 1 wont 
there to take away the corpse. T made no inquiricH aft to his death. 1 noticed that his teeth 
had fallen out, and llmt his eotu]>lexion, which was formerly light, was now livid auJ black. The 


l>ocly wae hwoUcii and iuid an offent*ivc jifnell. I Jiave claims against the Durbar now, 

amounting in all to Kr. 129,000, oompriwiug my huabamrs proper^ vrhbh was coufiacatiMl, viz., 
caali, jowcla, oniaintaits preacnted l)y IChiindi^rao, and my lamst!, Thore wua also an luam village, 
Otia, revenue Rk. 2,600 annually. I liavc no Sanad tor it. That whh taken away with 
everything else. I know no reason wliatswver for this trotitinent of my husband aud me, or for 
taking away our property. I am left now utU’i’ly dentitule. 

Tlie DurUir agents reserve statiuneiit. 


UkPLY or THK DlJUIiAK. 

(lomplainant's iniHhaiul whs in ehurgci of the iTH.nidav'KlitinH called Silleh'Khami, wliieh had 
jewels ill it deposited from the time of Seiajl- On tlie aeoc^siou of Ills Highnesn Mnlharmo an 
acf'onnt was dcmand(‘tl, and, eonseioii'- of framl and fearing exjiosurc, he and Ghanu Wajjh set 
firo to the Sille-IChuna aUmt. Kebniaiy IS71, by which ;i junilon <»r the property, juul priiie.ipally 
t)i<! Hce.otmts, wciv di'stroyed. lie was eonvicted and Heutciieed to nine yisars’ iiuprisonmcnt. 
His property, vn.hA‘d at Ks, 26,000, and liouse were eonfiseated (»n account of the otfimce.s eom- 
mitted l»v him, and tlie losses eaysed thereby to (>o\crnm<'iit. A juntion of the biiildiug and a 
considerable quantity of th(‘ accounts and Government records were burned. 


. Cask No. 52. 

niiAGTUATHinAi, wulow of Ghaiiu Wagh, now resident in Uaroda, states ;—My liUMliand was 
a persoiml attendant (d* tin* lat<‘KlnnahTiio (bnkwar for five or six years, and had previously 
served prewxling Gaekwurs. M) Imsbaud Iiad personal property amounting to throe lakhs of 
rupees or theriailHiuts, and an Imun village, Jleiranpnr, tlu‘ value of which 1 do not know. Some 
fifteen days aftm* KlmnderaoV death lit' was iinpi'isoned and liis house and property placed under 
attachment. About five months after rny husband was inqinsoiK'd I heard lie had died, and 
went witli my relations to the jail to tak<*. idiargc of liis e.orpsc. 1 heard people say that he had. 
iK'en ptnsoiieil, bnt T do not know why they said so. I'lie eolonr of the body was blaek aftt'.r 
death; whereas while iny husband wjis alive he was of a light caanplexion. VVe t<H)k away the 
mu'pfn?. 1 am left now ntt<*rly destitute, liavlng <»nly my ja'ivonul clothes. My house laiti been 
given to one Slvikii, the servant of Mnlharmo Maharaj. I do not know tlu* value of the lioust*. 
Aiy garden, the vahi<‘ of wliich 1 do nut know, is now in the possession of Halwuiitrao Yeshwiint 
-Fou/dar. 

Durbar riiservti atateiiicail. 


Krim.y of Tur. OriiUAu. 


For first jiart see previous ease. 1'he <’oinplainant’s biisbaiul is the Ghanu W agh there alluded to. 

The alii'gation as to throe lakhs tifjiroperty is fidse. Hit property, valucHl at Us. 20,000, and 
consisting of ornaments, was taken possession of been use h<i was found guilty, '{’lie house in 
which h<‘lived was Go>ernmeut and not his private [iropcrty. The garden was made at the 
Government expense and the (bivernment therefore resumed it, aud transferred it to tlie 
sujiervision and care of Ibilwuntrao Yeshwmit. 


Finai. Statemknt by tiik Residbnt. 


The explanation of the Durbar in tlie ease of tlu' widows of Malluirb:i Shelki and Gann Wagh 
IS obviously unsatisfactory, as affording no exjdanation of the sliameful treatment to which the 
lietitioners have been personally subjeeted. Evmi il' th<* husbands of these piditioners bad Imhui 
guilty of an alleged crime, of whieli, howt*vor, no c‘videuee has bei*n jiroduced, nothing has laxui 
])rovcd against the widows, yet they have been t urned out of house and home, and have law 
stripped of everything they ])o.ssesse(l,* having tirst biMUi kept in coiifineiiient, without any I(‘gal 
jnstifii'ation wluitevcr. The husbands of both of them* petitioiicr.s were jxissi-issed of very 
con.sidcriible ])ro|)erty, much cxi^eedingin value the sums stated by the Durbar. If the confisca¬ 
tion of this property wa? inflicted as part of a legal sentence, there appears to Ik^ no gooil reason 
for assigning to tlu' projK^rty, as the Durbar have ilone, a. piii’cly nominal value. The Commission 
will not fail to notice? that no }>ixv'eedings were jirodiicod of the trial either of MaJharba Shelki 
or of (lann Wagh; and that not a single que^itjon was put to eithtif of the petitioners regarding 
the value of the prof^erty of their deceased hnshiuids. 

It has already been brought to the notice of the Commission in my remarks under the head of 
Case No. 38, that both of tin* [letitioners' huslamds |auished in prisi^n under cireumstancos 
which led to the suspicion that they had Ixxui fioisoneiL Four p<u'sous uho were with Ganii 
Wagh ill prison have giv<?n evidence regarding the cireumstnnees afttmding hi.>? death. They all 
stale t hat something was given to him to eat, which caused him soon to jiurge and yoini^ and that 
he I'.ried out aloml before all the piisonors that he had been jioisonud. Ganu Wagh was taken 
awav In the Raopnni Chnbut^'n, which is one of the subsiiJiarv jails, and there died, (ilann 
Wagh’s widow has stul:Ml that when slic went to fetcli away her IiusbiindV body she w;i8 
acconqtained by M’ipoys, which was a most unusual proceeding. iShe also states that tin* colour 
of the body was ebangod in an unmitunil way. ’The widow of the late Malhiirba Shelki has 
Htnted that when her husband dietl in jail sln‘ caintft to take his body away, and she noticed that 
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Taking all the circuiOHianoeH of these cases into ooneideiution, the Residout earnestly hopes 
that the Commission may be able to make some reooiitmendation to Government which will have 
th^ effect of alleviating the distress of these unfortunate womem mid of proouriog for them a 
sufficient maintenanf^o. 


Ca»b No. 53. 

Parvatibae, widow of tlie late Show Scindia, now residing in Dovargam, Chandor Taluka, of 
Nasik Zillah, states:—On the third day after Khunderoo's death my Imaband was arrested and 
confined in our house, whicJi was placed under attachment 'rhis continued for five months, 
when he was taken off to jail, and our property, insisting of jewels, ornaments, gold and 
silver, cash, clothes, &<.■., wore taken ijossession of by the Government. On my husbands being 
taken to prison, Oangaltfic, his other wife, and I were taken to the temple of Umkareshwar, 
where we were placed under stric.t guard, and allowed only our ]x;r8onul attentJantH to speak to. 
This lasted lor about 17 inontliH, i.e. till five mouths or so after my husband’t# dcaith. died 

about a year after he was put into prison, J tliink, but .1 am not sure. About 15 months 
ago we were released from tlio temple of Umkareshwar, when wo wore taken to the Residency 
by a Govonirnent Kurkuu whose name I cU> not know. The Koskient asked us what our claim 
was, but 1 did not spcvik out, sis one <j 1’ tin? (jovornrntuU ofiictas, Yeshwunt, or some such name, 
—I could PM’ognifcO th(5 jimii il‘ I saw him,—had told ns not to spcjik out, and thinking it would 
be bettor for us, and that by so <loing w(! should be all the sooner releastid, I. did not 
tell fully what had boon done- to us. It is the Kouzdar, now sittiug in the room, that 1 mean by 
Ye.sliwuiit. After this iuterview with the fU^aident wo were taken to the railway atntmn and our 
fares paid Bombay. Some iO or 15 men accoinj)ani(5d us thither. I asked Gopuirao Myi’al 
abotit a sum <>f a lakh ol' rupees Avlu(^h my husband had deposited with him, and was told by him 
that 1 wns to get nothing of it, that tl.e Sarkar had taken it.' After leaving Boiulmy J went to 
P(K>na, and thence to our Inain village of Devargam in Njwik Ziila, since which time wo have 
livi'd there. This village is the only ])rupcrty left to us to sidisist upon. Even my stridhan, 
amounting to Us. 5<)0,(K)0 or tIicrcalM)ut*, has been taken hv the Govonirnent. I have committed 
no fault or crime whatsoever (hat I know of to be ]»unished in this way. I <;auuot say what is 
the value of my husliaud’s property whicJi was taken. My manager can tell, but 1 do not know. 

The Durlwir agents reserve statement. 


TiEriiY (IF THE UuKBAK. 

The misconduct of Ilhow Scindia lias become a subjc^ct of record in the R(»sidcncy. lie was 
guilty of imincrous other crimes than those recorded. It was brought Io the m»ticooftho Into 
Colonel Barr by Ills Highness Mulharrao in (jonversation that Bhow Se/mdia had on various 
protoiie.es taken away several siuiis ol‘ money ami ornaments. lie wjis also responsible for 
unexpended hnlaiice.< of cash advanced to him Ibr lumductiag the various departments of the 
Slate entrusted lo his mniiag«?incnt, ami the only way of rec<u’eriug the large sums duC by him 
was to seize his movable and imm<ivable property. Colonel Barr replied that he. ieJt sure from 
Bhow Scindia’s atteni[)t lo roriupl (^ajjlain Salman that he was cajiabhi of abusing tlie coiifichmce 
p)ac(d in him, ami that he iherel'ore saw no objecition lo Ins property being seized in satisfaction 
of the StattM*.luini.s. Thus property valm*d at Us. 361,200 was seized and confiscated, ^riic 
widows of Bhow Scindia wluui ask(^d by (kiloiiel Shoi tt, [ilainl^' told him that they luid no 
(^oiiij)lainL to prefer again.st His Highness Mulharrao, and there is every rtiason to Indieve* that 
Colonel Short thus noted I his in the Rc.aMency records. Ueferonce to these is thei'efore suggeotpd. 
The vsddowft must have been instigated by evil advisca-s now, to coinc forward and c.omplatn as 
they have done. 

The sum ab(»ve named does not include the house ol' Bhow Scindia. 


i^’iNAi- Statement ax the*Resident. 

The widows of the late Bhow Scindia, ex-minister of the Baroda State, have complained to the 
Resident of gross personal ill-treatment at tli(> hands of tlie prestait Maharaja, and of the confis¬ 
cation of all their private property in addition to that of their decoaeed Imsband. 'I'lic widows 
were kept in (;onfincmcnt in Barodii for no less than 21 months, and were <'idy eventually 
released under the diw'Ct (.irders of (iovcrninent. Colonel Shortl, the Acting Koaident, was 
directed by Government letter No. 4365, of 23rd July 1H72, to see the widc'vva in person 
without the intervention of any Durbar agent, and to ascertain from them what their condition 
actually was, and what their wishes wem The widows have stated that they were a<‘coiupanied to 
the Residency by a Durbar Karkim and by Durbar peons, and that before iH-ing admitted to see 
Colonel Shortt they were tutored by Bulwuntnwi Yeshwunt, the SirFouzdar (who appears to bo 
chiefly responsible for the shameful treatment to which they have been subjected), regarding the 
answers ^at they were to give to Colonel Shortl, and were throntenod with future ill-treatment 
in case of tlicir disclosing what had happened. 

Under the pressure thus put upon them the widows were i*omj>elled to conceal from Culonol 
Shortt the gross ill-treatment to wliic.h they had been subjoettKi, nml to give a tofally fal.st: 
account of their condition \ and Colonel Short-t wjis induced, in consequence ol this inlf^rcprc&cn- 
tation, to write to Gov(;rnment a most misleading report regm*ding the real eirouinslauces of 
these l^iea 


The Durbar give no expUmatiou whatever of the attachment and confiscation of the prlviUe 
property of the petitioners, which, oon^dering the position of their deceased husband and the 
intimate relation that ho occupied with the late Maharaja, must have been very considerable. 

The case of these unfortunate ladies is one that the Besident would earnestly oommend to the 
iavourabln notice of the Coimnission. Iho suspiciouH nature of the circumstances attending the 
death of the ex-minister in prison arc already well known. 

The late Bhow Scindia was possessed of very largo property, considerably exceeding the amount 
stated by tlio Durbar to have been seixed in sjitisftiction of the State claims, viz,, Rs, 361,200. 
Tiiis propt^rty bos been variously e»tiniatt.d at from 30 to 50 lakhs. The whole of the property 
was seized by tlwi Durboi* on the pretence of dividing H amongst Bhow Scindia’s creditors, tans, 
however, has not been done, nod tlie whole of this enormous property, together with that of 
the present petitionerH, luw boon simply confiscated by the Durbar, while the widows have been 
reduced to dcstitiitiou. 

Tlio Hesideut trusts that the Commission ^vill he able to umko such reprosentntiona to 
Government on bphalf of these imfortunnto ladies as w'Ul phwe them, at all events, in circumstances 
befitting their condition in lift'. It should be bn)ught to the notice^ of the Commission that 
attomj>t8 have been made l)y the present Mahsiraja to deprive the i)etitioners of their Inam 
vUJage* of Devnrgaiii by repudiating the grant of the late Maharaja Khunderao. Tlicsc attempts 
having proved unsuccessful, a suit 1ms now been filed against the petiti<»ncr.s in the Ntisik Civil 
Court by llari Bhagt), who is a ward of the MaJiaraja, and one of the chiet* of the late Bhow 
f^india’s creditors, which, if suc^essfid, will have the eficct of depriving the petitioners of 


their Bole remaining means of subsishuice. 


• Cane No. 54. 

1. MEur Gadjjuu, 40 years, orderly of the late Irlaharnja Khunderao, states:— T was nn 
orderly of thc‘ late Khimdcrao for ID years, in receijitof Its. 0 j»or mensem. 1 lias es also served the 
present Maharaj in the same capacity for thj*ce months. At the end of lliut litne 1 was ordered 
to serve in om* of the regiments. After serving for one month I was arrested at my house one 
night while asleep by Bapu 8uhib, Sudaseo, a Karkim, and aome ])Cohs, by wliom I was taken 
to the Foiizdari. The F'ouzdar Baiwuntrao was not then present, and we were kept in custtnly 
for three days in the Fouzdari by the tuo persons above named without any examination. On 
the fbiirtli day Venkatrao Master and Bapu Sahib told us to make a statement, that eitljcr the 
Rjuii, Bliow Scindia, or the Munshi llabibuJa had got iip a jdot against the Sarkar, ue., the 
Maharaja MulhaiTuo, They promised me Rs, 500 down, and Us. 100 a month to say so. 1 
ivdiised to make the statement deiiiaiidod, and was confined for thr(?c months in the Fouzdari, 
atUnnpts being ini|de from lime to time to induce me to make, the statement, f was in Hoparalo 
quarters frojn tlesiiigh .7ora and Fnltehsingh Bhaiji, who hud also beeji orderlies of the late 
Gackwav. J do not know t)f my own knowledge what they said to them. The Durbar then 
fined me Ks. 500, and on jny pleading my inability to pay it, they threatened to hang me, 
Q'hey b)Jd my relatives they would do so. My mother and wife petitioned the Fouzdar in vain 
for a remission of the scnlenci!, and at lengtli the money was jniid, I was in prison altogether 
for four mouth.s, and was released on payment of the fiuc. No one will employ me now. 1 
want ii»\' Rs. 500 fine repaid and juy restoration to Government siawice. I paid the fine id 


Bapubhai and Sudasco, the Karkun of Venkatrao. 


Crosg-cxamhied hy Durhar (ujcHtfi: —Bapubbai is the brother of Tarabae, one oJ‘ the iiustrosscH 
of Gaiipafrao Maharaja. 

Tlui Durbar agents 4lefer statemout. 

2. Fattkusinu Biiatji, 45 years, orderly, now resident in Barodn, .states :—I iiavc heard the 
Btiitcment of Meru G.addlni now given. My st<»iy is similar to his. 1 have served tor 22 y4^ai*8, 
but in ovd’y otlua* rchj)(*<*t my story is tlic same as Mcru^s, and 1 ])ray that tluvfine of Us, 500 
wliich T paid to Baj)u Sahib may be refunded, and that 1 may be re-employed. 

Cro)ii(~r.xttmhu;d by Durhar uytfuts: —I made no jietition, nt'ter payment of the fine, to the 
Mjiharaja. Who wmd<l listen to me? I made a })etition a month ago to the R(?8idont, but have 
made no other petition to anyone. 1 made it now, becansc I hejird that the Sahib would listen 
to petitions. 

The Durbar agents defer reply. 

3. JiCSiNGH Joju., 40 years, late orderly, now resident in Baroda, states precisely the same 
as the two prev ious witnesses, and desin^s tlie repayment of his fine and restitution to liie place. 

The DurUvr ugonts deter answer. 


KEpi-y OP TjiE DiTiuiAR Agents. 

IhiXJUji Gongadhar and Sudasco deny having refeived the Rs. 500. If, hfiwover, the com¬ 
plainants ))refer a regular charge lieforo the Diwbar, it will bo inquired into. 

Infiirmation having been received that the complainants were getting up a conspiracy, they 
wert! arrested, but released f*>r want of sufficierd evidenoo. They were, howtwor, considered 
untrustworthy and UJ»fit for service, and wore thcrchi|pe disoharged. 

The three orderlies .being confronted witli Itapup dedare that this is the man they paid the 
fines to. He demon positively that he received any fine, and states that all he knows is that 
they were being tried by the Fouzdar at the time. He had no official msitiou with the Durbar 
which would authorise him to n«eive fines, his sole connexion with the Durbar belufiT^that his 
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Final Statement bt the Ebsidbnt. 

The reply of tho Durbar ht this caae merely amounts to a ilenial of the facts stated by tlio 
petitioners. The substantial accuracy of tho facts so stated has been in no way shaken by tho 
croHB-ezainination to which the petitioners were subjected^ and taking into consideration the risk 
which they incur in now coming forwojtl to oom]ilain,nnd tho humbio class to which they belong, 
the Resident feels no reasoimljle doubt tliat tho story of the petitioners is Bubetautially true. That 
tlie Durbar criminal authorities are in the habit of fabricating fulae evidence for the purj)oae of 
ruining all those who have had tlio misfortunci to incur tfie displeasure of the xireseiit Msharaja 
IS abundantly clear from numerous coses which it has boon the painful duty of the Resident to 
bring to tho notic^e of the Commission. Justances of this disgracefid system nre shown in the 
case of Amba Tani and others, No. 33 ; ofTiini, daughter ofLakwimuiiGujitc, No. 34; ofllumal)ne. 
No. 36; of Manecklal Vittal, No. 9 of Schedule I.; of Laoji lJmcd,No. 61; ofGaupatriu»Uujar, 
No. 55; of Sodakuli, No. 4, and in numerous others. It is ix'spectfully submitted that tho pre¬ 
valence of this system is the mmn cause of the utter disorgiuiizatioii that prevails in th(> judicial 
administration of the Baroda State. *ln tl«; jirescmt case the evidence ol' the three petitionei’s mu.«t 
be ctMisidered in connexion with the treatment of the tlireo persons against whom the malice of the 
Maharaja is iillegcd to have been dinicted. llhow Sciiulia dies in prison under the most suspicions 
circumstancos, after being stripped of cverytijing which he possessed in (lie world. The Munshl 
Habibula, having been stripped of cviirything and thi-owm into prison, is «mly relwisrd through tho 
accidental c*i*cimistance of his <leath Ix’ing reiioitcul in a punlie. lunvspajX'r jit a time when the 
jiublic miiul was agitated about. Bhow Scindia’s death. Tlu! Rani Jamnabae having lieou huI>- 
J(H•.t(^d to every species of indignity, and having Ix'on deprived of everything except a pittance of 
lis. 36,(100, lins beem forced to appeal to tJie British Government for protection and maintonunce, 
while the Durbar n'fnscs to acknowledge hm* claim to any personal property whatever. The 
Utwident has brought tho case of these threes petitioners to the notice of th(i Coinmissi^ui not so 
much for tlic sake of jirocuring tlieiii individual redress as of exposing a glaring instance of an 
abuse which has tended inon^ than anything else to demoralize th(» present administration and 
lo endanger the relations between the Baroda and the British Govi^rnment. 


Case No. 5.5. 

GanI’atuao ( J axoajiuao, Gnzar, 60 yc^ars, Mtates :—1 have been « seiwant in (he H.avolcc for 
the last 34 years. About oia* niontli alter Khundemo’s d(‘alli, 1, toeing then in the employ of 
Revabae, daughter-in-law of Hhivnbae, ono of 8«dajIrao^8 mistresses, was arrested by a Jasod, 
Yadavrao, nut! taken to llariba Gaekwnr in the Ilaveli, who ordered me, without any inquiry 
whatsoever, to be imprisoncfl. 1 was t]if*n l iken by sepoys to tbc Fouzilari. Next day 1 was 
ironed and.taken to jail. I <lid not know why. That day Sagajl Vatel’s son came to me, and 
told me to make a statement that (iitlicv Malharba Shclki, Ghaim Vagh, or Klmshaba Chatri- 
wala had set fire to the shed in the Ilavolce. I dcclincil (,o give false evidence, lie then told 
me I shouhl stay in jail till T flied. Ten days afterwards the Fouzdar Namyenrao Monghe 
repeated thoac throats, and rccoived the satne answer. About a month after, Daolatrarn, a 
karkun in Naraycnnio^s office, also came, and repeated Rune thr«*ats. I again refuacil to t(5ll 
lies. No depositions were taken, no proceedings held in my case. I was told when I was first 
iij!l>risoncd for what term .1 was to be confined, but i do not remember what it was. I was vt^ry 
ill, and did not understand the onicr when il was given. I was )‘clcuscd about months ago 
by order of tin* Resident. My family petitioned him. * 

Tho Durhar agents decline to cross-examine, and defer their statement. 

Reply ojt the Durb^u. 

He was tried and convicted on a charge of setting fire to the Haveloc, and scntonooil to seven 
years’ imprisonment. 

» * 
Final Statement by the Resident. 

With reference to tho explanation of the Durbar in this case it is lo ho observcMl that if the 
trial was a legvd trial, conducted according lo any recognised form of judicial procedure, nothing 
could have been simpler than to produce the proceedings, or to have questioned tlic petitioner 
regarding the charge of which he ww said to have been (ionvicted. The omission to take such 
obvious steps deprives the Durbar’s stateraent of any wwglit -wIiatCA'fT. 

The Resideut good grounds for believing that the oha^e of setting firo hi tlie llavclec is a 
wholly false charge, got up simply for the purpose of ruining certain followers ol the late 
Maliaraja, who were poasessed of considerable property, and w'hoso position in the G^lck^vllr’s 
household had oxciteil the cupidity of the present administration. 

The Ri^ident rdHpoctfuUy submits tho ca'^e of'this petitioner to thft''notice of the Oomrnissiou 
as one doHorving of favoiutiblc omsideratioii, should tho question of damages be recommended to 
the Supreme Government. > ■ 
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Case No. 56. 

Coinp]aii)t« of 67 Biibordinate followem of the late Khunderao Ghiekwar. The compbuuania’ 
gnevaiicot< are: in three easea confiscation of property and deprivation of nllowanoes; in two * 
cases confiscation of property only. 

In the reimunirig 62 cases deprivation of [Ktrsonal and other allowances, with lose of servioe 
in some of them, witljout any fault on the part of the complainants. 

The Commission decides that it will be sufficient to record generally the grievances of this 
large number of complainants, tbe^ Durbar a^nt l>eing given the opportunity of offering any 
remarks thereon he may deem it pn>p(^r to make. 

Keply of the Dubbab. 

The liouse in which Vonayek Narayen resided did not belong to him. It w?ib Government 
property, and as siich was resnnied. Its value is half that iieprt«ented in the schedule. This 
person lining found untrustworthy, his Nemnook was stopjx^d and he was dismissed. These 
remarks apjily to Nos. 2, 4, and 5. 

No. 3. Jn the time of His Highness Ganpatrao he was chief Karbhari to the senior Uani, and 
the house in which he w’jis living U'iiig Government projK-Tty was rcsumcHi. As he was fcniiid 
unfit ibr service hc^ was discharged, and liis Keinnuok stoppe^d. 

Nos. 6-67. The reasons for dismissal areas follows: 

They wen' {X'rsonal attendants of His Highness Khuiidc'rao ; were not entrusted with public 
State duties; and on the accession of the present Mahuraj it wA'^ not thought wise to continue 
such people in the service, and they were therefore disebargi'd. 

Final Statement by the Resident. 

With reference to the cases of petitioners one to five, the Durliar have denied that the houses 
taken from them arc jirivate p^op<'^t 3 ^ All the' petitioners have, however, produced their titles 
in the shape oi* deeds of sale formally countersigned by the responsible Durbar official. If fiirmnl 
titles of thi.y sort are treated by th(j Durbar as mere waste paper, it is clear that the property of 
anyone can be appropriated by the Durbar whenever the Maharaja sees fit. 

The reasons assigned by the Durbar for the summary dismissal of tfu; numerous followers 
without pension or remuneration of jud’ kin<l are in th(* cases of Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 5 ‘'that they 
wore found untrustworthy in the casee of No. 3, “ that he was found unfit for serviceiu the 
caac of 6 to 67, that it was not thought advisable to c<'>ntinuo such people in the service.” 

These explanations are sufficiently concise; tlioy iiraount, however, to no more than this; 
that all thcHc petitioners were dismissed liecause it was llic pleasure of the present Maharaja. 

The ease of these men lias been submitted to the Conirnissitm for the purpose of illustrating 
the spirit in which the administration of the riding Gaekwar has Iw^en syatomatically conducted 
from the tinu* of Khunderao's death in November 1870. Everyone connect'd with the late 
Gaekwar by relationshij) or other tie lias Is'cn remorselessly pursued, despoiled, or disgraced by 
the present Gaekwar. No one who is no! awure ol the hereditary natim» of sendee in the 
Gaekwar's household, and of the quasi-^uiestic tie that exists bcitween the chief Ruler and his 
household servants, willfully roalisirthf* signifii'amo ol* changing the persoiMiel of alargeostablish- 
uu^tlike that of tlie Ga<‘kwar. Many of the ])ersons disnuHsed have grown old in the service' of 
former Gaekwai s and their lbl]oN\(;rs, and have served tliere before them. No fault of any 
kind is alleged against any of them, except that they do not enjoy the confidence of the present 
Maharaja. All of tliosc persons are suddenly reduced tu destitution, and are left without any 
hope of redress whatever. 


Case No. 57. 

ChuntlaL BapUHHAI, 35 years, Sahukar, resident in Barodn, states:—I have an Iiiam 
village, Kajapur, revenue Its. 1,200 annually. It was originally given to Sumal, my great- 
uncle, by the Peshwa, and lias remained in our iKisscssion since till when it was attached 
by Mulharrao Mnharaj. The Snnad granting this village is in the posHcssion of Hari Bhagti, 
to whose family I belong. No reason whatsoever was given for attaching the village, and I 
know no reason whatsoever for the Government doing so. The Inam villages of other bunkers 
were all attached at the same time. The Durbar nave asked for my Sanad, and 1 have told 
them it was deposited with Hari Bhagfii. I pray that my Inam village be restored. 

The Durbar agents reserve statement. 

• « 

Reply of the Dubbab. 

The reason fbr attaching the village is the same las that given in Hari Bbagti’s cose. 

k. 

Final Statement bt the Resident. • 

■i, 

The Durbar state that the reaaan for attaching ihe village' is the same as that given in Hari 
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to oootbue thaae gmots.” The Sonad of llie petitioner is an hereditary Sanadi and no oondition 
is attadied to it. The viUm now attached has been in the petitioner’s family since the PeahwaV 
time, and the attachment oT it under jwasent ciroumstaaees Mmply amoimtR to spoliatioo. Tbe 
Bwdept respectfully hopes that the Commission irUl be able to make huoU representation as 
will have the efFect of restoriofi; the petitioner's village. 


Caoe No. 58. 

Bapabiui llARiVALAnH, 31 yea*>j, Shroff mid Ihudcer of Baifsla. shitos ;—My fiiflipr hail lui 
Inaiu village*, Gnmdi by name, revenue aliuut Rs. 2,500, given to him by Seinji Maharaja many 
yeow ago. 1 cannot state in what year, 1 produec* the Sunnd (iwkiioulcdged by th<* Durlsir 
agents to bo g(*nuirie) granting the imlage in perpetuity and hereditarily to father. It was 
attached by the Maharaja Mulhiuroo in without cause aligned. 1 know nn reason 

whatever why it.was to attached. - • 

I had also a palki allowance of Bs. 1,392 aiimially, which was .stopped in the same year for no 
cviuse whatsoever. T produce two Saiuwis for this. (The Durlwir Hgeiits remark, 1st, tliat these 
Sonads are not hore<litiiry gnvnts ; and, 2nd, that they do not lH*ar the sigimtun* of tlu* Maliamja, 
but of the Vahivatdar.) ^ ^ 

The Durbar agents reserve their staU'meut. 

Reply of the Dubbab. 

See previous ease. 

Ftkal Statement by the Resident. 

The circumstnneos of this ease an* almost entirely similar to the foregoing ease. The Diufbar 
have giNeu pmMscly the same'explanation as in the case t)f Chuiiilal Bapuldiai, and the same 
rejoindor as was given in that case is applimble to the present case. The Resident respectfully 
hopes that the Goimniasion will Ik* abk* to uuik(> such ivprescntatiuiis as will ha\e tlic 4*flcct of 
restiTring the jMJtitiouer’s village. 


Case No. 59. 

Maiiadaviiao bin Godaji. 17 years, residing in Baroda In g H. H. Khunderao 
gn^e my father the Inam \i11ag4‘ of Mnletha, revenue Rs. 5,000 or tfierealKiuts, for service done. 
It was grunletl in ]M*rp(*tult^. I priMluct* the Sanad (nekiiovvledgiMl by tlie Dnrbnr agents to U* 
genuine, and granting the villngi* in perpi'tuily, hereditarily.) My father died in and the 
village has lH*en sinee enjoyed by me till , when 11. II. Mulliariia* tleprived nw of it, auidgavt* 
it to Govindrao Mama (now present as one <*1* II. ll.*s agemU). ^lo reason was assigned for 
taking it from me, nor can 1 tell why 1 wa^* deprivi‘d of it. Jn a jialki allov\anee of Rs. 6(K) 
wivs granted to my fathcT hereditai'Uy and in p4*rpetuity. I pnvduee tlie Suuad (lulmittwl by the 
l>url)|ir to Ih* a gemiino grant fnaii Khunderao giving this palki allowaiux* heix'ditanly ami in 
perpetuity). It was taken fmm mi* tilso in • 1 kii^w no mison for depriving lueof it, nor 

was any osBigiied to me fur so doing. I have made no vvTitt<*n petition to have theBC* vestore«l to 
me except to the Kesident. Who would listen to me if 1 did ? 

The Diulmr ugi^nts have no cro«}H«<*xauiination to make, but reserve statement. * 

Reply of the Dubbau 

The village was held by (ximphiintuit’s lather on service tumire. As a st^vant he wfis I’oquireil 
and expected to be honest. lie was, however, found to hifve lK*eii gmlty of ireeiving brilN*s, and * 
to have caused extensive loss to the State in the w'orks entrusted to him Tlie villngt* was there- 
fore resmued and the allowance stO{q)ed. Having proved hiiuself to lx* nntriistwoitliy, he was 
unfit for further employ. The frauds wert* discovered on examination of the accounts after tKe 
accession of the preHont Maharaja. 

Final Statement by the Resident 

The Resident would i^speotfully submit that the explanation of the Durliar in this case is open 
to voriouH cummeut. The petitionerV village was granted to his f*uhev iik 1861 ^ the late 
Midia^a Klmndemo. The alle^ frauds were not disoovert*d by tlm present Maharaja till 1871, 
or ten years later, when the ordinal grantt*e had beni dead eight years, and the village had been 
eiyoyed peaceably by the unoffending son, the present jjetitioner. The li^nad is an hereditary 
Sanad conferring the villa^ absolutely, and not on sorviec tenure, as incorrectly stated by the 
Durbar. 

The arbitrary resumption of pnlki ailowanoes is imexplained. The petitioner is one of the 
numerous persons whose chief sm appoars to be that they were in th& enjoyment d favours 
derived froin the late Mahanya. It is r^pectfuUy hoped w&t the CmmuiBSKmers wdl be able to 
make such representationB as will have the e&ot of rertoring the petitioner's village. 



t 


V i 

Ho. i»l. 

i 

X/AOj] Uhki), .50 years, Gmoiista of Chunilfll, DalcluiTam, of Baro^ stfites ;-^Chimilal is a 
money ]^>ndcr|and baittker^ having branches of his ct^tablicdiment in Bombay^ Ahmidabadi 
Dholera, Yianagiir, Pahlanivor, and rutiin. Ho lw« been on liad tentu with Balwiimrao Toshitwitti;, 
the 8ir Fouadur, einco In by order of^j|nlwuntrftO, onr house and bank here' wore 

plficed under attachment, and our recunls and papeni token to liis house. I was confined to my 
fiouso* and Sn imo or thret^ days were M^nt for by mlwuntitio, who told mo to make a statement 
that lihow Soindin hod deposited thesnin of Ba 6,0i)0to tlie credit of on© Prema Tohha I refused 
to do it, saying I did not <»veii know Bhow Scindia. He threatened me with imprisuTunent and 
tetters, and under j)rosMure of Iheso threats 1 signed a written Vatement. What was in it I do 
not know, fis I did not rend it. Four or five (hiys after I rignod a sinular pa|)cr under simihtr 
oiMnpulsion, but 1 do not know what wan writU*n in that. Four or five montlw after, in -'JJJ-* 
Balwuntrao Yesimunt again called me, mid said that 1 was fined lis 15,000. I refused to pay 
the fine, wheroiipon h<‘ Mud he would order my debtors not to pay me what they owed. Ho did 
so, and I am now out of tH)ek<*t J{m 17,000 which my debtors lefuse 1o [)ay without the sanction 
of the Durlau*. My liouse and braueh in Visimgar also were attach(Ml The Visnagm* attach- 
inont WHS removed three months afterwards, in eonsi* 4 uence of the head of the firm complmning 
to tin* Bombay Govermnent. who directed the Bcsidcuit to inqiiin* inl(» the matter. On his 
report the atbwhment >vas ivmoved Tluec month-^^fter IhN the uttuchmenl on the Baroda 
braucii was also renuni'il, mid 1 was released from eonnnenuuit to my house*, having first given 
seciirit} for Ks. 15,000 not to leave Baroda My security was Masukh llargovind. 1 
have not jaiid the fnu* inillett'd on me M}^ house and the branches of tlie bunk are now 
released from uttacbment, and niy pmyer now is, 1st, that I inn^ be allowed to eollect 
my ilcl>ts of Us. 17,000 and currv on m^ lnlsine^s without interfereuee; 2iid, that the fine of 
lis 15,000 nia) Ik* remitlid ; and .‘Ird, that the security given by Masukh may be cancelled. 

I r(KSi4ved the pa]ieis and records attached and taken from the Bartala branch yeai's after 
they, were first taken, and thost* frou: th<* Visnagai hninch three )eurs aiterwards. 

T!io Durliar defers its statement. 


• BEriiV OK THE Dltrbau. 

Bhow Scindiu being desirous to establish u charge ol‘ bribery ngainet Captain Salmon, indiiCf'd 
the complainant to make a iaise t'litiy of Kiipei's 5,000 in his account IxKik Wlten this was 
brought to the liotict^ of the Diirlijii an inqiiii-y was made, and it was touud that Masukh 
Narsingh was the principal agent, Looji Uin^ Isdiig only liis als’ttor, and that his own accounts 
were tampeix'd’ with. We intended to fine Latyi. He olfered to pa^ Kiipees 6,000 on condition 
that he might Ik* p(*rmitfed to recover th(‘ debts, payment of whieli was slojiped by order of the 
Durbar. We arc r<*ady now to laki* his llupeca 5,000 iis fine, and grant the pomiishion lie 
desiit's. Tlie eucurit^ Umd will only be in fori’C till tliofine is jniid. 

The aBW*rtions that lu* wah forcibly made to sign ceiidn statements, and that he was kept in 
durance, an* mitriic. His sigiaitures wore all voluntary. 


Fimal Statement by the Rebident. 

The reply of the Durbar in this ease is neither int<‘lligible or satisfactory It is inconceivable 
that if the prisoner was convicted of alietting a conspiracy against Captain Salmon, the Assistant 
Resident, no allusion to the ease should Ik* fomid on the Resulency r(*cords. Hliow Scindin i** first 
refiresented by the Dtirbnr ns being tlie principal in the couspiiiicy. It is sulisoqueutly htat(*d 
jJmt Masukh Narsingh was the principal ageut 

The Durluir state that tlicy intended Ut fine the petitioner for his slian* in the alleged 
conspirae>. Why thisiiitcntioii was not carried out doc*b not sipj^*ai The petitioner, however, 
states llmt he was confined to his iiouse lor 10 months, lined Us. 15,000, lorccd to sign false 
pi^rs imchu* tlueats ol vioh’tice from Halwuntmo Yesliwuiit, Fouzdar, and that his dubtors weiv 
fiiniiddeu to pay tlieir debts to Jus tiftn, b> which he 1ms suflen'd grievous kiss. The Durbar 
admit tliat tlm jx'tilioner was prohibited Irom reeovi*i iug lus ilebts in Baroda. This prohibition 
has now continued for upwards of 2^ years, and debts to the amount of Iis. 40^000 are still out¬ 
standing, wliile tlie petitkmer is nut allowed to k'ave Baroda without the permission of the autho¬ 
rities. The Resident i-capectfully submits that an ilhgal prohibitioa of tlus sort is absolut^ 
unjustifiable, savouring uiuri* of private malice tlum of oidinaiy judicial process. The statement 
of the Durbar tliat th(*^ are r(»ady now to lake Bs. 5,0(10 from the petitioner ns a fine, and to grunt 
the permission which he requires, is undi-r tlie circtmistances utterly preposterous. If the peti¬ 
tioner has been fined Rs. 5,000 by a competent Durbar authority, it is most extraordinary that 
the i^titioner has bw'ii aide for 2^ years to set the Durbar at defiance, and to resist the payment 
oji'tius fine. The jietitionor liimself attributes the whole of the proceedings against to the 
private malice of Balwuntrao Yeshwuut, Fouzdar, ^d states that the fine in question was not a legal 
fine imposed by competeut authoj'ity which he hac^uo powei* to resistt but was a mere act of smto 
on the part of the Fouzchir, unsupported by uuy lomU justification whatever. 

Tlie Resident n^ctfuliy sul^jts this case to ^ notice of the Commission as one that Idiows 
how oumiilet^ unfit me the ^rcsent^ ciludnaJ aunoriries^ and how esjpeoially the Sir Fouadar 


y-"f- --- ^ 

the Durbar are the principal ofieoders. 


( M* ) 

I * Oabs No* ' ! < 

ChisittsaXi VVTAn^t, C6 yebrF*, Budtot* of Bw^ddAi stat^My father wn&Eari Bhagti'B 
OooniMbtdi for 12 yean, fua<i died lu X wad Iltu'i BhAgtS's Gooznatthta {br om ye^ when I 
wae disohw^d. In Muliiarrao bonUpircd Kh. 1,281-4-0 from my fiither for hie jezponeott^ 
depositing a gold watch and ft^ohit^na security for the Iqan. On Mulharrao^s acceBsion be 
deraandezl the watch and chit from me, my father being dead. 1 took them to him, and be told 
me that Haqji Athvalia would pay me I wont to Kaoji, who would give me nothiikg On 
returning to Mulharrao, be bimaelf told me 1 Hbould get notbing at hJI. 

T bad a ton^h allowaiioo of Rk. 72 annuidly, granted by Aunndnut Qtiekwav; a palki allowance 
of Rfl. 700 annually, given by Seiajirao in ; an Inam village, Fajalpiu-, I’evonuo Rh. 2,000 
annuidly, given by Khunderao; and hold SanadH for all throe. 1 have not brought my Saiiadn, 
having left them at homo. The^w w(to oil renuniod in by Mulharrao for no roanon or cauau 
shown. X desire to Imve them leHtonul to me. 1 luive not partitioned ihcs Maharaja to 
roetoro my village and allowaiutoH to me. The only p<T«>ou I ^have |)etitioued is the present 
Rtsiddeni. 

The Durbar agents decline croMs-exainiiiatioii and defei statement 

• * • 

Reply of iue Dokbak. 

The village was gi*nnted to complainimt’fi fulher, Pitnmbar, in conMi'qimncc of his having 
biKMi the Muniin of the Siinubu^ tKasuiy, atid was l•(*Hllme(t on hi^ tleath Th<‘ palki and town 
aliowaius's weie eonfeiied on liini a<.> Ilai i illmgtr'-Mnnini, and \\heii the K'uikei:dlowaii<a‘s 
wen^ wsuiiieii, thin v^as taken u]) with them. Ilis alleg'ition that Ilis Highness MulliaiiiiO had 
a loan of Us 1,200 from him on security ol a wat(*h is uutrm*. 

Final Statemi kt nv the Kebioent s 

The explanation of the DnrUir hi tluH (»iho would W Mitistaetory enougli, if tlu' jietiUoner a Sonad 
wore a iiie Sanad only. It is, howe\(‘i’, an h('i(ditar> Sanad without any comUiioii attachotl. 
The explaimtion of the Diulwir ii*g.iiding the riHumplion of tlu‘ pelituaier’s pulki and twi'ch • 
HllowoiH’es can hardly be eojn«idei*etl as satisfadory when <’orihideied in <‘oniM^xion with ILiri 
Bliagti's <*ase. The fact that llari Bhagti haa bei'ii similarly desjanled eoimot justil'y the present 
trivitini'iit of this petitioner. • 

With refewiiee to 1 lie Durlwrs explaimtion of tlm alleged loan to the {MeHent Maharaja, it is 
Higriifimnt that no questions wei(' [tut t(t tlie ])Glitionei m eross-i^xaininatioii, and that hm Mnie* 
iiient, iiaviiigbeeii ]tubli(dy n and Bub|i ct to eiaas-cAuminatutn, is imlitUot to more weight than 
a bare denial by the l)uil«ir unsiqqtorted bv any sam*tion whatevei. 


Cam. No. 64. 

FLOooiNa Women ani> Refokm in Baropa , 1 atl. 

The i'UHe as sot forth in the Schedule is explained to the Dutbai agents, who pioiuiHf* to mako 
u statement on the subject. * 

Statement oi the Di^itSAR. * 

In ivgaid to feituile piisoiMTs if is not eubtomiiiy to dive-^t them ot their elothes and fl<^ them 
Should any offic*er lie guilty of sucli misconduct he is puuiahed on con\i<‘lion. In case or female 
prisoners refusing to grind gnih) in the jail, it-was usual to cornet thon^gently with a stick 
This pnu'licx* has now, howe\er, U'cii altogether diHcontintaib It was left off two montliH ago, 
or thereabout^. The worn in from Visnagar has aj)p<*ar<al, tlu* othoi from Patau has not, In'cauw 
the Bhatssay they would never allow tlieir MOineii to go uj) The Ri‘aid<*noy surgeon has never 
visitod tho Baroda JmL The KoHideiit has ui casiniially, hav ing given pieviuus iioticv to the 
Dnrbor, but not to make any inqiiirios about, oi from, [irisoaeis. I’ropei arrangements exist 
about tlie n'gistration roll of prisonei's, and Hubsisiencc* nion<‘y. 


Case No. 65. 

SnANKllAJl SniVllAM, 65 years, cultivator of Veshma, in Naosari Purguuiia, statesAbout 
24 oi* 26 days ago, 94 men of the Naostu-i Furguima deturminod to make a iKitition to the Com- 
miraioiierH, but some oiw murt have gone to the Thaim and revealed our iatimtion, for, the night 
b(»fore we were* to start, sepoys wero swU to all tlu' villages, and men were sei/A-d. Four sepoys 
caine at midnight to my village, bringing two or throe m<m whom tlmy had M'izcd, I managed 
to got out of the way, and hav<‘ come up here. The object of arresting us was to prevent us 
miuriBg this petition. 

T 3 » Barbfir reeerve cnaMmammatioi]. 

Cro8$^amined by the Durbar :—The petition of the 94 mcm alluded to above is now with tho 
Retident Wo ware previously oppressed iu tbo l«vying of Nazaranob, &c. 


Rbflt 07 tSK Bubbab. 

We never imied any order to stop petitionete ooimng up. We iiever knew^ oren that there 
had lieeii ao^ difficulty put in the way of their^ coming, and it wan oertaialy without our 
cuinotioii if hucIl a thing were done. When the Beaijent brought to tho notioo of the Midtar^ 
that people had made a {letidon to the effhet that were not allowed to come up to state 
their ^evanoesj we iwued an order directitig the Vahivatdar to throw no obfltaole in the way 
of petiUonera We do not know if the order were verbel or written. 


. Cass No. 66. 

Statement or the Dobbar. ^ 

Bhow Scindia's oreclitore and eatate. 

The property k* not worth from 30 to 30 lakhs as alleged. It is under fire lakhs. From this 
wo shall first deduct the Siate ekiui of Its. 121,223 and court fees Bs. 22,656, and divide the 
balance amongst his creditors * So far as we can judge there will bo no surplus; hut should 
there be any» His Highness will have no objection to handing it over to tho widowa With 
reference to the discrepaney betwe(*n the \wno of the (»8tato as entered in the scdiodulo and 
declared by us, we would say that it is a notorious fact that Bhow Sctndhi while in (M)W(*r remitted 
largo sums to his native pla<;c; and further, that having received a grant of two Ipam villugus 
from tho Oackwar,ho got them exchanged for th(' ^ilIagc of Jlevargom in Nasik ZiUa in order 
Umt it might be beyond the reach of the Maharaja. 

Final Statement ny the Kesident. 

The Durbar state that the value of tho late Bhow Scindia'a property amounts only to fi\e 
lakhs instead of from 30 to 50 as stated in the Scliodule. No evidence of any kind has been 
oddRoed by the Durbar to support the tnith of this statement, which is contnulicted by 
tho evidence not only of Bhow Scindia’s widows, but of everyone whom the Kcstdcnl has 
consulted on the subject. It is in fact notorious in Baroda that tho late Bhow Scindia was 
enormously wealthy, and tliis fact is not deniod by the Durbar, who explain, however, that large 
sums were remitted by Bhow Scindia to his native pluc(> in Nosik. It is true that a sum of one 
lakh of rupees was deposited in Boml>ay, in tho house of Gopolrao^Myral, in the name of Bhow 
Soindia’s wives. This sum has, however, been withhold by Ihe Durbar, and a suit for tho 
amoimt is now pending in the Higli Couat. With tho exception of this sum of one lakh of 
nipoofl no money appears to have been remitted by the late Bhow Scindia from Buroda. The 
widows have solemnly declared that with tho exception of Bhow Soimlia's Inam village of 
Devargam, they have been deprived of everything which they possessed, and in order to din. 

? oeBesH them of this last lemnming property, one of Bhow Scindia’s chief creditors named 
lari Bhngti luis l>een instigated to file a suit in the Nasik Civil Court, although the whole 
of Bhow Scindia's property was originally attached to meet the claimH of creditors which linvo 
never been satisfied. 

Bhow Scindia’s widows have represented that the whole of their deceased husband's papeis 
having been hcized by tlie Durbar, an<l most of his confidential soiwants being restrained by 
fear of tlie Durbar fipoin giving any obristance, they are efiectuaJly prevented from proving the 
rw\ amount of the late Bhow Sciudias projterty. They pray that all their papers ina^ Ive restored, 
and that idl the person'* who were acejuaintod with the late Bhow Sciudia's private circuin- 
*HtaneCH may be ('idled and examined. A list of those persons has been given. 

It will bo observed that, although the late Bhow Scindia died on Ist May 1872, the Durbar 
admit that no disiiobal ha*, yet made of Ids effects, in the explanation which was given 
by the Durbar of tho treatment of Bhow Scindia’s widows (ease 53; it was stated that property 
valued at Bs. 3,61,200 was seized ^nd confiscated in satisfaction of the State claims. In the 
present explanation the State claims are stated at Bs. 1,21,223. It will also lie observe^d that 
court fees to the amount of Re. 22,656 are entered by tho Dinbar as a charge against tho late 
Bhow Semdia’s eatate. It is not stated on what aocount these fees have beem incurrod, but it is 
presumed that tbe fees in question are institution fees payable by those (Teditors who have filed 
suits^against Bhow Scindia’s estate. Such fees uro ordinarily paid in advance, and are paid not 
by the estate, but by the parties who Imve suits to file. From tho fact, however, tliat suits have 
been filed and decrees passed without*any institution fees having been paid, and tliat not a 
single one of the said decrees have yet been satisfied, though the property was attached 
shortly after the death of Khnnderau in November 1870, it setmib ('lear that the uroeveed- 
ings in question were intended merely a*( an excuse for confist'ating the whole of Bhow 
BcindiaV property. 

The Rerident respectfally subnets it as his opinion that the ruin of Bhow Hcindia, as of all 
the o^er principal followers of Khunderoo, was mainly effiB(*ted for tbe purpose of spoliation, 
and that the Htatemonts of tho Durbar as to 4ie amount of property they confiscated are 
absolutely unreltablo. On belialf of th(' widows Md of the bond Jide creditors of the late Bhow 
Scindia it is rcnipeotfully submitted that the imbar should be required to produce all tho 
doouments ikat may be in theu: possession rolalting to the estate of tbe late Bhow Smadoif 
and that the whole case should be Submitted to some independent agthonty for equitable 
adjudication, ^ 

. .. 


SCHEDULE No. TII 


No. 1. 

Cash or Motilal Sahax.. 

Extracts from Deposition of Balaji Govindlal, present hoad of the Firm; vide Sardars 

onses, Deposition^!. 

Balajt Govikdlal states:—1 appear as ropresentativo of Motilul Snmal, deceased, tlii 
bankers of Baroda, Ahmedabud, Surat, and Bombay. I am \uh sou-in-lu^v. He died two oi 
three months ago from grief, and has left a son five years old. I nm now the I'epn'soniativo o 
the firm. Our firm originally belonged to Ahmedabad. Satnal was the founder of the firm 1(K 
or lS6 yearn ago. After Samal, came Motilnl and Harilal in a.d. 1829. The whole of tlirsf 
aUowances were stopped 15 months ago by Mulhiimio, the jtrcwjnt Gackwar. The ostensibh 
ground for stopping them was a false claim for debts owed to tlie State for 50 years past 
He claimed Bs. 1,25,000 in all from os. Out of this sum lie said ho found from our booki 
"Bm, 64,000 owing to the State. He took sway our books, and has sin(>c kept tlicm in bin owi 
possession Wc do not admit the debt at all. The Kana Sahib has, howc\ur, sinc<* sotiloi 
t his with us, and wo have no complaint to make af>out it. There w^is n seO/Ond item oi 
Kh. 50,000 which Nnnn Sahib hah now settled, and we have no (|uarrel about that. There 
remains but one item of Tts. 20,000 which the present Government claim*4 as a court fro oji 
a suit for Rs, 3,84,0(X), whicli weha>e brought agiiinst Beclatr Nuthu in the First Court oi 
Uio Gaekwar. Khimdcruo, however, exempted us from the fir, aud directed that the suit 
aliould proceed withotil fees being taken. We therefore now object to pay the immoy. Tlir 
total amount now duo to us by the Sardars/Silledurs, 8cc., is about 15 lakhs of rupees. Thii- 
amount I claim that the Oaekwnr’s Government slioidd assist mo in recovering from, these 
Sardars and Sillednrs by deducting the amount due to us from their p*ty. All the privatr 
property of the firm which was in Gaekwari ten'itory has been attai^hed I cannot say what 
was the value of it Moiiial wont to Ahmedubad on urgent business about 15 months ago 
The day after he left, his projierty and everything was fittHched,and he rrmHinrd in Ahmedsbad; 
till bo c»imr down to Barnda alwut six months ago^ He then stayed in camp, as 1 said Wliire, 
for four iiionlhH, and died after an illness of a few days in Ahmedabad, to which ])Uee h( 
retumc<l wlien he first fell ill. I bucmslt'd hinaiu the business, and am new to it. W(* have 
lost Inkhs of ruf^ces fiom this, and have been foved t<» (‘lus(> aur banks in Ahmedabad, Surat; 
and Bombay. No one will do any business with u«. now wo lm\e lost our credit. 


7? t.l.T V /tv 'niFT’ 77 itt»i>*ii 


We divide our answer into six lieads;— 

_With ref(Tcn<'e b> the confiscation of his Innm village, we ‘'tal<* that it was given to 

the firm at fi time when it had had extonsivo dealings with the Government aud* when large 
sums were due to the bankers. It was given in jmit satisfm'tion of the Govermnoiit <iebts 
When the village was resumed the Government did so, coneidcring, fnim an examination of 
its own accounts, that the debt had been jmid in full, and that there was no neecs-.ity foi 
continuing the grant any longer. The bank’s books were not coinparcfl witli those of the 
State. The bankers did not appi'ar for this purpose. 

With reference to the confiscation of the s(*|)oy‘^Nomnook ” (vide Sell. II, Case I, 
Deposition 21), the Government considered that Motilal, Iiaving left Buroda without per- 
iniSHion, was no longer a State servant, and that it had iherefoie the right to resume lla 

establishment. » * 

3 ^,_Motilal having gone away from IJaroda vvitliuut leave, and there being no one ifi 

charge of his eliops and property in Baroda, tiiey were put under utlaoJimeut. Loekb and 
seals were put on, but no list of property was innde out. Information was given to tlio licMidcnt 
six or seven months ag(» that Motilal was at liberty to c<tnie ami lake iHWhession of his pi*o|«M*ty, 

but ho never came. , 

_The payments of sums guaranteed l)y the Government wdl be made aeeoi<hug to the 

terms of tho guaranUHv . . 

5f5.—The foes demanded from MotUid were usual, and such as it is custinnary to demand 
in tho cases of suitors in the Civil Courts. We deny that Khmulerno ever forgave tho fees as 

alleged. 

6M.—The Guekwar’s agents further state that in Khuadcrao’s time tlie question arose os 
to whothor or no the State bankers should be allowed to bring actions on plain paper or not, 
and that in several instances it was decided that they should nor. 


Final SrATEMENT bv Besidekt. 

Barodn, 26th December 1872, 

This case was transfeiTed to Schedule III. by the Commission. 

2. The present representative of the firm, Balaji Govindlsl, of Ahuiedabad, was eximiinod, 
on the part of ^e minor^ the Comnussbn, amongst tho Sardars (vide Case No. 21), i& 


I ' ' • 

oOQsequenoe of tlie Paga of 62 horsee ia fho Eattiatrar Coatingent having heen arUirarilj 
oonfiBOBtod the Dnrw^ 

3. 1 have not reoeived irom the ComnuHglon a oopy ^ the Durhar'i reply to this statemeDt 

No. 21, but I heard it delivered, and have a general idea of its tenor. * 

4. The complete case, however, a» sei fortli in Bohelfule IlL, Case 1, has* not been inquired 

into. There the dbaracter of the Gaekwar'e personal treatment of the old banker Motilal 
Somid (since dead) is hilly set forth. . 

5. According to His Highness Mulhfrrao’s own account he found on hiis acoossioh to the' 
throne in the beginning of 1871 that the State was two crores of rupees in debt, and it appears 
that one of the many modes which His Highness adopted of pa^png off that debt was to close 
accounts with the old State Banks, and open Government ones in Baroda, Bombay, and Surat 
It seems, however, that though these State Bank accounts were closed, all, as a rale, were not 
settled, for it is seen in the case under notice, that us an initiatory measure His Highness at 
first endeavoured fo make Motilal Samal pay him a Hum of lakhs of rupeei in full of'sdl 
demands, which was aflberwards .reduced to Rs. 75,000. This arbitrary and summary mode 
of settlement having been resisted as unjust by the bnnkor, His Highness deliberately oom« 
mcncod to ruin the firm, by attaching their immense household and other property, ignoring 
btmd/ide State ilebts and responsibilitios,'^ and finally confiscating Inams, Nemnooks, Pagas, &04 

6. Were this an isolatG<l c^se of such treatment some doubt might arise regarding the truth 
of it, hut when considered in connexion with the general tone of the present Gnokwar’s rule 
ill confiecating the property of all classes without just groimds, its reality may be ac<*epted as 
matter of fact, and is utterly unjustifiable. 

7 . During the last eight months every offiirt has been made by tho Kesidont to 4)bt'un a fair 
settlement of accounts, but without success, and it is on record iu this office that the inuklitiar 
who went to the DurW, in Siqitcinber 1872, to settlo these accounts, was detained in (mstody 
at the Palara, in order, as usual, to fon^e him to yield to the Durbar demands. Ho was, how¬ 
ever, released under a protest made by Col Shortt. 

' 8. With regard to the Inam villages held by the firm, the Durbar have informtid the Oom- 
nussion that ^ey were confiscated as a matter of course on the cessation of the State’s con- 
^lexion with the firm,—thus implying that such confiscation was customary under previous 
Gaekwarn. I am assun^d that this is no^ tho case, and that several instances of liaukei's 
retaining their Inams after their bubiness connexion with the State had ceased can he quoted. 
In some instances those grants were made by the Peshwa, anti not by the Gockwar. More¬ 
over, they wrvre for good service already performed, and not connected in any way with current 
monetary transactions. A i^feronttc to Case 57 of Schedule 11. will show valuable evidence 
on this subject. In point of fattt, His Highness Mulliarrao is the first Gaekwar who has 
treated the Isiuking and mercantile olasaes in the manner set forth in this and Case No. 37 
of Stshedule II. and others. 

9. It is a significant fa(;t that tho Durbar has made no attempt to refute the soilous m-i^lehce 
recorded in.Cawc! 1, Schedule IJL, and therefore it is suhraitted that the main facta therein set 
forth may he cxinsidered as fully proved ; if not* the witnesses are present. 


Cask No. 4. 

• , 

Amta Raxchod, banker, formerly of Baroda, now of Bombay, states:—I was formerly a 
Gaekwari subject, but on the 8tli September 18G9 1 took the oaths of allegiance to the British 
Government, and became a naturalised British subject under Act XXX. (Bombay) of 1852; tho 
certificate of which 1 now produce. 

• In X was imprisoned, and my nouse and bank attached by 11. H. Khunderau, on account 
of my not handing over certain property to my mother, which she claimed. 1 was imprisopcd for 
four months, and on my release in attachment on my bank was removed. I went to 

Bombay, and, having lived there the requisite time, made the statutory declaration, and became a 
British subject as stAted above. When I was imprisoned, certain jewels of mine valued, at 
Rs. 35,000, and “ chits ” of Government for Rs. 25,000, in all Rs. 60,000, were taken posseasion 
of by the Gaekwai*. My house, but not my bank, in Baroda reidained under attaeWent till 
when His Highness Khunderao visited Bombay, and at my petition promised to remove 
the attochmont if I returned to Baroda. I therefore did so^ but bad to go shortly after on urgent 
business to Bombay. In the meanwhil<; my (jroomasta received back the jewels, but reported ti^t 
some, to the vhlue of Rs. 4,000, were absent. I refitted to receive them back, unless they were 
given back in full, and,'acting on a letter of my Go^asta’s, I proceeded to Baroda, and uAd an 
interview with H. H. Khunderao, who two nioiith^ before his death gave orders that- all ipy 
jewels, &C. should be replaced in my house, and tfce attachment removed. Before his orders 
were carried out His Hignness Khunderao di^ and jL went to Bombay. Returning thence about 

.. .. It. i ._t •*_ 1 ; -Ic.—1.1.. _1 _j.*T . 1 »»• * 


1367 to 1872, when, at the instance of ;the Resdeiiti Colonel Barr, it was removed bui the 




wejfe-o^ wUare^ to I egtiimafeefarther that in 
ti^^Jve ^em.J «: lw of About Ra 75»CH)0 from cesa^tioa^ in^ profttg 

ai^i&tomt jutbe buuking bO^i^^^ mouey and property boing pndor and 1 

])»yaelf b)Niig ftb«enti% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Ba^utrao Balkolkar, the Naib Dewan of H. H. the Oaekwar, depoeited Rs* 7Q,00(> 
wil^'me at mterest, took my for the amount lo the following year H.H. Mulharrao 

demmdod the whole of thid sura fhnn me^ and on my declimng to give It up unless I got my 
**^^'cbit ** back, he attached the bank and house of myself and partner Gordhan, and kept them 
under attachment for four months, when, at the request of the Resident, on payment of th^ 
Rp, 70,000, and the return (»f my “ chit'’ to me, the attachment was removed. We have suffer^ 
losses of Rs. 13,000 or 14,000 from this second attachment of our banking business. 

The purbar reserve oroce-examination. 

Rept.y of the D(jB|;^ak. 

. From the prooeediiw held during the administration of H.H. Khunderao, It appears tliat the 
final decuHon was in mvour of Manikuvar (the step-mother of^ Amtabhai), admitting her claim 
for Rs. 50,181 against complainant In accordance with this decision, Us. 30,41.*^ in cash, and 
ornaments of the value of Ks. 19,768, were given to her fh»m the (sstato Ambibhai. Though 
the decision had been thus enforced, the late Maharaj subsequently gut back the jewels from 
Manikuvar, and deposited them with Amtabhai under guard. Manikuvar having m^e a com¬ 
plaint to the present Maharaj, and there being no reason fur withholding them, they wore restored 
to her. 


Final Statement of the Rpsioknt. 

The arbitrary and unjust treatment of this banker has resulted In losses to himself and his 
firm which he estimates at Rs. 75,000 and Hs. 13,000 respectively. The Durbar do not attempt any 
reply to this part of complainant's case. They merely state that Rs. 50,000 worth of property 
has been returned to his mother-in-law contrary to the decision of H.H. tlie Gaokwar ou the case, 
but when this was returned, whether within the last month or not, is not stated. The Resident 
submits for the consideration of Mie Commission tliat Amta llanehod has established a primd facie 
case for full inquiry, with a view to obtaining compensatiou from the Gaokwar. 


♦ 


Case No. 5. 


1 . Balvantrao (jIanesh, Brahman, 35 years, Merchant of Bombay, states:—My father was 
Ganesh Satlasco, and entered the service of tho Gaekw'ari Government in the time of Seiajirao. 
He was employed in the Farnavis ofHco from made Farnavis, in which 

position he remained till when, on Tambekar becoming Dewan, ho went to his home in 

Tanna. Remaining tlierc for four years, he in returned on Tambekar's dismissal, and was 
made Dewan, which place he held till when he retired. In in consideration of his 

excelheht services, generally during the mutiny, and specially in the mattor of having the 
Gaekwar's Government relieved of tho annual payment of three lakhs ut rupees to the British 
Government, H. H. Khunderao conferred upon him a Sanod granting him the village of Davat in 
Baroda Purgunna, valued at Rs. 10,000 annually, in perpetuity to him and his heirs for ever, and 
^ecially demaring that whether the revenue realised became more or less, the difference was to 
belong to my father and his heirs, and not to the Government. This Sanad 1 produce. (Tho 
Gaekwar’s agents admit the genuineness of the seals and signature of the Sanad.) My father 
retired in and died in durhig which time he enjoyed the village. In the following year 
Rhunderao Maliaraj attached the village on the ground that it was worth much more than the 
Rs. 10,000, at which nominal value it had been originally given. ^ He also demanded back the 
original Sanad, and said that he would give us a fresh oue> for a vill.'ige rdSlly worth Rs. 10,OC0, 
but by the advice of Colonel Barr w’e kept our Sanad and all our papers. The attachment of thC 
village continued till Khunderao's death in 11. H. Mulharrao, by the advice of Colonel 

Barr, restored the village to us and paid us Rs. 30,000, the nominal annuid rental for tho three 
years during which it had been under attachment The surfjlus, amounting to Rs. 48,200-16-fi 
we paid to H. H. as a Nazarana. One instalment of that yeary^Y, amounting to Hr. 6,400, liad 
been collected when the village was restored, and that also was given back to us. Next year 
^“1^, on the news of Colonel Barr’s death being received, H. H. Mulharrao once more attached 
the village on the original ground that its value exceeded the Us. 10,000 at which it had been 
granted. 

The Dewan went to Colonel Phayre, the present Resident, and telling him that Rs. 10,000 
was to be continued to us, has attached the whole village. Wo have received nothing whatsoever 

from it during the past year. 

The Durbar agents have no questions to put, but promise a statement on die case. 


Statement of the Dubbar. 

. iWe lwa tp IjjMd'in.a ifritten steWment inr^ly of 

Instead of the written statement alluded to abover the Durbar agent makes the following 

' ,)yas not ka 10,000, bujt 1^,750. 



grant was evidently intended, w aliowii by the first paii of the Sanad, to be Bs. 10»006 
Thi^ concluding words, the revenue more or lees than Rs^ ^>000,” ere uniiaual, aiid xtn- 
pr(^orly inserted by thbWtnister. Khunderao Mahariydid not intend to carry out the terms 
literally, as appears from the fact tlxat when fie found the revenue of the village to he motv Hum 
Rs. 10,000 he attathcid the village, and offered Rs. 10,000 cash annually, ora village of that 
value instead. Another Sanod granted for Rs. 10,000 on the same day .to 0ovindraO Ro{nw, 
Chief Minister, and similarly worded to this one, was also revoked foi^similar reasons, and 
another villfkge yielding Ra 10,000 was granted instead. Nor is this unprecedented. Ihe 
village of Konafa, which was granted in terms much more unreserved, was resumed by this very 
flanesh Pant, and the suiplue revenue for years past recovered from the holder. This was 
done with the approval of the Governor General. The Sanad for Konah does not mention the 
value of the village, and yet the holder was allowed to retain only Us, 1,100. 

AVhen the village of Davat was restored to ihe sons of Ganesh Pant they were paid the arrears 
at the rate of Rs. 10,000 only, and the surplus of Rs. 4R,200-15-0 was refined by the Durteur. 
The complainants improperly call this a t*Nazarana,” because a Nazarana is a round sum and not 
a fractional one. "We are ready'and willing to pay the claimants Rs. 10,000 annually, or give 
them anotiier village of that value on condition that they continue faithful subjects of His 
Highness, and notact in defiance of the Maharaj. 

The last point we, would urge is that this very villi^e of Davat, which hod been granted 
previously in perpetuity to one Babirji, was resumed by Khunderao in the time of Ganesh Pant 
against las (Baliiiji’s) will. 


Final Statkment by the Resident. 

Baroda, 30th December 1878. 

The full particulars of this case are given in Schedule III., the most prominent feature being 
the direct and unreasonable violation on the part of the Gaekwar Government of the principle 
inculcated by the Right Honourable Earl Canning, in his Kharita to the Gaekwar bf 6th February 
1860, that when the Gaekwar Government makes a grant of its own free will, the fact is 

Itself a guarantee for its continuance, because whatever your Highness has ever given cannot be 

teken back.” * 

The Durbar state tliat at the time of the grant of the village of Davat the revenue was 
Jla 12,750 and not Rs. 10,000. This, however, is not so. The village realised that amount for 
one year it is true, because it was at that time customary to collect the revenue in kind, and 
prices being high for that year, the excess is accounted for, but it was not the normal 
revenue. Indeed, according to the average of 5 or 10 years which it is usual to take os a guide 
in such cases, the village was not more than Rs. 10,000 value when it was granted to the 
minister. 

The case of the village of Konah which has been cited by the Durbar as a precedent in point 
has no analogy whatever with this case. Jt was granted as part payment of a palki allowance, 
which, as a rule, never exceeded Rs. 1,100 per annum. All excess therefore of that amount was 
ordered to lx; ])aid to the Durbar for some years betbre Ghaneshpaiit came into power. I'his 
payment ot excess revenue traudulently ceased, but was discovered by Ghaneshpant after a lapse 
of about 25 years, and a refund of deficient payment was then ordered to be maefe. 

I'he instance of Govindrao Rohre, which has been cited by the Durbar to show that the 

XoTi;;.—The widotr of (rovioilniii Hohi-e huH resumption of Inams is not uncommon under Gaekwar 
proicsted nRainst tbie* rettumpiiou. rule, merely shows on what a precarious tenure the 

inoKt^ distinguished servants of the Gaekwar Government have held hereditary honours and 
grants that are conferred upon them. No truer sign of want of fixity of principle and good fmth 
can g^lst than this, and it is submitted that the £uits .thereof are fully apparent in the present 
disorganized condition of the Gaekwar State. 

It IS an clement which is at work under the present Gaekwar in no ordinary manner, as the 
general attachment, or it may be said confiscation, of all Wuttuns and the wholesale spoliation 
of the In^ms of bunkers, >Sardar6, &c., fully testify, and we therefore trust that it may now be 
put a stop to.*- • 

Under the general head Safdars it will be necessary to offer a few remarks upon tliis subject, 
in consequence of what the Durbar have submitted to the Commission in their General State¬ 
ment of 24'th December 1878 ; in the .meantime the Resident trusts that the Commission will 
uphold the valuable principle inculcated by Earl Canning, viz., that {exc^t for some offence 
against the State) whatever the Gaekwar Govcrnmeiit have given of its own free will, as set forth 
in Balvantrao Oanesh’s Sanad, cannot be taken back. 


Case No. 7. 

I^HANABHAI L^I.BHAI. 

The Durbar agent, to whom the oomnlaimmt’s oaie has been read over in the latter’s preMnoe, 
states that hb is authorised to inform the Ooramissi^—^st, that his claim on account of the 


boundary stones suOpliod for the suryey of Naoseri Audi be at once inquired into by the Durbar, 
and disposed of with as little delay a/s possible, and |bat such sum as js fably payable to ooos^ 
plainant on that account shall be disbursed to him. | 

2nd. As regards ius claim to the of Wuttun whidh iie alleges he was deprived in 1865, Hie 




Vyum. Statkmui^t wy the IlEsu^E>a'r. 

' vT 1 ♦ December 1878, 

IransfeiTetl to Schedule IfL, Case No. 7, where a full statement of it is recorded, showing that 
it was the Gaekwar Goveniment which, iii the first instance, refused to settle claimant's account, 
unless he signed a jiaper for a sum, of which he was only to receive half. It is subniitt^d that 
this refusal on the parf of the Durbar has been the cause of the 10 years’ delay, and the loss and 
ruin that has ovortaken the claimant; hepce their obligation to make reparation as soon ns 
possible. 

9, The Durbar in their statement of I7th instant before the CmnmisHion, have made fair 
promises, but the claimant Uhaiiabhai has only a day or two since assured me that although, 
agreeable to the advice given him by the Commission, he has frequently attended at the Rovenuo 
Sir Sooba’s office to have his account sefIbMl, he has been turned away by the officials there, and 
that ho can get nothing done. 

3. A reasonable time will be given before the Durbar’s delay in fulfilling thgir promise is taken 

notice of. > 

4. Tt is worthy of notice that the main facts recorded have nRt l)con called in (piestion by the 
Durbar ; and without accepting the large charges inad(^ by the claimant ns actually cornH't, still 
it is submitted a.s clearly proved that the case generally afiVu ds an instance (»f arbitrary evasifui r»f 
just responsibilities, which had they Ixseu met in 186.8, as they ought to have l)«*en according to 
the writtc.. agreement, the contractor would not have been so thoroughly ruined and p(‘r8(*<mtcd 
as he appears to have been, both in the iiialtiT of jiis account and of his Wiitt.nn. 

r>. It is this spirit of retaliation and revenge for complaining to the Rritish authorities w hich 
has broughtbusiness to a staiul-still " with the (laekwar (i«»venimrnt, as ('olonel Hurton has 
happily expressed it; ami I feai that if it is left optional with llis Highm*ss to do justice, or iir>t, 
in matters whore llritish men hants, bankers, and contractors are (•(mcerijed, they will fail to 
obtain their reasonably just dues. 


Cask Mo. 8. 

.Ifti/ram Ociihavuam appears before the (.Commission and states that his brother Fattehram, 
late Fouzdar of Patan, is now in prison under sentence of th(‘ Fouzdar, having bo(*n convicted of, 
torture. 

On consideration of this case the Comiriission deride not to take the deposition of this 
.lotnram, as it appears that the original Fouzdar, Fatlehram, has himsidf made no complaint in the 
matter. 

'flu? Durbar ag(?ntft having liad thecas** explained to thorn, state that they will defer their 
remarks on Fattehrarn’s 

The Durbar’s nunarks* will l>o found on referring to the r jise of Parhhudas Parshot^mi, 
.Schcululo I., Case No. 10. 


Cask No. 10. 

Vasijdkv .Shivham, l*arhhu, 48 years, of llarodji, states:—In 1 agi'oed to take the 

Vahivat of the Kural Mahal for fiv<^ years. Tin* .lamuhandi tlu?reof was about lis. 1.0(5,000 
annually, and I agreed to pay the Sarkar Rs. 2,00(» more as Janiahaiidi than had previously hetm 
paid. 1 know that in tho survey funnorly made, many ryots held lands unauthonaedly,*from 
having bribed tho Vahivatdar not to enter them as holding land. 1 intiinded to revise this survey, 
and 80 t.<» realise the Jls. 2,000 extra. Naiia Sahib KluHivclkar signed iny appointment ^as 
Vahivatdar. In addition to the agreement above stated, 1 promised to pay Nana Sahib Rs.2,000 
“ sukdi ” for himself. This “ sukdi ” wjis a private payment, and was made to him to induce him 
to give me the place of Vahivatdar, audit was not till I had paid my Rs. 2,000 sukdi” to him 
that he signe*! my appointment. I expected to recover tWs money also, my roviaioii of survey 
and entry of ryots who were uiiauthorisedlv cultivating land. At tlie time of payment to Nana 
Sahib there wove present Naiia Sahub Rhanvtdkar, and on his behalf Goviiifirao jjakshmau, 
Bhaskar Pant, and Balwuntrao. On my part appearod KhanderaoEshvant and one Gopal. The 
money was paid in cash into the hands of Bhaskar Pant, tho Nana’s Karknn. I saw no entry of 
this payment made in any account book. I got no nsceipt for it. I had two or three other matters 
onhana, and I therefore (lid not go to my Mahal for four or five riionths. 1 merely sent my agent 
to conduct tho business. I took from the Sir Sooba, when I did go, surveying chains, fee., and began 
to take portions of surveys in some, viz., 12 villages, but the Patels (‘ame to me, and promising to 
pay me certain sums in excess, induced irie to stop luy operations. I did not consider that I was 
accepting a bribe from these TVtels in doing this. T did not realise anything from my vahivat 
that year, 1 had not been in possession more than 10 months when the Sarkar sent a Karkun, 
Baburao Krisluia, to dispossess me. T do not know why. This Karkun forbade the ryots to pay 
me anything. They obeyed him, and my “ chits ” which the Patels gave me to stop tho survey 
are ueelcas to mo, as they won’t pay them. 1 came to Barodauiid complained to the Nana Sahib, 
and requested him to return my “ sukdi ” or to help me to realise my chits. A month before this 
Nana Sahib had taken Rs. 1,000 “sukdi” more in advance from mo, and because I had not paid 
the seoond Hs. 1,000 in advance, lie sent the Karkun to relicsve me. Nana Sahib promised to pul 
this Karkun away, but he never did so, and I cannot realise my money. 1 have two or three 
times made written petitions to the Maharaj on this subject, but have had no answer 
from him. 

llic Durbar agents rj^serve cross-examination. 






Rcply of tuk Duhuar. 

The aukdi ” was received in the Jamdarkhana, and not hy the Dewan. 

The Karkun who was sent to take charge of the Mahal was sent in consequence of complainant 
having imibezzled Rs. 16,000 of public nionoy. 

Wc deny tho second payment of Hs. 1,000 “sukdi altogether, 

Fjxai. Statement ny i%k IIksiuent. 

The Commission will not fail to observe that not a single ((uestion was put to this witness in 
cross-examination, avid that under these circumstances the mere statements of the’Durbar arc 
entitled to little or no weight, Jt’tlic cuniplamant had embezzled Rb. 10,000 of public money he 
might have been coavictod and sentenced according to law. As no proceedings whatever were 
taken against him the iuj'orcnce is obvious, that no crime was committed at all. 

The Resident begs rcspeetfull v to represent that the present case was brought forward, not so 
much for the sake (S* proituring the petitioner individual rcuiress, as of illustrating a system which 
has done more to demoralize the gevenuo administration than anything else. The farming system 
is, under any cireiimstances, tlu' worst that could l>o devised for tlio hupphiesH of the agricultural 
population ; hut when the farmers tlu^msiilves hold their farms on the most ))recariou8 tenure, the 
eollwtion of the rcvc*nuc becomes a mere se.ramble amongst the ollicials, eacli one doing his best 
to collect the largest amount of nweiiue during bis tenure of olTico. 


Oabk No, l;i. 

Vaeli Taii, Memon, 28 years, Vakil, rt^oident in Amrcli Mahal, of Kattywar, states:—T iun 
Vakil on behalf of the Tbakors of Manjiur. About eight months ago I made a p(*tition to the 
Resident in their case, who vc'fcrrcJ me to Colonel Walker at Ainreli. I proeeedi^d thitlier, and 
stated my case to him. The case went on tliere for one and a half oi' tw'o months, when I 
returned to Raroda. 1 used to go to the Resident daily. Some 10 or 12 days after my return 
Api)a Sahib calUid me to llic Kouzdari, wliero Tial\vuiitrai» Veshwunt asked nu? if it wore true that 
I tad made petitions to tho Resident,'and that 1 was in the habit of'seeing him daily. 1 admitted 
•both points, and was thereupon sent by him to the Ctmrt of Ralwuntrao Dev and Nurayenbhai, 
before whom the same «|uestions and answ^ors w'er<‘ asked and giv4‘n. Rahviuttrao seiitonecd me to 
10 years’ iriiprisomnent, informing me at the tinm that it. was for making pelitions in tiie 
Resident. 1 was sent to the Kouzdari, and all iny daftar and jiapers were sidzed. 1 remained Jb 
days in tfic Fouzdmi, and was then released by the order of the Resident, to whom one of niy men 
had made a petition. ! received my daftar, &e., on release, and sigiuul ii recei])t for thorn, but 
found on imjuiry and search iuU» them that powers tif attorney, letters, and other papers were 
n)is.sing. Since about fivr5 months ago I have lived within cam]) limits at Raroda. 

'The Durbar agents reserve cross-examination and statemonr, 

I’he Fou/dar Rahvuntrao Vi'shwunt is j)resent, and staU*.-. that the com}>laiuaiit was brought 
before him, eharged with making iinj>roper j)etitions against the Maliaraj, and that alter impiiry 
he sent the case* uj» for disiio-sal to the Court ol‘ Narayenbhai and Jlaiwuntrao Dev. 


ItKi'i.y OI Tin; DnintAU. 

Om tin? inforniation of ISlansukh Gurwar, to tlic <*ire(a that Valli I’a!' h ul ])referred a eomplaiiii 
falsely calumniating the Durbar and olHeers, and that the draft of it would, if his house were 
sefirclu'd, be found, the politte were directed to make the iieeessary Bearcli. 

l^hey accordingly seiz<-d all the papers they could find, and brought them ami Valli 'far up. 
lie was kept under surveillance, and hi.s jwpers w(‘re cxamiiUMl and inquiry made. In the 
meantime tho Resident interfered, and recommended his rebiase. lie was accordingly dis¬ 
charged, and his j»a])ors were returned to him. 

Ralwuntrao Dev, Narayeu Hhai, and Fouzdari ollic(*rH conducted the <uiquiry. 

Complainant’s assertion of being threatened with 10 years’imjnisoninont is false. As to the 
allegation of his papers being detained, they shall be, if he describes them, looked for and 
returned if forthcoming. 


Fjnaj. Staticmknt ok the 


Resident. 


I’herc can be no doubt that tho petitioner in this case has been grossly ill-treated by tho Durbar 
ollicials for making representations to the Resident. Not a single quesfion was put to the 
petitioner in cross-examination, and his complaint may he accepted us substantially true. This 
case, as also that of tlie Maosari petitioners and that of Syad Saflak AH, sliow that organised 
attempts have been made by the Durbar to deter pi/tatiouers from coming forward, to terrify those 
who have already cximpluined. 


Gase No. 14. 

Dam’at Fhemasha], Rrahman, 35 years, JaraindAr of Morthan, Olpad Taluka, Surat District, 
states:—In the month of I, in company Dfith two other men, Sankar Lalaji and Daji 

Panduraiig, entered into a written agreemenl. with tho Gaekwar’s Government to lake the ' 
vahivat of the Vasravi and Galla Mahals of the Naosari Trant for five years. We were to pay 

Pu in nnn <lnritt(r fliii liref VMnr in i.vnoaa ni' AL'Ii.if tTiiEitrutaMKo Ei.A ^1... 



revenue in a more careful way, and looking more closel/ after cultivation. The Vahivat was to he 
continued to us for five years, and it was distinctly so stated in the written agreement. It was 
not stated, so far as I can remember, how much revenue in excess of previous years we were to 
raise during the second and subsequent years of our tenure. In addition to this T agreed to give 
a Nazardna of Ks. 5,425 to Nana Sahib, the Minister of the'Gaekwar, while my two partners were 
to furnish the security required by Government for our carrying on tlie work properly. We. 
wore in joint management of the Mahals for one and a half months, and my partners not having 
furnishod the security, we were then deprived of it, and it was handed over to another person, 
t paid the Nazai4na in two sums to Nana Sahib through my cousin Sliivram VaUihh, the first 
sum of Rs. 2,000 boing paid at Naosari, and the second oi‘ Rs. 3,425 at Raroda. Shivram infennccl 
me he* had paid them, but produced no receipt from the Minister. I was not present when the 
money was paid. All that I want now is, as I hare been turned out, to get hack my Naziirana of 
Rs. 6,425. T have never asked Nana Sahib to give me the money back, an4 the only effort I 
have made for its restoration is my petition to Mr. Hope, the Collector of Surat, which was sent 
te the Resident here. 1 misunderstood Jhc question above put to me about asking for the 
nazarana back from Nana Sahib, and I now stfitc that, previous to the petitiori*being made, I did 
go to Haroda and ask Nana Sallib to give iik? the money back again. I understood the question 
to be whether I had made any effort to get it back since making the petition. 

The Durbar agents decline to oross-exaniino, and state that in consecpience of commnnications, 
both verbal and written, between the Maharaj and the Rc^sidnnt, the crmiplainant w'as repeatedly 
summoned through the Resident, to appear before H. 11. the (jiaokwar with the proofs of his 
complaint, but that in consecjucncc of his Jailing to do so, his case has not been inquired into. 

Sji.^kkati Lala.u, Rrahman, 47 years, Vahivatdar, resident of Dlioral Pjirdi, in Naosari Prant, 
states:—In ^ ^*^*’^'* Mahals of (Jalla and Vaaravi in Naosari, in conqiany 

with Daipal Preiiiabh.ai and Daji Pandnrang, but I know notiiing of Ihc details of the agrccineiit 
or nazarana. My cousin .and sub-sharer, Dall<» Khushal, can stale fully all about the matter. 

Th(} Durbar agents have no remarks to offer. ' 


Dam.o IvncsjiAi., Rrahinau, 311 yours, Vahivatdar, resident in Dhoral Pardi, Naosari, Flaics:— 
Shankar Dala is my cousin. In partnci'ship with him ami otlicrs I took tlic farm of the Vabivat 
of Vasravi and Glialki. for isfi: 1^71* I paid, to secure the Vahivat, a Nazarana of Rs. ri,50n 
to Nana Sahib, in three sums, Rs. 2,000 in Naosari, and two sums of Rs. 3,425 and 1,075 in 
Raroda. The farm roinained with us for one and a quarter months, when it was taken from us’ 
tlirough adawat (emuity). I <5atiie to Raroda to ask for niy Nazarana back, and Nana Sahib 
iiYiiu’isoned mo for one day and oii<* iiigiit, when 1 was released on security and tedd to go to 
Naosari. 

Crosta-t yamim'd hf Om'hrar'a Apndic —It was stated in tln^ agreement that securities were to bo 
furnished within on«* month from the dat.i* thereol', and I offered them accordingly, hut tho 
(Joverimumt would not take them. I made no complaint to the Maharaj in this matter. No one 
would admit me to the presence of the Maliaraj , and when I complaiHcd to Nana Sahib he put 
me in jail. 

I’lu* Durbar offers tho same remarks as in Daljjat Prema’s case, with the addition that the 
reason Jbr imprisoning him was that there was a deficiency in his accounts, which ho had 
('lubczzlcd, ami this ho was asked t«> make good. 


Fixai. St \ti:mi'.xt kv tiif. Rksiijen’t. 


Didpat Jb-emabbai, Sliankar Labiji, and Dalht Khusbal appcart‘d before the Ooumiission on 
the Idth December, vhon their evidence was taken, P) tho idl’cct that they altogether ])aid to tlm 
Minister, Nana Sahib Kli,*uivelkar, the sum of Rs. nd)25, as Nazarana Jbr the ]>rivilege of 
liirinmg the Vasravi and (lalla Mabals of tho Naosari District for live years, but that they bad 
been deprived of their farm within one and a half months, and consequently prayed that thcii 
money might ho returned. •• 

2. I merely brought forward this case, with others, to prove that the Minister has heen in tlic 
habit of selling Vahivatxlar’s appointments ; and hail the C’ominission <;onsid<T(*d it necessary to 
go fully into the ('ase, as recorded in a primu fiu'U- Jorm befop«i tin- R<'sidcnt, <a)inplete proofs i>f 
the nature and details of tho transaction would have been afforded. 


3. Dalpat Prema was an unwdlling witness. On the ISlh August lie endcavo.ur(*d to draw back 
from bis original complaint made before Mr. Hope, and it will be remembered (hat belbre tho 
Commission he at first declared ho had never asked the Minist(*r, Nana Sahih, to ndurn his 


money, but that on my producing his original petition, in which he clearly stated tha thohadgoiui 
to the Minister to ask for the money back and was threatened with iraprisonment for so doing, he 
got out of tho dilemma by saying tliat h(! understood the question to refer to a period subsequent 
to tlio date of his first petition ol June last. This, however, can scarcely be true, as he used the 
word “ never.” 


4. His partners, who arc Raroda subjects, Imvo not been tampered with, and are ready to prove 
their ease whenever they may be called upon to do so. 

6. Referring to the Durbar’s remark that Dalpat Prema bad not been sent up to them by mo for 
examination, the reason for not doing Ht> will be found in para, 4 of my Jotter to Govt. No. 
dated 13th September, coj)y of which was forwarded to the (k)mniiB8ion with my memo. No. 1(1K3, 
dated 4th instant, in which I brought lo notice the impossibility of subordinates sitting in 
judgment upon the acts of a superior, that superior being (he Minister of the Slate, in lull 
possession of his minls^rial duties. 


V 




f 


G. The specimen cases of bribery and edrruption in the Pltlad District» os sot forth in my letter 
of letii September last, to the address of IL H. the G-aekwar, wliich accompanied the letter to 
(ioverninent above quoted, would, if called for by the Commission, have afforded further valuable 
proof of tho exteijsivo scale upon which local Bubordinates, from the Vahivatdar down, are obliged 
to extort money in various ways in order to reimburse thomselvos for their iioavy payments to 
the Minister and other Durbar officials. 

7. Complaints, therefore, against the system of Nazarana and sale of offices ar^ Justly universal 
tiiroughout the Gaekwar^s dominions. The Vahivatdar of a Mahal is not simply a farmer of 
land revenue, but is tho sole executive and judicial authority of the district. *1 nere is in each 
district a Fouzdar and e Munsiff, but their functions are confined to the preparation of cases for 
decision b^ the Vahivatdar, and thus the office or Vahivatdar acquires importance wltich is 
unknown in our districts, in fact, the entire authority of Government on the spot in the Revenue, 
Civil, and Criniinal^Departments is centred in him. 'Fhe pay of the appointment is generally 
small, and when we take into consideration the fact that large .sums are offered to obtain those 
posts, that every ojher office of importance is sold to^the highest bidder, mid that briberv and 
corruption prevail in all quarters, it is hardly to be wondered at that people arc oppressed, that 
justice is sold, life and property Is iiisocure, and, in short, that thf whole machinery of Govern¬ 
ment is obliged to have rrcoiirsi? to unlawful means to extort money fnmi the people. 

8 . T'he ri’marlts in the two preceding paras, apply to tJie whole group of bribery cases as 
exhibiting their effects ujion both llic ilevonnc, l^)lic(^ and Judicial administrations, in all of 
which violence is resoffted to, to extort confessions and agreements, as well as money. 


Destructiun or Ciiors nr Deeu. 

With referonco to the destruction of crojis by doer preserved for His Highness the Caokwar’s 
sport, certain cultivators have come before th(< Commissioners, and made statenunits about their 
losses, which the CiifninisBioners have* lieard in the presence of the Durbar agents, who make the 
following statement as to what they have done to mitigate the evil complained of. 

The Resident first represented that the ryots complained cd’ the hijury to their crops, and 
recommended that the koepers shouhl be n'movcil iVom rhe villages T’hc ryots of four villages 
made a petition to tho effect that if the “ t-hokis ” (establishment of keopers) were removed from 
two villages, Oaniri and Mahamadpur, rh(»y would not obstruct or injure the deer. Tlie keepers 
•were removed ihonce. Tho vill.igers have since kept live men of their own to drive the dcicr 
away from their fields. In accordance with ;the Rosidoiit’s adviei^ we are willing to allow all 
villages to keep iiion b) drive away the deer, and to remove our ostablisliiiicnt of keepers. All 
that we can do to alleviate the evil we are willing to do. 


APPENDIX H. 


CONTI NGENT—KATTYWA R. 


No. 4171 of 1873. 


From d. J3. Peile, Esquire, Acting Political Agent, Kattywar, to T. D. Mac^kknzie, Esquire, 

^ Si’crctary, llaroda Commission. 

Sia, Dated 13th December 1873. 

• • I AM still waiting returns frmn Colonel W'alkor, Superintendent of the Gaekwar’s 

Contingent in Kattywar, in answer to the licads 1, 2, and 3 of your letter No. 10, of November 
19th. 1 will send them as soon as I receive them. 1 do not possess information us to the Pagas, 

their constitution or division. 


2 . But I forward without further deVjiy the following papers:— 

(1.) A distribution list of the Contingent in Kattywar, as it was last March-. 

(2.) A memorandum written by me, which answers your hciad 2nd. 


C'nptaiii Wodehduse 
Stiinioti 
Huxsell 
Mr. Aslon - 


At<HiHtant I'oli- 
ticftl Af;cuU>. 


Cuptaia Scott, Hpeciiil Officer of Police. 
Witli »omt* copies from n»y records. 


(3.) Rejmrts from various officers on the efficiency ol‘ 
the Contingent as a Military Mounted Police. 

3. The reports give the experience of all the officers 
consulted so clearly, and arc so unanimous, that 1 can 
write nothing which will not be better learnt frtmi a 
perusal of them. 


4. In my own memoranduni I have confined myaclf to a practical plan, which shows every 
measure and rule necessary to make tho Contingent such a force as the Military Mounted Police 
of Kattywar should be. 

If a reform of this nature is carried out, a Conmiission of Military Officers will bo necessary 
at first to review and, os far as needful, condemn the tnou, horses, and arms in use. 

I have, &c., 

Kattywar, Political Agent’s Office, (Signed) J. B, Peile, 

Camp Dussada, I3th December 1873. Acting Political Agent. 




Memo&anoum for reconstitution, of His Highness the Gaokwar’s Contingent in Kattywar. 

The two leading facts about the Gaokwar’e Contingent in Kattywar present this wnitraut, 
that whereas His Highness pays (and pays regularly) nearly a sufficient sum foi- efficiency, the 
Contingent is totally useless as a Military Police. 

There is therefore no need ft)r any large increase of recurring expendituro, tnough a large sum 
will bo needed to make up defects at starting. 

There are two great causes of inefficiency in the Contingent :*-(!), its want of suhordination 
to the officers it serves with; (2), its bad of^anisation and equipment 

First as to Subordination.—The Contingent is commanded by a Oaekwiiri Sooba, and super¬ 
intended by an officer, who is also Assistant to the Uesident of Barothi, and has jurisdictional 
duties ill Ilia Highness the Gae^war’s Anircli Mahals. The head-quarters of the Contingent are 
at Manekwara (not far from Junaghur), in Kattywar, but the Superintendent as a fact lives at 
Anireli. ♦ 

Cmnmand and Superintendmea, 

I'ho Sooba (so Government has ruled) must continue to command. lJut it is clearly not 
good to have an officer who tftkes his orders from Baroda, and. is not one of the Kattywar stall’, 
u» superintend or watch the Contingent, on !)ehalf of those who have' to roly on it, vi/., the 
Puliticid Agent and liis officers. And the liead-(;iuirtcrs of tlie Mounted J^>lice sliould 1mi at the 
heati-qnarters of tlie Agency at Hajk«»t. 

Governnieiit assumes that the ik^w Special Officer of Police will command the renovated 
Contingent in Kattywar. He will certainly use them, but as he will probably not be posted at 
llajkot, and as he will be iimcli on llio move, i suggest this altcratiou as preferable:—The 
Suporintendeut of the (Tuokwar’s Contingent in Kattywar should be tho Personal AsMistiiui of the 
Political Agent, wlio should lie a lullit-ary olfici^r, and sliould also hold the office of Station Magis' 
trate, Hajkot. I would idso stipulate, if the Sooba is to be dti facto commanding officer, that he 
should be invested with full powers under tho observation of the Political Agent and Suporin- 
tondent, and not (shocked and trammelled by spying Karkuns and independonl Sillodars, in the 
manner exposed in the papers appended. * 


Distribution. 


'^rhe Superintendent should conduct tho business of llic forc^e at depot head-quarters, and tho 
Prant l^olitica) Officers should (;unnnunicate with him as the officer in charge of this duty. 

1 would thou have— 

Depot head-quarters . - . _ Rajkot. 

Prant head-(piarters— 

Jhnlawar ------ Wadwan. 

Golu'.lwar - - - - . . - Songhad. 

Sorath - - - . - . Manekwara. 

* . Hallar ------ Rajkot. 


Formation. 


Tho Contingent should be divided into five troops, each complete with its officers. One to be 
at tho depot and one in eacdi Prant. 

lOacb troop to i!uinlK.'r (men and otiicers) 120, or fiOO men in all. The Special Officer of 
TNtHce should have besides 20 men and 5 officers. 

The depot troop to be maintained for relief piirjioses, and be kept at spoidal drill, ll will also 
furnish the Political Agent’s escort. * 


Cmitrot. • 

The Prant troops to he at the orders of the four Political Officers, each iu his Prant. 

’File Assistant Political Agent will (subject to the Politiital Agent) decide where tlie men are 
to bo posted, and liow employed in his Prant. He will also cloaidy supervise their pay, discipline, 
drill, cleanliness, arms, amniunitioii, clothing, and communicate on these Subjects with tin* Super¬ 
intendent at Rajkot, wlio will have everything chiimabic under the treaty, or riih‘H in force, 
promptly supplied, but duly consulting tlie Sooba. 


Trial of Ofhn'es. 

A code of rules to bo issued to doeide what minor offences the Political Offic(u- of tlu’ I’raut 
may punish summarily, and what will be tried by the Sooba. Ju any (tf the latter (serious) cases 
the Political Officer to be authorised to arrest the sowar, and send him in custody to Rajkot. 
All nou-niilitary offences to be tried by the Criminal Courts of the Agency. 


Casting Horses. 

The Prant Political Officer to have a right to object to any of the horses he thinks unservice¬ 
able, which must be cast and replaced if the Superintendent concui-fi with the Prant Officer. If 
they differ, the Political Agent to decide. 


Sidecthn of Kfen. 

No hereditary claims to serve as sowars can be allowed, and the men must all be of military 
age, not old men or boys, aa some of the present sowars are. The Superintendent, if supported 
by the Political Agent, to have the right to insist on any man being discharged as inefficient, 
and to refuse to pass any now man enlisted. 




Di^hursemeni of Pay* 

The pay of all ranks to be dUburscd regulaTly through the Itajkot and Prant treasuries. 
If funds are not otherwise provided, the disbursements to Ibe debited against the Gaekwar's 
tribute. 

Gomtitution of Troops^. 

Each troop to consist of l.p() privates and 20 olEcers. The full complement named in the 

margin may ba somewhat modified, but a largo number of 
Bubordinale officers is needed, because the troops will be 
split into many small parties on duty at theThaiuis. The 
officer of the depot troop should have somewhat higher 
pay as Rasaldar Major, These officers, or a largo part 

Horses, 

The whole forc^ to be mounted on mares or geldings (which do not scream wlien strange 
horses arc approached), and to be one-horse Silledars, finding their own horses. Suitable horses 
can be obtained in Kattywar for from 150 to 200 rupeea 

fTntform, 

TTniform to be left for decision ; but that of tbo Reformed Horse would do. One part of it 
should bo a horseman's cloak for niglit patrols. 


1 ItaKiilclHr. .1 4 Dafcilar:!. 

1 Kitstudur. B NaikN. 

1 Naib liiwalilOT. ! Varrier. 

1 .lemailar. 1 Trumpeter. 

1 Rot Dafwlar. 1 Writer. 

f them, to be trai|^fl soldiers. 


Arms, 

The men to be trained to .act either on horst^ or foot. To l>e anned with carbines mid good 
native sw'ords. Officers to have double-barrellcMl breech-loadingjiistols (Adam’s). 

The carbines to be of some ]>attern (Enfield’s) used by Rntisli cavalry, so that supplitjs of 
them and of ammunition can be always easily gob The doublo-barrelled carbine (jf the Sind 
Horse is said to be a good weapon, but is probably difficult to get 

A mmmition. 

A depot of ball and blank cartridge to be kept at eaith Prant head-quarters, and a larger stock 
at the Oijpot head-quartors. The men to be exercised in living blaiili and ball in th(! ]*iaiits, as 
opportunity offers, and at Rajkot regularly. Ammunition to be obtained on payment IVom the 
Government arsenal, and debited to the Gaekwar. 


Pay, 

The sow’ars to receive Rs. 30 per mensem, and the officers the rq,tes of the llritish cavalry. 
No bargirs to bo allowed. * 

Leave ami other ffules. 


lioavo rules to be those in the Rritish s<;rvic<\ Sjiec^ial rule.s or other matters of detail to bo 
adopted from those fpr the Sind Horse. Horse Fund and other deductions to bo made 
according to the rulcB (»f the Sind Horse. 

In proposing a total force of 025 men 1 have not provided for His Highness the Gai^war's 
Mahals in Kattywar. Nor will any of these 025 be available for nnscc^llaiieous escorts, e.y,, of 
survey parties, educational inspector, vaccinators, infanticide censors, &c. For th(;so perhaps 
a lighter class of sowar with sword only and on lower [lay should be employed. The whole 
ijumber of the Contingent is 1)00, and probably should be 1,000, consiiloring tfn,' size of Kattywar ; 
so J have left a margin of either 275 or 375 sowars for tbo above puiqiose.s. 

(Signed) J. H. Pj:ilk, 

Kattywar, Political Agent’s Office, Acting Political Agent. 

Camp Dassara, Hcoeinber 13tb, 187.3. 


Hulks for the Gutuanck of the OKFiciins and Kamuahs appoiritcMl to the Contingent of Horse 
of Ills Highness the Gakkwaii, serving in the various Tributary Mahals according to 
Treaty. 

I.—FOIIAI/VTIOK. 

1. A body (if the Contingent to lie stationed at each of the principal stations or cantonments, 
which aliall be divided into companies of 100 men each, compoBCcl as under:— 

1 Subadar. ^ 

4 Jemadars. 

1 Havildar Major. 

4 Havildars. 

4 Naiques. .. 

4 Sub (or Lance) Naiques. * 

1 Standard bearer. 

1 Nugarjeo. 

1 Nowbuttec. 

1 Trumpeter. 

78 Sowars. 


100 Total. 




» II.—Muster. 

1 . The muster of the sowars to be taken twice A day by the Havildar Major. Any absentee 
to forfeit his day's pay unless he An show satisfactory reasons to the Commanding Officer for 
his absence. 

2. Any sowar of whom it is certified by the Medical Officer that he is unable by reason of 

sickness to attend muster may bo granted leave by the Commanding Officer, and will be placed 
under medical treatment. * 

3. A general muster of the sowars is to take place every inontli, and any horse found “ unfit ” 
for service will he struck off the rolls. If, however, any horse is in such condition that, though 
not absolutely unfit, it is capable of improvement, it is to be placed on a “sick roll” and looked 
after, after which if it does not improve, orders shall be issued for its btnng replaced within tim 
space of two months,- its substitute being entered on the muster roll. Striq^ orders should l)e 
given that the unlit horse is not to be used anywhere within the limits of the *‘sushkur” so as to 
prevent the possibility of its ever coining again on the strength of the corps. 

4. A Sillodar, in the event of his horse dying, will be allowed two mouths’ time to replace it, 
and the new horse is to be duly entered on the muster roll. 

111.—Pa y. 

1 . The pay ol the Bargir sowars stationed in Kattywur is fixed at eight rupees, as long as 
the dearth continues. The sowars stationed in the other Mahals will receive seven rupees at 
h^ast each. 

2 . The Pagadars and Silledars are to pay the Bargir sowais under tiiem in the presence ol 

the Sooba or Lis Kaindars. ' 

3. The olficers in charge of detachments on duty at the different Thannas will pay the sowars 
and take their receipts within 15 days after the issue of pay at head quarters. 

# 

IV.—DiiKss, DisciPLiNf'., &r. 

1 . It is the duty of the officer who may be in charge of a company to sec that the sowars 
take proper care of their dress, accoutrements, &c. The Sooba or his Kamdar should also 
make personally an in.spcction of the same every month. 

2 . When jnactbiable, two (companies of horse (the tours being taken the different com-^ 
panics in succci.ssion) sliould b(! stationed at licad quarters witli a view to efficiency and fitnes.s 
for service ]>cing kept up. 

3. The sup})ly for oach burse will be eight seers of grain and 15 seers (weight) grass. 

4. A .sowar despatch<*{l mi emergent duty from one principal station to another must return 
witliout^delay afler discharging such duty. With a view to prevent any evasion of tin’s rule, 
the Kamdar of the station to which he is sent is to give him a certificate showing the date on 
which he was directed to return, which must be pixnluccd before the Commaiiding Officer on 
rejoining. 


V.— Escout ok Puiso>;iins. 

1. Prisoners guilty of liehmus oftcnces, should on removal from one place to anotlicr, bo sent 
in (5arts, with their hands and feet chained. Prisoners guilty of minor offences need only have 
their hands chained, their arms being tied with a rope or cord and thus secured; one or two may 
bn conducted by one guard. 'I'he villages are to provide a proper watch (in conjunction with 
the escort) and accommodation, as mentioned in an enclosure to Durbar yad No. 043, of 18G4 in 
reply to the Residency yad No. 179 of the same year. If a prisoner is to 1x5 sent a greater dis¬ 
tance than G koss, an escort of not less than a Sub-Naique’s party must be furnished, togctiicr 
witli a perwana from the British authority. 

2. A prisoner when being conveyed from a halting place must be attended as specified in the 

Ist section. ^ 

3. A prisoner requiring to perform the calls of nature .on the march, shall bo properly escorted 
and carefully guarded. 

4. At halting places, a prisoner pressed by tlie calls of nature in the night time shall be tak^n 
out, with a rope tied to his arm, by a watchman or sowar, notice being given. 


VI.— Duty. 


1 . The Bowai’8 should be ready for service whenever ordered by the British Officer, and should 
be told explicitly by their superior officers the nature and probable duration of the duty to be 
performed. 

2 . A sowar entrusted with delivery of post or any important despatch should execute Ins 
commission promptly and without negligence, in failure of which he idbould receive a commen¬ 
surate punisnment 


3. The following is laid down as the strength 
Sub-Naique’s party 
Naiquo’s do. 

Havildar’s dm. 

Jemadar’s do. 


of the dififerent parties of sowars 
. • from 4 to 8 sowars. 

- from 8 to IG ditto 

- . - up to 20 ditto. 

- up to 25 ditto, with full com¬ 
plement of non-commissioned 
officers. 


4. When any duty is to be performed, the Kamdar must <<ive notice to thcMSubedar, and it 
will be the duty of the llavildar Major to warn the sowars. Should, however, no officers be 
present with tlie party, one of the sowars must perform the d*ty ordered. 

fi. All duties ordered by the British ollicors shall be carried out by the sowars in turn accord¬ 
ing to roster. 

G. The officer comuianding or in <:harg(^ of a company must keep a roster book and conduct 
the duty agreeably to the anovo rule. 

7. The sowars arfe to obey the ordois of the officer under whom they may be detailed for 
service in the same manner ad those of the Subadar. 

8 . Any sowar disobeying this rule is to be reported to the Subadar, and the ease shall ho 
inquired into and dealt with under the orders of the Subadar. 

VII. —Escort oi’ Tiikahuuk. 


1. Tor the protection of treasure an escort should be sent according to the orders of the 
British Officer. Hut it shall be at the di>crelion of the Kamdar of the Gaekwar’s Government 
(consulting that olfuu'r on the same) to send a larger party than that ordered. 


2, At halting places the treasure should be kept in a spot to he ])ointcd out by the Patel of 
t]ie vilhigo, and the sowars in charge should use all vigilance in conjunction with tin: authorities , 
of the village, who will provide a suitable watch for the said treasure. An ord('r or pass, to the 
eflect the villages ai'e to provide proper watch and accommodation for the party in charge, shonld 
be furnished by the British authority, ' 






« 


Vlll.— Lkavk. 


1 . Any sowar will be granted leave on a certiliftate being given ^y the Medical Officer. 

If a sowar on 1'lianna or dctaclnncnt duly fail si(r^, he may return to liis liead qiiarb'rs on 
receiving the permission of his ConiTnaiiding Officer, who will <‘ominunicate with the 'rlianadar or 
M(ihta on the sulqoct. 

0 . Ifasowarlic refused such permission he may rej>nrt it to the Subadar of his company, 
who will, if proper, bring it to the notice of the Sooha and replace liim by another sowar. 

4. A sowar going on sick leave without his horse will be given at most one week’s grace after 
the expiry of his leave, after which time if not present Ids place will be filled up. 

All men are U) rejoin within the term of their leave, and il' an extension is required, 
applieation must bo madef'or its sanction before the expiry of such leave. 

(I, Ev(n*y sowar going on leave must procure a certificate from the Sooha showing the date 
up to which he has permission to be absent, and whether he has provided a substitute or not. 

7. A sowar may be granted leave i'or one month without substitute by the .Sooba, if be lias 
completed one year’s uninterrupted scrviiux If he require a longer period his application must 
he submitted for the orders of the Senaputty. 


IX, —Ofkkncks. 

1. If anyoni! connected with the Contingent of Horse infringe any of the above rules or fail 
in bis duty, the Sooha (A his Kauular is enqinweretl to inflict a fine on such person to the extent 
of three months’pay, or simple imprisoiunenl up to three months. If, however, the offence is 
considered ileserviiig of severer punishment than it is in the jiower of tlie Sooha to award, the 
case may bo submitted for the decision of the Sena]iutty. 

2. The Sooha must jirepare and submit, as soon after the 1st of each month as possible, 
a defaulter roll containing an abstract of the offences committed and the tmnisliments awarded. 

3. The Sooha, if he deem it proper, may suspend a sowar or Umuldar, reporting the matter 
for the consideration of the Senaputty. 

4. The Sooha oj* his Kamdar on awarding punishment of iiuprisoiiment shall direct the 
Karklianedar, to whom the offender is amenable, to carry out the sentence. 

The Sooha or his Kamdar may release an offender on bail if such a c.ourse is not deemed 
obfectionablc. 

X. — Contracts. 

1 . No one serving in the Contingent is to be allowed to Uikv. up or give contracts for the horses 
or Karkhann. 

XI.—Rkukfs. 

1 . The reliefs of the sowars on duty at the different/rhannas must be carried outonce a year, 
but the Sooha may at bis discretion order them oftencr, reporting his having done so for the 
information of the Senaputty. 

2 . 1'he reliefs as alxivc mentioned should always be made by the Sooha in conjunction with 
the officer in immediate command of the whole Imdy of the Contingent serving in the Mahal, 
ami never without. 

.“5. 'I'be Officer in command or charge of each company must superintend the muster of his 


« No. 10 of 

From J. B. Peile, Egq.,C-S., Acting'PoKtical Agoot, Kattywar, to Ts D. MackS3C21£, Esq., C.S., 

S^otary, Baroda Commisnon. 

Sir, 

In continuation of ray letter No. 4171 of ]3th December, I bjivo the honour to forward 
m report and returna received from Colonel Walker, Suj^erintenfJent, Gaekwar’a Contingent in 
Eattywar. I do not concur witlj Colonel Walker in his opinion of* the condition of the men and 
horseS) and I do not admit that the horses aro overworked, or that their overwork is sufficient to 
account for their conditiohr • . 

I nave, &:c., 

(Signed) J. B. Psilk, 

Kattywar, Political Agent’s Office, Acting Political Agent. 

Camp Wudwan, dth. January 1674. ^ « 




No. 68 of 1878. 


From Colonel C. W, Walkeh, Superintendent, His Highness the (laekwav’a Contingent, 

Kattywar, to the Acttno PoLirrcAT. Aoknt, Kutfywar. 

Camp Rajkot, J^Oth Doeember 1878.^ 

I HAyE the honour to forward for the information of tho Buroda ConiraisHlon, as requested 
in your letter, No. 4080, of 24th ultimo, a statement of His Highness the Oaukwur’s Contingent 
in this province. 

2 . ^ Also n copy of the distribution return of the force mado up to December, marked B. fr 

3. Tho condition of men is in a large proportion fair, ^’hore are some cldeyly* Sifledars. 
These are usually put on easy duties, chiefly at hoad-quartors. They arc old servants, and, not 
having sons or near relations put in who would provide for tlieir inaiutenance, and being 
still able to carry on light work, looking after grain, ^ass, acc*ornpauymg Government stallions, 
&;c., have been allowed to remain. Thei? number is being gradually reduced, and Burglrs are 
substituted, when such an arrangomeut cjiti be made without much hardship to old Rcvvauts ot 
tho State. 

4. The condition of the horses is variable and is good or bad according to tho amount of work 

given them, and depends much on tho season of tiie year, whether fodder is good or bad, the 
season healthy or otherwise at the station where employed. As a general rule the horses are 
much overworked, and, being distributed in numerous small outposts, cannot be well looked after 
by the oincci*s of the force. Considering all things, 1 may say the horses arc in fair condition, 
and, in many instances, when an intelligent interest in the animal is naturally taken by officers 
uuder whom they are employed, 1 iind the horses in good condition, ciwing, I believe, to their not 
being harassed by long, rapid, and often unnecessary marches, carrying dawks, &c. in tho hot 
weather where the Government post is available. . * 

5. As my Annwil Report for 1871, to the Resident, contained my sentiments tlion, afld 

conveys those I still hold on the contingent, 1 beg to attach extract paragraphs 9 to 24 from that 
document. Copy of paragraphs 17 to 22 was sent to the Political Agent by the Acting Resident, 
with his letter, No. 1077, of Ist November 1872, but, as 1 am not awaro of anything furtlior 
having been done in tho matter, a reference to the table B will show the way in which the men 
aro now employed. ^ 

G. I beg to state distinctly that, in my opinion, we have only ourselves to blame for any ^ult 
which may l>e found with the Contingent. Except in tho way of dressing t.hqf men, I have 
always found the Durbar ready to assist in keeping up the efficiency of the force. Oyerwoik i\qt 
only tolls on the horses, but breaks the spirits of the men. 

7. I have asked for increased jjay to enalde the men to feed their horses better, and in some 
way enable them to perform their far too heavy duties ; but, if work were reduced, the hors(‘s 
could be kept ifl good order even on the present .pay of the men, and" admit of the SilloSar 
supporting himself and family. 1 do nqt think any of tlm Durbars in this province give more 
than lis. 25 to their sowars. Some of them give less, and the men of this force receive monthly 
Hs. 29 Babasai, equal now to Rs. 25 of British currency. 

8 . The Agency Mohsali sowars, called Kala-Dagla-wallas, are paid Rs. 30, but they arc a 

small body of men and paid from tho Mohsali funds. ^ 

9. Of course, in these expensive days I should be glad to see the contingent botfer paid, but 
I do not think the measure absolutely necessary ; a Silledar can now feed nis horse with, daily, 
8 lbs. of bajri, tho only suitable grain to be had in many parts of the country, and 1,000 bundles 
of grass monthly, for about Rs. 11 per mensem. His horse may require a little “g«r,” and his 
horse-kit may cost a small sum in repairs, in all about a rupee a month, leaving him, if ho rides 
the horse himself. Us. 13, or, if he flnds a Bargir at Rs. 8 Babasai, Rs. 6-12-()j[h‘iti8h nivrency, 
per mensem about Rs.’6-4-0. It must, however, bo talcen into consideratitm tliat in some of our 
districts grass is more expensive than in others, and the owner of a horse dying or becoming 
unfit for service has to replace it This measure is made lighter by tho owner subscribing 
raonthlv to a fund which Assists him and keeps him out of the ^hreffi’s liaiids. Ho is also 
allowea two months in which to provide a fresh horse, the pay of th« period going to help him in 
the purchase. 

10. The rates of pay are slipwn in the detailed Statement (marked A). 

11 . Pay is most regularly disbursed by the Sooba monthly, a large sum always remaining for 
this purpose in die Mimikwara treasuiyy supplied from the Amreli Mahals. 


( m ) 

12, I beg to point out that the Qputingent is divided into nine com^nies, and^ that the ofl^ers 
and non-commissioned officejrs are proportionately distributed in their companies. These have 
heon given rank, but without increased pay. 

13- In conclusion, I take the ojiportunity to state that I have always received the greate^ 
attention to oiy reprosontations eonncct(‘(l with the discipline of the force from the Durbar and 
ffis liighucss tfie (hwkwar’s present Sooba, Oajajinio Kiianvcikm', and his Dewan, Kasipant. 

1 have, &ic., 

(Signed) C. W. Wamceb, 

Supprint<mdentt His Highness the Gaekwar*s Contingent, 

Kattywar. 


f 

Extract from the Aw’cau cort of 1871 from Colonel 0. W. WAi.Kva, Sutiormtendont of 
His llighiu'SH the (iaekwai's Contingi'nt in Knttywai, to the Address of the Rksidknt at 
Baiiooa. 

Para. il. ''J'he men arc, a*? you^arc aware, jiaid in the liabasai runee, the value of whicli^ is now 
greatly depreciated At the present rate of e\change, were a Sillodar in receipt of Rs 80 as 
Huppobcd by )ou, tliis figure wo\il<] only repr«*sent Mm. 21 -G 0 of our money, a sum from 
vhich it ib almost impossible for a Silledai to keep himself, family, and liuibo in any part of this 
pn»vince 

10 . 1 obherx' that this im one oftht* subjects treated by Lieutenanl-Cohmcd Parr in hia annual 
report during my nbbcncc in England. 

11. The present pay of the Contingent, taken in connc\ioii with the dutica now required of 
the force, is the difficulty against which wo havi‘ to contemi. On this lattor subject 1 shall 
enlarge furthei on. 

12 . In Kattywar, as you aio awaicstiom local experiome, there are enormous numbei-i of 
horsemen in tho employ ot all the States. In a tow, sni.ill numlwrs me diesaed in uniform, but 
the \abt majoiity me, like this Cuntingont, o\(‘opting the troop of Rofoimed Hojse, allowed to 
dress as they like. I think it would bo tety advmtageous if His Highness* (kmtingent could bo 
ill some way distinctively marked b\ a eluMp unifoim. 'I’he men would be led to have more 
respect for tbeii position as sowars of the “ Miihar.q.i,” and would be more respected in the 
province. A pagri anil kaininarhand of an uncommon and theictoio distinetivo colour would, 1 
think, be sufficient, with white angmkha and diawers. 'Phis would not eo«>t llis Highness any¬ 
thing, as flio men nuisl weai pagns &:e., and they e.ui as easily have them of a unilorm colour 
as not. An oiiler, also ontailmg no extra cost on llib Highness, miglit also be issued directing 
the Silledars, when providing bojse equipments such as ‘‘ghashia,” ‘^jerband,’* and bridle, to 
have them of a nniloirn colour t(» match the pagii. 

18. 1’he troo]) of Reformed Horse is at jiresent woll dressed and fairly cijuipped in every way. 
The* men arc not “picked men,” as 1 think they might be with some management by tho 
Durbar, and the liorsuH are many of them not as fine as they should be. On vacancies occurring 
advantage is taken for improving the latter, as all horses must be passed by the Supi^rintondent, 
but it is difficult to interferi’i witb the former 

14. The exigencies of tho boriice have inleriereJ greatly witli tlie drill, i^e of this troop. 
So many of tiiem are/jtlways absent fiom head-cjuartri^, and stationed about the countiyin 
binall detaehment-^, it has iieeu impossible to give the ali'^olutoly necessary attention to this 
subject; the men, how'ever, considering all thnigs, an* v<*ry handy, ami go through a parade 
very fairly. I'he Rissaldai, Jladu Patel, and Jemeikn, SiilUn Klian, are attonfivo and zealou'* 
offieerb, and debeiving of commciulalion. 

15. All the outposts, with the exception of Dwaika, have boen relieved during the year. 
'Fhese reliefs are mostly merely transfers from one post m escoit to another, as there are seldom, 
n(\w-a-day8, any available men to send troui head-quarters, tho men remain^ at Manikwara 
being nearly all pay Karkims, standfud-boHieis, dmiiuners, &c,, &c,, not suen as can bo sent 
on outpost duty. 

IG. Tho Contingent, as you are aware, consUlb of 1)00 men hi all ; hut, after deducting tho 
non-effectives, Kaikuns, &rc, &;c„ and the offiens loquired at head-quarters, we havo really only 
882 for duty. Of this immbci 707 me constantly on outpost or escort Of the lattor a few go 
to head-quarters iii the monsoon ; but, a«. their duly is usuallv the heaviest, carrying daks, &c., 
during the liottest wcathm, their horscb require the wliole wet heabon to recosor condition. 
Further must be deducted from this number 882 for duty, a fair pro))ortion of men on leave and 
siek, OP with sick horses requiring icat fiom duty, so that wo are reduced to 800 men. Again, 
to bo deducted from those, we have men whose horses have died, and who are allowed two 
months in which to repldce them, on av'eruge of fivi*, giving an actual total for service of 795, os 
shown below:— 

Total of Contingent 

Non-effeotiveB at head-quarters 

Men on leave, 8 per cent. 

Horses sick 

Horses died 

( 


900 


6S 

27 

5 

5 


105 


Grand total for duty 


- 795 



The duties may be stated as outpost aud esooH # - « 707 

Carrying pay to outposts - - - - 25 

Relieving sick, &ic. - - - - - 25 

At head-qitartera . - . . . X 45 


Total - • - 900 


Deducting tlio 68 non-effectiveR ” from 14 f) remaining at bead-quartors/’there are really 
but 75 loft to meet sudden calls. 

17. It apptwH to me absolutely neccHsary that cither tlu* wyrk of the contingent should be 
reduced or its strength increaHcd. On the first point, 1 havo applied to you for the return to 
this province of tho 80 sowars lent in time of em<*rgency to OkhamiAidal. If it is necessary to 
have an increased strength of sowars in tliat district, which is under separate Durbar luauage- 
meut, 1 am of opiniou the men should be suppli(3d (lirect from Barodu. 1 btfvc also, on more 
Uian oBc occasion, requested the Political Agent to endeavour to dispense with some of the 
numerous outposts now supplied by tho force, but ull I have succeeded is to get, up to tho end of 
December last, the outposts and escorts down to 707 men. 

18. I bee to append a list showing 176 meu of this Contingeut who are now employed on duties 
which pho«nd, I consider, bo paid for by I'alukdars. 

19. In this j>rovmce, if a siniiU '’J'alukdar is unable or uiiwilliiij^ to properly conduct his duties, 

0110 or more Thamidars, as necessary, are appointi^d by the Political Agont, with the requisite 
police Patawalas, &>(;. to form a I’hann. Oflicr*, jails, and linos I'or the police and peons are built 
and all cx]>cnsos paid by the Talukdar. I'o complete the Thana, however, it is foun<l necessary to 
employ sowars, and the easiest mode of obtaining these is to draw on this r.ontiiigent. A party 
is supplied. l>ut nor paid for by the Talukdar us all the other officials arc, and if horso lines are 
wanted His Highness tlie (ir;ickwar is called upon to build and pay fur thorn. the Agency 

should iKit funiisli sowars hr w'cll us 'rinuiadars, police, &<♦. at the cost of tlio '^falukdar 1 am 
unable at present to soe. 

20 . There are I5f> of the Contingent employed as above inetitionod, their duties being those of 
escorting prisoners belonging to the Taluka, and carrying jmsud or other eorrespondonce, the pay * 
of the members of the 'rhaiia, and aecompuuying tho I'liantular whenever he goes out of his Thana. 

1 am of opinion that all these diilicb might he performed by sowars eiioscn from a civil body of 
men, at any time easily increjised, calle<l the “ Kala-Dagla-walas,’’ now in th<‘ employ of the 
Agency, and who would be ]»aid by the ^J^ilukdar as ull tho rest of the persons composing the 

'riiaiia. 

21 . To eomplclp (Ik* 176 men referred to in Jiiy iSlh paragraph, I beg to point to 21 men 
attached as etcorts to oflicers employed in l)oinidary hetflcineiith. All these officers and their 
estahUshments ar<‘ paid by the 'lalukdars, whus(' boundaries are in proeoss ol‘ being settled. 

1 cannot uiid('rRtand what difliculty there w'ould be in supplying these escorts also from the 

Kala-Dagla-vahiR *’ on tho terms mentioned in paragraph 21) (»f this re}H»rt. 

22. Tlx' contingent of 795 ofi’eclivc men, with 707 on outpost and escort duty, serving under 
50 fdHcei% their temporary masters, you will not be Rui))ris<3(l to find is the best abused force in 
the province. For IS fault-finders there are but two defenders, or more properly oxtenuators. 
It is my duty to state that 1 do not think that the consideration which is duo to a force so (^er* 
worked is invariably shown by officials to tlio (]!oiitingcnt. 1 believe a great deal too much i.R 
expected of both nxm and horses, particulaily of the latter. Owners of well-fed and earefulfy 
tended horses, who think 6 kos a very fair (lay's work for one of their animals, think 12 kos 
nothing for a sowar's horse, and, if their post is late, forgot the latter’s horse is not in high 
condition, and tjut his owner carrying a heavy hiig may very naturally l^j^ve tried to save him 
through a long nae at mid-day in tho hottest weaSier. llnder emergent circumstanees it may 
bo necessary at all risks to send a sowar a very long distance, and expect tliat lu‘ shall travel fast; 
but in ordinary times 1 think much might be done to save the horsi's. 

23. 1 do not stand up to defend the shbrtcomiugs of the force, but I think 1 am right lii 
expecting that this Contingent should meet witli the consideration which could nut be refused to 
any of our own irregular mounted corps. 

24. If the duties now expected of tho contingent cannot be mfuced, as 1 licliove they can, it is 
obvious that the body must become perfectly dismgranised or worn out, unless augmented, and 
tho only source from whence I can suggest relief is from tire Mahi Kanta, where perhaps 
100 men might ho spared for the present. 

(True extract) 

(Signed) C. W, Walkkr, Oolonol, 
Superintondont, His Higlmcss the Gaokwar's Contingent, 

^ Kattywar. 




Statement of Men ui H. H. the Gaekwar’a Contingent on duty under Offidals paid by 

Talukdars, &c. 

Amreli, 6tb March 187V. 


1 

J 

1 

Stfttionii. 

NumbfT 
of Mi'll. 

Itemarks. 

Northern • 

DhaHRora - . - - 

29 

1 

1 

i 


Jlnjuwara ... 

5 



Clhotila .... - 

H 



Bhorka .... - 

tt 



Talsnna • — ■ ... 

1 



Wana - • . - - 

1 



I^'eaident, Bnnndary Committee 

r, 


Soathero • • 

Lakhapaidur .... 

s 



- .... 

rri'Bidcnt, Boimdary ConiJiuttec 

s 

3 


Esstera • 

IVihra - .... 

li 



J^alynd . . ... 

4 

t 


('hamnrdi _ - - • - 

3 



Chok . - - - 

3 


M 

Datha . - - - . 

y 



President, Uoundury CoinmitU'e 

1 » 


W«>tcrn 

Kliiiredi 

15 


. 

Dhropa - - • ' “ 

15 : 



Anirapnr ..... 

1 !l 

1 



Lndhika and Kluinpur ... 

H 



lintitwu ... - - - 

25 



Oidar . . - - . 

7 



President, Boundary Oonmuttee 

4 



raptuii) Warden, Boundary Couimisstoucr, 




Bho^rnnitar .... 

r. 



Total _ - . . 

178 



(Signed) C. W. Walkkii, Colonel. 
Superintendent, His Highness the Gaekwar’s Contingent. 


(True Copy.) 

(Signed) C. W. Walkeii, 
Superintendent, His Highness the Gaekwar’s Contingent, 

Kattywar. 


No. 805 of 187,S. 

Frtim the Actino Poi.rnrAi. SerEKixTEvuKN’r, Pahhinpur, to the Skciuctaky, Hakoda 

Commission'. 

Jinjuwara, lytii December 1870. 

lx reply to your letter No. IT* of i87r>, datt'd Harodit, 10th November 18711^ 1 have 
the* honour to forward herewith the return called for. It is, I regret to say, iiicomplelo, 
inasmuch as ‘Uhe rates of pay assigned to each grade serving in each Paga or Government 
detail" have not been funiislied me by the Sooha, and I am informed by the Sooba*B Karkuri 
with my camp, that he has received instructions only to forward this kind of form. 1 am there¬ 
fore unable to funush such ])ortion of the detail required. 

2 . J do not myself fed entire confidence in the reports 1 have receive^ that the pay is 
regularly disbursed, but I must ackra>wlcdgo that no sowar complained to me at the muster 
of the (xackwari sowars at Deesa on the I4th ultimo regarding the irregularity of tho dis¬ 
bursements of pay, nor has any sowar since then complained to me, although 1 have visited 
Tliarad, Bhabar, Radhanpur, &c., &c. The district Karkuns also reporti that the pay is 
regularly disbursed, although, as it is paid in Ilabasai and not in Imperial rupees, a con¬ 
siderable loss in exchange accrues to the now'ars. 

3 . I should say myself that the pay is decidedly insuificient, and that it would be a groat 
advantage to all concerned if the Contingent were paid in Imperial instead of Babusai rupees. 

4 . The efficiency of the Contingent sowars posted in the Pahlanpur districts is very much 
superior to tliat of the Kattywar CSintingent, with which 1 am well acquainted. I attribute this 
difference to the Pahlanpur Contingent bein^ more directly under tho Political Superintendent, 
and the absence of any intermediate officer m chai^. I wlievc the Political Agent, Kattywar, 
concurs in this opinion, but a reference to him on this subject would doubtless throw light upon 
the question. 

r>. Although the Contingent serving in the l^hlanpur districts is not equal to properly 
drilled troops, they have nevertheless not been o^rely usefesa, and have captured or killed 
several outlaws during the current official year. 

6. If the Contingent were thoroughly efficient, ^ consider that 300 good horsemen would be 
sufficient for these districts, but tbu estimate d^s not include whatever number might be 
itequii'ed by the Brigadier General Commanding Deesa Field Brig^e. Such sowars should) 
I conceive, be entirely separate, and have no connekion with the 300 district sowars, 






7. But when 1 say 800 sowars would be suffi^ent, 1 suppc^ that 150 men of the Dhari 
Regiment should luso be stationed here for employment m the districts. In mo^ places 
horsmnen are more useful than foot, but there are alw posts where foot would be more valuable 
than horse. I oonsider then ^at SOO really efficient horsemen and 150 footmen would be 
sufficient to keep order in these districts. 

8. In conclusion 1 think that, as at present constituted, 625 horsemen, the actual number 
employed in these districts, is not sufficient to keep order, and 1 may mention that Colonbl 
Phayre, when Acting Political Superintendent here, was obliged to post sowars of the Pahlanpur 
levy in the districts outside the proper limits of tlie Pahlanpur State. These sowars 1 have 
found it necessary to keep whoro posted by Colonel Phayre, and as the 625 sowars aro, in mv 
opinion, insufficient, 1 addressed u letter to the Resident, No. 759 of 1873, dated the 15tn 
Ultimo, requesting that the 55 sowars now stationed at Patair should be sent to the Pahlanpur 
districts. 

1 have, &c., 

(Signed) J. W. Watson^ 

Acting Political Superintendent. 


No. 41 of 1874. 

From Major P. H. Lkijkvi’, Acting Political Agent, Mahikanta, to tlio SKritKTAiiy, Raroda 

Commission. 

Sill, Sadra, 19th January 1874. 

In accordance with your memo. No. 29, dated tho 14tb instant, I have the honour to 
report as follows on Ilis Highness the Gaekwar’s Contingent, serving in the Mahikanta, and to 
furnish a statement showing:— 

1. The number of troops of the Contingent serving in the Mahikanta. 

2 . The name of each Paga. • 

3. Strength of each I'aga. 

4. Whether the Pagadar is present or r(?8ides elsewhere. 

5. How the Contingent is armed. 

6. The amount assigned to each Kisala and Paga. 

7. When pay is disbursed. 

8. How the force is distributed. 

2. 1 am unablo at present to furnish information as to the rates of pay to each grade serving 
in each Paga, but the liaroda Durbar has been directed by the Kosident to cause sucli infor¬ 
mation to be furnished to me, and when it is, ! will do myself tlie honour of communicating 
the same to you. 

3. 1 have the honour to state that the condition of the men and horses is generally good. 

4. llie two Risalas of Reformed Horse, whose arms arc provided by the Durbir, are fairly 

armed, but the rest of the Contingent is not so properly accoutred, and this calls for the attention 
of tlie Saroda Durbar. , 

5. The Contingent is efficient for the work on which it is employed. ' 

f 

I do not consider the duties could be performed with a smaller number tlian at present, and 
‘ would not tiicrefore recommend any reduction. 

6. If Govcri^ent require of His Highness the Caokwar an efficient fighting force, 1 would 
distinctly state ^ey have not got wliat they require, buj they have a b83y of men performing 
duties of a nature which would try extremely tlio discipline of a good cavalry corps, 

7. If reform is necessary, it is mainly required in the system of giving of Pagas. These 
Pagadars accept the Pagas with the idea that money is to be made out of the grant, a^id 
undoubtedly make it, to the detriment of the service. 

8. It would perhaps add to the efficiency of the force if the* number of horso.s was reduced 
from 1)000 to 600, and 200 riding camels substituted for the 200 horses thus reduced. 

These camel sowars could, in ordinary times, carry despatches, &c., and accompany detach¬ 
ments sent on sudden service, carrying many things which now cumber the poor horses on a 
march, and bring in forage from a distance where such might bo found to be scarce. 

This, toother with a more careful selection of Native commissioned and non-commissioned 
officers and a proper staff of fkrriors, would perhaps bo all that could he done without the 
immediate supervision and close daily attention of European officers. 

I have, &c., 

Mahi Kanta Agency, (Signed) P. H. Leokyt, 

Sadra, 19th January 1874. Acting Political Agent 
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Mahi Khauta Agency, (Signed) P. H. Lkgkyt, 

Sudra, li)th January 1874. Acting Political Agent. 


No. lirOof 187J!. 

From Ciiptaiu H. N. Kekvj'.k, Acting Political Agcn^ Kttwa Kanta, to D. Mackrnzii'., Kb<p, 

Secrotury, Paroda Commission, llaroda. 

Rowa Kanta Ag’(!ncy, Cmup Wadia, ' 

‘J3rd November 1873, 

In reply to your No. 12, datr'd 19th instant, 1 have the honour to append a return giving 
the information required in the first sub-para, of your first para. 

2. As regards the general condition of the men and horses of the (Contingent serving in the 
Rewa Kanta districts, I should say that as a rule the horses wore uiiderfod and not properly 
cared for, though there are, of course, many exceptions. The Agent has powcT to cast any under¬ 
sized or worn-out horses, and fresh ones have to be supplied by the Pagadar or Silledar who owns 
thoTD, subject to the approval of the Political Agent, who inspects and passes them before they 
are borne on the strength of the Ck)ntiDgout. 

S., Each Bownr is armed with a sword, sometimes with a gun or carbine as well as a s^ord. I 
havo known instances wh(»ro sowars carried a shield and a spear as well as a sword 

•4. As these arms are the property of the men themselves, they sell or exchange them at 
pleasure; thus a man carrying a sword and a gun may dispose of trie latter and buy a brace ol* 
pistols or a spear, according to his fam^y. 

5. 1 am ot opinion that the sowars oi the Contingent employed in those districts are useless os 
police or for military purpoBes, as they arc wanting in the two great essentials of a military 
body—organisation and discipline. 

G. For miscellaneous duties, wuch as carrying the post from place to place, going to fetch 
witnesses and others whose presence may be required by the different sub-magistrates and 
attachment officers stationed throughout these districts, escorting persons of r^k and official 
position, and even the ordinary clasH of prisoners (though in some instances they let them escape) 
carrying small amounts of treasure, they are exceedingly useful; indeed, without their assistance’ 
T am at a loss to know how the work of this largo Agency could be carried on. ' 

7. I regret to say that 1 am unable to give the Commission any precise information as to pay 

and deductions, authorised or unauthorised, of the Silledars and l&irgirs, as the Political Aoeiit 
has nothing whatevei- to do with it ^ * * 

8. The Sooba of the Contingent (His Highness’ Prime Minister) is supreme in these matters, 
and he..alone has the power of entertaining or dtscha^ing the men. 

9. As a notorious fact 1 know that the men are underpaid, that occasionally a Paga is farmed 
out, that the men’s pay is subject to deductiona which go to swell the incomes of the various 
Kamdars and Karkuns, attached for one reason or another to every Paga, and indeed to every 
Gaekwari Institution, and that the very main of the horses has to pay toU in shape of '* Muthi,^’ 
(handful) to bhan^ bhieti, and khasdar ^orse-keep^), before it reaves Ae animal’s moutii. 

10. These facts have been well known in the Res^ency since the days of Mr. Sutherland, who 
was at great pains to inquire into the whole subject gnd to record the result of his investigatiems. 

















1,^. l^or. is the ]^y of the flowa,r8 regularly diebuta^ to theuu the iostanoes teportlbd.iii 
MW. ^84, ana SS5 otmy last annue) report (copy with the Resident); ae also see Colonel 
Barton's last report to the Resident on the ^abject of the Contin^nt^ No. 6S1, dated l^tK 
Jttpe 1872. 

12. The enclosed extract from a report on the police arrangements in the Rewa Kanta districts^ 
which t recently submitted to (Government, contains my views on the reorganisation of the 
Contingent serving under this Agency, and the Appendix (£.) is a distribution return of the force. 

18. I regret that I am unable to furnish the Commission with a printed copy of this long 
report, but I would respectfolly suggest a requisition being made to Government for one, as I 
have asked the Politico Secretary to print it fur the infonnation and guidance of the officers 
belonging to this Agency, as well as for transmission to the various Collectors and Political officers 
whose districts join mine. 

14. The general idea, however, set forth in the report is that the different Native States and 
groups of estates should organise and maintain their own police forces; in the case of tlie 8omi> 
mdependent and larger States, both mounted and foot police; but in the case of the latter, called 
in this Agency Mehwassi estates, only foot police. 

15. That 200 sowars of the Contingent (including officers) should be reorganised and 
thoroughly drilled and disciplined, that a portion of this detachment should be posted in tlio 
different Thanas, as mounted constabulary, to keep the peace in the surrounding districts, and 
that, with the exception of a few employed as c3(5orts to tlic Political Agent, his special Assistant, 
and the Superintendent of federal police, so long as the appointment lasts, the rest should be 
kept together at the head-quarters ready lor any emergency. 

Ifl. That the remainder of*the Contingent, /.<?., 114 men, sliouhl l>e employed as at present on 
a number of miscellaiieous duties, but that the whole body should be under the superintendence 
of an Europemu officer. 

17. I am decidedly of opinion that in this Agency no reduction in the number of the sowars is 
feasible, and that, on the contrary, an increase of 100 undisciplined sowai's is very desirable, if 
His Highness the Gackwar could bo persuaded to give his consent thoreto. 

18. I'hc Katty war Agency, which comprises 20,000 scpiare miles of districts in a compact form, 
has 1,000 sowars at its disposal, besides a l>ody of Agency Mohsali sowars. 

19. While this Agency, consisting of 12,000 square miles of most scattered districts, has only ^ 

814 sowars wherewith to can’y on all its multifarious duties. * 

20. The Pahlanpur and Mahikanta Agencies, which arc smaller and have lighter work than 
the llewa Kanta Agency, have 1,000 horse attaclied to each oi‘ th(im. These facts speak for 
themselves. 

1 have, &;c., 

(Signed) Ji. N. Ukeve-s 

Acting Political Agent. 


No. 2356, dated Bombay Castle, 29th April 1874. 

From Acting Secuetajiy to tlie Government of Bombay to Officiating 
' Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. , 

I AM directed to forward to you herewith, for delivery, the reply of Hia Highness 
the Gaekwar to the khureeta from His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor 
General in Council, which accompanied Mr. Aitchison’s letter No, 764 P, dated 
3l8t Marcli last. ^ 


Khureeta, dated Nowsaree Palace, 19th April 1874. 

From His Highness Muliiar Rao, Maharaja Gaekwar, Sena Khasiikel 
S tJMSiiAia Bahadoor, to His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor 
General of India. 

1 HAVE received with pleasure Your Excellency's friendly khureeta of Slst March 
1874, with a copy of the Report of the Commission. 

In my khureeta of aist December 1H73 I bad reqimsted to be furnished with a 
copy of this Report, in order that I might be able to express my views upon it 
before Your Excellency determined upon any friendly advice to be given to me. 
As Ymir Excellency, however, is to communicate to me shortly your friendly 
advice, I have tclcCTaphed to Your Excellency that should the opinions and recom¬ 
mendations of the Report of the Commission be likely to influence Your Excellency 
adversely to my rights, I request Your Excellency t<i postpone determining upon 
the f^dly advice to be given to me till my reply to the Report is receivecl by 

TT .1 A 
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Your Excellency. I am preparing thre full reply to the Report. * In the meimtime 
I need only say that I bftve an earnest desire to make all such t^orms as may be 
requisite for the good of my State. The'reforms suggested by the Commission 
under Section 10 of their Report have already engaged ray serious attention, and I 
hope, with a fair trial allowed me, to show not only that the Commission have 
misjudged tne in the estimate they have given of my capability and desire for 
reform, but also what improvements 1 can effect in my administration within 
reasonable time. 

1 desire, as indeed 1 think it necessary, that no such interference about 
the Dewan, as is proposed by the Commission in the 14th Section of the Report, 
should be allowed. I feel that Your Excellency will not think this unreasonable 
on my part, considering that the result of such interference must be to preclude all 
chances of the ffir trial 1 have asked. Moreover, such interference is not warranted 
^ the subsisting relations between tlie two States. Feeling assured of Your 
Excellency’s friendliness to\^ards ‘me, I tmst ray rights and dignity will suffer no 
iqjury at Your Excellency s hands. 

I beg to express the, high consideration and esteem 1 -entertain for Your 
Excellency. 


Telegram, dated ^Ist April 1874. 

From Goveknou of Bombay, Mahableshwur, to Viceuoy, Calcutta. 

« 

Gaekwaji, Baroda, has begged me fo send you this telegram from him. Tele¬ 
gram begins If the opinions and recommendations of Report Commission are likely 
to influence Your Excellency adversely to my rights, I request Your Excellency to 
, postpone determining upon the friendly advice to be given till you receive my reply 
to Report. Telegram ends. More by post. 


Telegram, No. 965 P, dated 25th April 1874. 

From Viceroy, Calcutta, to Governor, Bombay. 

Yottr telegram of 21st. Answer Gaekwar that His Highness* reply will be 
awaited tiil' lst June, when Viceroy can no longer postpone dealing with Report of 
Commission. Instruct Colonel Phayre to abstain from offering advice or urging 
complaints upon Durbar until orders of Government of India are received. Any 
application from Gaekwar for advice of importance should he referred to Govern- 
meAt of India liefbre being disposed of. 

t 




Telegram, dated 9th May 1874. 

From Private Secretary to the Governor of Bombay, Mahableshwur, to 

Foreign Secretary Calcutta. 

FpLiiOWiNG from Gaekwar:—I desire thi^ my Dewan Shivajeeraj be a]lo>Sved to 
writ on His ExcelleAriy Viceroy with khureeta; accompanied by Resident, after first 
visiting Your Excellency, to give personal explanations, and I request you to obtain 
permission for the same from Viceroy by teleCTara. Message ends. Governor sees 
no necessity for Phayre visiting Calcutta. If Viceroy is disposed to receive Dewan, 
Governor would intimate that all e:^]anatiobs Gaekwar may wish to offer should 
neverthriess be given in writing. The man he speaks of as Dewan is now called 
Pritinidhi, and is in reality no longer Dewan^ Dadabhoy is his Dewan. Governor 
presumes explanation of Dewan will be confeed to matters treated of in Report of 
ConimisBioD. Observe Gaekwar does pot l^pparcntly contemplate giving Dewan 
powers to act. i * 


Telegram, No. 1048 P, dated 14th May 1874, 

Pri)m PoRBiGN SscRBTART, Calcutta, to Private Secretary, Maliableehwai*. 

« 

Youks of 9th. Viceroy desires Gaekwar to be informed that any roniuiunication 
from His Highness should be in writing, Viceroy cannot with atlvantage enter into 
discussion with Dewan regarding contents of proposed khurccta. 


, No. 2949y dated Bombay Castle, 27th May 1874, 

Prom Secebtary to the Government of Bombay to Skceetauy to* the Govern¬ 
ment of India, Poreign Depaitment. 

I AM directed to forward to you, for delivery, the accompanying khureefa to 
the address of His Excellency the Viceroy arid (governor General of India, being the 
rc^ply of the Baroda Durbar to the Report submitted by tlie Inquiry (.orntnissioii. 

2. This reply, I am to stati;, does not controvert one of the statements on wliicli 
this Government took attion, and which /were (established by the Commission. 
Neither docs it offer the slightest guarantee for improvement. 



Khurecta, dated Nowsarec Palace, 17th May 1874. 

h'rom IJis Highness MuLnAU Rao, Maharaja Gakkwar, Sena Kitaskel 
S uMsiiATR Bahadoou, to His Excellency the Vjckhot and Governor 
General of India. 


I HAVE received a yad, dated 27th April 1874, from the Resident, saying that I 
am allowed to send in my reply to the Report of tlie Commission till 1 st June next, 

I have therefore once more to thunk Your Excellency sin(‘ercly for this further 
proof of Your Excellency’s kindness and consideration for rne. 

Since writing my last khurecta of 19th April 1874, I have been considering the 
matter more carefully, and 1 think that the most important question of the moment., 
and for winch Your Excellency also would probably care most, is not so much the 
past as the future. However successfully 1 may be able to prove.to Your Excel¬ 
lency that I have been put in an anomalous position both in the Commissioner’s 
inquiry and report, and that my past administration has not been worse than thatpf 
my predecessors, or of other Native States, it can at best be but uiiprofitalde. For 
wimt Your Ei^cellency would like to know most would, I think, l)e whether P 
understand or not the spirit i^rul wants of the times, that the administration of 
Native States must undergo a change in conformity with them, and tliat I should 
therefore be prepared to inaugurate all such reforms as a^c wecessary for the 
purpose. Instead therefore of troubling Your Excellency at present with a reply to 
the Report, I feci that 1 should apply myself more to this^ important question 


before me. . « 

On this point I may assure Your Excellency, as 1 have already done in my last 
khurecta, that I am not insensible of piy interests and of' thosc,/)f my State, and I 
trust that I shall at no distant date give salisfactioii to the British Goveniment. 

Even by this time I should have been able to show much progress in the im¬ 
provement of my administration, had I obtained the help I asked from the Bombay 
Government of certain officials in Government' service, and had it not been for the 
effects of the Commission, which so far unsettled the mindd of the people, and pro¬ 
duced an impression among them that I did not enjoy the moral support of the 
British Government, that f have been left to conterui against many unusual difficul¬ 
ties, difficulties such as even the. strong paramount power in India itself could not, 
according to Mr. Ayrton, afford to encounter, for the only argument ho urged in 

Parliament against a (Commission for India was 
abiwrd, voi. 306 , page j 0. would “ uHsfttlc the miiuls of thc people 


of thc country.*’ 
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Your Excellency is well aware how every Gaekwar Prince has had the g 
fortune to enjoy the ^duess of illu^triouGt Engb'shmeu in authority, and that in 
every instance his rights' and dignity were most scrupulously and solicitously 
respected, 

Mountstuart Elphinstone, while exacting certain necessary conditions for the 
fulfilment of the British guarantee to the bankers, still engaged to leave my 

^ , _ father, with regard to the internal affairs, un- 

a ces ,pa(!e restrained, and showed in all his interviewd and 

negotiations the utmost friendliness. He distinctly instructed the Resident of the 

day to abstain from all interference in the 
Wallace'. i*ook, 309 . affairs of the Gaekwar Government. 

Sir John Malcolm, in his letter to the Resident dated December 15th, 1827, 
. says :— “ They (the subjects of the Gaekwar) 

GovonlWt otin^, 15. ,, told that you Can in DO shape interfere 

“ with the concerns of His Highness, and to give effect to this principle it is indis- 
“ pensable that you should personally convey this intimation to such individuals as 
“ make applications to you or give you. petitions on any matter in which you are not 
“ bound to interfere,” 

In another part of the same letter he repeats :—‘‘ You should indeed take every 

“ opportunity you can,of disclaiming all right of 

iwilr.rCtJVi'Ti/'n wifh lilfi iTitnmul ** 


Malcolm’. Government of India, pogcl?. ,, « - - -.l l*' • x i t 

“ interference with his internal affairs. 

Lord Clare treated Maharaja Suya-ji with great distinction and consideration, and 

Wallace’, book, pa^ 410. 


after pointing out in his Minute that “ the 
“ Gaekwar was the only one, be it always 
“ remembered, <»f the Maratha poweft, which has on the most trying occasions 

“ been invariably steady in its alliance with the 
Wallace K 1)00 , page 414. expresscd his opinioii 

that he ‘‘ ought not to interfere between the Gaekwar and his subjects.’’ 

Sir J. Carnac, when settling a long-existing dispute, evinced the same kindly 

feeling towards the Gaekwar, and declared that 

Aitebiflon’. Vol. VI.. page 3.'>4. /'.i_ ^ • t / < x • • l j 

** the British (joveninicnt in no way wishes to 
“ interfere in the internal administration’of Your Highness’territory, of which it 
“ acknowledges you to be the sole Sovereign.” 

Tlie conduct of the Gaekwar during the Mutiny, and the good feeling then still 
further augmented between the two States, need no repetition here. 

In the year I860, when transferring the direct relations of this State to the 
Bombay Government, the Viceroy promised in his khurceta that “the friendship 
“ subsisting between the two States shall be maintained, and tlie welfare and ])ublic 
respect of Your Higlmess’ State and family shall be continued according to your 
wishes.” 

l.(astly. Sir Seymour FitzGerald accorded the right of choosing the Dewan without 
previously consulting the British Govenurtent. 

Such has been the continuous friendliness and solicitude of British autliorities to 
preserve and promote the Gaekwar's sovereign rights and his position and dignity, 
whatever the necessity they may have felt at times to give friendly advice. 

In addition to the above c\cii^ engagements with and kind consideration towards 
the Gaekwar Princes, I may here point out briefly my treaty rights. Much stress 
has been laid upon the engagements of 1802 by the Bombay Government in their 
letter to the Government of India, dated 29th Auiiiist 187'‘k Thetbllowing clauses 
are quoted therein:— 

I, {From the Treaty of^th June 1802.) 

“ That the East India Company will grant tlie said Chief its countenance and 
“ protection in all his public concerns, according to justice, and as may appear to be 
“ for the good of the country, respecting which he is also to listen to advice.” 




2. {Fromrthe Letter of ^Qth July 1802.) 

“ Should I myself or tny successors con^mit anything improper or unjust, the 
British Government shall interfere and sdk in cithei' case that it is Settled accord- 


“ ing to equity «nd reason.”; ■ " f 

The first docs ndt'Warrant any interferen^ in internal affairs. With regard to 
the second, apart from the circumstance that the clause cannot bear the interpreta- 




the words or my: successor ” Utallf, 4W;^tgatt»ent for interferenjce, therefore, 
based upon the above clause, is altogether groundless. Moreover, in the year 1816, 
the Governor General of India has fiilly cleared up this very point of our treaty 
relations when the Bombay Goveniment of the dj^y had urged a similar argument 
for some interference. The letter to the Bombay Gbvernment, dated l6th March 
1816, after laying down that the right of interference claimed by the Bombay 
Government would not be borne out by the equitable construction of that engage¬ 
ment (viz.) the Treaty of 1805, which embodies all previous engagements), and 
that, though the Bahaudary gave a power of control in a particular direction, neither 
that power of control nor any modified degree of it was given by the Bahaudary for 
any other purpose, further remarks :— 

“7- With reference to the observation that ouf connection with the Baroda State 
is of a peculiar cliaracter and entirely different from any of the allidbces subsisting 
with the other Native Power, I am directed to observCf it is the existence of the 
Bahaudary alone that constitutes that difference. The Treaty itself, which must be 
received as the interpreter of the relations between the two States, is framed on the 
model of tlie Treaty of Hyderabad, and if the oldigation of the Bahaudary were to 
„ . , . cease, our connection with the Gaekwnr would not 

difler m principle from our subsidiary alliance with 

the Nizam or the 1‘cishwu.*’ 

During tiie whole period of above three quarters of a century of the connection 
between tlit^ two States, the good faith and honour of the British word on the one 
hand have been scrupulously maintained, even under adverse circumstances, and the 
fiilelity and loyalty of the Gaekwar Princes%n the other have l>ecn unflinching and 
invariable. 1 need not say that on my part this fidelity and loyalty will be but of 
a piece with the traditions of my family, and 1 cannot persuade myself that the 
continuous good faith and frientlsliip of* the British in maintaining the rights and 
dignity of my family will now be departed from. Whatever differences or disagree¬ 
ments have at times taken place, and sometimes even of a serious character, the' 
rights and dignity of the Sovereign, beyond the necessity of the fulfilment of the 
British Bahaudary, have never been touched. 

Judging from the several instances of Your Excellency’s consideration and kind¬ 
ness towards me, I cannot but unhesitatingly rely upon a continuance at Your 
Excellency’s hand of the se-rupulous regard for my rights and dignity which my 
predecessors have invariably enjoyed from the British authorities of their day, 1 
have every desire to improve iny administration. To any friendly advice from 
Your Excellency J shall give my serious attention, and I have no doubt that such 
fritindly advice will be in accordance with my existing rights, position, and dignity. 
After kindly considering my above representations 1 fully trust Your Excellency 
will give me a fair trial, and 1 shall satisfy Your Excellency that I have made the 
improvements 1 have referred to above. 

I have received a yad from the Resident dated the I5tii instant, from which 1 
have learnt with extreme regret that Your Excellency has refused to accede to 
my request to allow me to send my Dewan Shivajerow Kly^nvelker with this 
khurecta. • 

I shall, in a separate khurecta, express my views upon the recommendations of 
the Commission with regard to the Contingent. 1 beg to express tlu? high consid(;- 
ration and esteem I entertain for Your Excellency. 


No. 3045, dated Bombay Castle, Ist June 1874. 

From Secretary to the Government of Bomiiay to Officiating Secretary to the 

GovERI^MENT of India, Foreign Deportment. 

Ubferiling to my letter* dat^ the 5th M^rch , last, Np.,1196, I am directed to 
transmit herewith, for submission to His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor 
General m Council, copy of a Mmute, dated the 28th ultimo, recorded by the 
HoiatotimMo Mt. dibbs, giViilg expression io lm views regarding the raisgoverament 
bf tim Baroda^^ 


Minui*b by the Honourable Mr. Gibbs, dated 28th May 1874. 

During my temporary occupation of a scat in Council, last rains, I was one of 
those who joined in urging on the Government of India the necessity of an inquiry 
on the nusgovernmeiit of the Baroda State. The Report of the Commission 
appointed by the Government of India to investigate the matter was received by 
this Government, and forwarded with letter No. 11 96 of the 5th of March, to 
which were appended Minutes by the Honourable Mr. Tucker and the Honourable 
Mr. Rogers, 

2. Since iny return to India, and becoming a permanent member of this Goveni- 
ment, I have read the Report and the views recorded thereon by His Excellency 
the President and the other members, and as my opinion does not entirely accord with 
any of these, i feel anxious to place on record, for transmission to the Government 
of India, my own views on the sul)ject, more especially as I may in due course be 
a party to carrying out the final decision of that authority. 

3. The recommendations of the Commission on the first part of their inquiry, and 
which alone 1 shall now discuss, may be thus summarised:— 

(a.) “ The Minister of the Baroda State should be selected with reference to 
his administrative experience, and personal and other special qualifications for the 
post, and—while enjoined to secure the Chief’s good-will and confidence, and to 
work in respectful subordination to him, never forgetting their relative positions— 
that he shall have such support from the Resident as may be necessary to enable 
him to carry out, efficiently and satisfactorily, the important functions of his office, 
and that he shall not be liable to removal without the special orders of the British 
Government, We are further of opinion that the Resident should, for a time at 
least, be vested with special authority to intervene, if necessary, between the 
Maharaja and the Minister.’’ 

(/y.) “A careful elimination and dismissal of such of the Durbar officials” as 
, “ may be unfit,” and the introduction of some few tried servants of the British 
Government, 


4. At the same time the (/ommission clearly consider it hopeless “ to look for 
any effectual measures ” from the present ruler and his advisers,” and express 
their conviction that reform and improved government can only be introduced 
through the intervention and under tiie auspices of the British Government.” 

5. The view taken by His Excellency tiie President seems mainly to follow that 
of the Commission, while His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief and the 
Honourable Mr. Rogers, though not dissenting, consider that more decided 
measures will ere long be required; and the latter gentleman, concurring with the 
Honourablf^ Mr. Tucker, considers that nothing short of a “ Constitution ” can be 
loqked to as a remedy for the present state of affairs. Mr. Tucker appends to his 
Minute a draft of such a “ Constitution ” prepared for him by an eminent Native 
Statesman. 


(). Before stating the results of my own consideration of the case, t consider it 
necessary to make some observations on the work of the Commission, and the 
position of affairs at Baroda. « 

7 . No one can, I think, read the Report without feeling that tlie finding of the 
Commission is as fa^'ourable to His Highness the Gaekwar as the facts which came 
out in the inquiry could permit, and yet it must be allowed to be very damaging 
both to the character of His Highness as well as to that of his Government. The 
evidence taken goes far to confirm the opinion which 1 liave entertained for some 
time, that it is difficult to reconcile His Highness’ acts with the fact of his being 
mentally responsible for them. 

8. This view has received further confirmation by the accounts received of His 
Highness’ doings since the Commission .left Baroda. The organisation of a 
“ Golden Battery ” at a great expense, in whicli all the appointments are to be gilt and 
even the guns to be en mite, besides other extravagancies, but particularly his late 
marriage with the girl Luxumibhaee, by which he has roused the anger of his own 
relatives, and taken to wife a woman whose ^tecedents can neither add credit to 
himself or his 8tate. 

9 . It is a matter often hinted at in conversation by Natives intimately acquainted 

wifli tliA 14iirru1a t.haf ta/liim Mii1kQrra/4 vtfOB 1 >1 Af* nnk» W.a 
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was so strange as to require constant superyidlon; and I do not think that, if 
symptoms of insanity did appear, it is a matter of much wonder when we consider 
that such had twice appeared amongst his ancestors. Sayaierao, the eldest sou of 
Daraajee the Second (Citi a.i>. 1770), and Annondrao, the eldest son of Govindrao 
(Cir. A.D, 1900), werelK)th of weak intellect, and unable to conduct the affairs of 
State. 


10 . I also think it will not be unreasonable if the following circumstances arc 
also taken into consideration:—His Highness* health is not good. I learnt aljout 
two years ago from Dr. Bhow Dajec, who had been consulted by His Higliness 
about a year previous, that his constitution was seriously undermined, and that in all 
human probability his life would not be very much prolonged. 

11 . Again, His Highness has no heir, and even should, I-'Uxumibjjaee bring forth 
a son, according to precedents, it would not be heir to the Gadee? llis nearest 
relative eligible for adoption is at present the son of Ms daughter, Kama Sahii), an 
infant of between three and four years old, and there is, therefore^ a not unlikely 
prospect of a long minority. 

12 . The position of the Baroda State must also not be forgotten, encircled as it is 
by our own territory, rendering it the more necessary lor us to insist on a good 
government. 


13. I am not one of those who think good government in a Native State (!an only 
be obtained by introducing our own systems—our courts, our revenue survey and 
assessment, our endless laws, and the numerous other changes wc have introduced 
in our own territories—or even by giving it a “ Constitution,” which 1 fear would 
only l)c granted to be set aside as soon as possible, or at best constantly evaded. As 
regards Baroda itself, 1 am inclined to think that the system of government in 
existence is in itself perhaps the best for the people, if only it were honestly and 
purcl}’^ worked. This, in my opinion, is whnt wc must look for, and the question 
trcforc us is, how can it best be done. 

14. Wc are here, under Providence, as the supreme Rulers of Ilindoostan. No 
Native Prince, however high, is really “ independent” in the proper sense of the word, 
none have the ])Owers of peace and war, and we have always considered it our duty 
to interfere in cases of bad government, and we must do so, or we shall fail in our 
duty to God and the people of India. 

1.5. Far be it from me to urge harsh nieasui*es. I hesitate not to affirm that the 
Chiefs in India have no truer well-wisher than myself; but I sec plainly that in the 
present day the old system of winking at rnatters, of siniply leaving the Resident to 
say, “ Now, come, this won’t do; you had better take some stcpJi to put matters to 
rights,” and of being content that every complaint should be disposed of by the too 
often mendacious Durbar yad—will not do. • 

16. With all the elements of Western civilization, which we have introduced intp 
our own territories, it becomes absolutely necessary that the (llhielis should make some 
progress in their own ; not by hurried changes or pan*ot-likc imitations, but 1)}' 
carefully inquiring into their own system at governmcnl and its wi)rking, by endeavour¬ 
ing to place it, if necessary, on a just and sound basis, and, above all, seeing their 
orders are honestly carried out. This, in my humble opinion, will in most cases be 
reform enough ; but with less wc have no right to put up. 

17. Can the recommendation of the Commission be expected to answer this 
purpose? Can wc ho|)e that a Minister appointed by us, bucked however strongly 
by the Resident, will clear this Augean stable, .so long as His Highness is left at the 
head of the State ? I am constrained unhesitatingly to answer in the negative—at 
least for so long as is necessary to carry out the requisite reforms. 

19. The opnosition to be met with will be overpowcringly great: the hosts of 
vultures who have long preyed on the revenues of Baroda; even the ladies and 
other members of His Highness’ family, who have always managed one or more 
branches of the revenue for their own peculiar benefit, would all offer strenuous 
opposition and intrigue. (Luxumibhaec at present has charge of one department, 
from which all orders issue in her name.) The Kamdars, whose extortions and 
embezzlements are notorious,—in short everyone, from the Ranees to the lowest 
peon, would all be against him. 

19 . No one who has read the correspondence between this Government and the 

Baroda State during the past thirty years, and considered it by the light of the 
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retsotda bf the previous thnes/can» I ihiuk, for a doubt but that aniore 

radical remedy is aecessary. l^ook at the timevrhen the Minister lUid our gusraotee, 
and see how little we were able to eifect; and although we have ttot now a Sayajee 
to deal with, we have one who may probably, from his estcitahle ways and his 
apparent calloasness with reganl to the future, ^vc even greater trouble. 

20 , I believe Mr, Dadubhoy Nowrqjee to be an honest and well-intentioned man, 
and 1 know that those he has chosen to assist him went to, Baroda with the best 
intentionfi.' How they have been thwarted, and how tliey have failed in obtaining 
the influence they should have done, is very well known. Each one, I believe, has 
a colleague chosen from the GaekwarV Coijncil, and no order giVen by any of them is 
of force until countersigned; while the colleague himself acts, if he chooses, quite 
independently.* These are matters of public notoriety, and paragraphs which have 
appeared in the Native press tend, I think, to show that Mr. Dadabhoy himself is 
banning to find his position untenable. 

21. Nothing short of an entire clearance of the present advisers of th(‘ Gaekwar 
will enable reforms to be carried out. What, then, is the best machinery for this 
work ? 

" 22. Were His Highness a man of diftcrent disposition morally and physically, 1 
think that a good Minister, supported tiioroughly by the British Government, with 
the Resident empowered to step in and act when necessary between them,—some¬ 
thing in fact like a joint administration,—might answer, but with the present Chief 
I feS certain it would not. 

23. My own opinion, after a careful consideration, is that something in the nature 
of a regency is absolutely required, and that His Highness Mulharrao must, for the 
present at least, be removeii from anj" participation in the Government. I am 
aware that this is a very serious and a very strong measure, but 1 cannot con¬ 
scientiously recommend anything else. I am also aware that it will be objected to 
and abused by a large party at. nome, as well as by some in thi.s country; i)at I 
trust Gtjvernment is above the consideration of what snch parties niay tliink fit to 
say, and that, if after careful consideration, the course I have recommended is felt to 
lie the right one, no fear of what is called pulilic opinion will prevent its being 
adopted. 

24. What form the regency should take is a matter for very careful considerati<>ii. 
Should it be intrusted to one man ? and, if so, should he be a Native or a European ? 
Or should there be a Council of Regency, pre.sided over by a European officer ? 'riiesc 
questions naturally arise. As regards a sole regent, 1 am of opinion that none but a 
Native would answer, and I know but of one Native who, i think, could carry out the 
duties of the office, and that is vSir Raja Dinkur Kao, K.C.8,I. I have the pleasure of 
his acquaintance, and I have often discussed the (piestion of the goveniineiit of Native 
^tates with him; and from his intimate knowledge of Mahratta feelings, and of 
the intrigues of Mahratta Courts, and from his own alnlity and uprightness of 
character, 1 have great confidence that, if he would accept the post and receive 
the support of the British Government, he would succeed in carrying out the 
heav}^ duties before him; butJ fear whether he could Ixj induced to accept the 
office. 1 do not think that a European officer would be likely to answer as sole 
regent. I will not now discuss the reasons which induce me to take this view, 
as my time is limited, but will content myself with the dry assertion, and proceed 
to the consideration of the second description of regency. 

25. My opinion with regard to this is that, supposing the heads of the four or 
six principal departments of the present (R)vernrnent at Baroda to be honest and 
capable men, they would with a President form a good Council of Regency. 
The President, in my opinion, should be a European officer of considerable Political 
experience, and especially acquainted with Mahratta Courts. I prefer a European, 
because he will be better able to superintend and direct the work of his colleagues; 
for, I think, it is gener^ly allowed, and l ara sure the proceedings in the meetings 
in this Presidency cU^rly show, that even ?iOur educated Natives prove but inferior 
chairmen at Boards or ^Meetings, while ai|idoubtedly the presence of a European 
would,give greater moral strength to the Obuncil. 

26. Although the subject has been l>efcre my mind for some months, I have 
* mily now had tinte to put my views im pi^per, and that without the elaboration I 

^ould otherwise have wishi^; but as jffls ICxcellency, the Viceroy has expressed 


hiB jntientjon of; .takioB jm after the,.^MPC, it 

wiiintjtaoanyiQn^'to^ay'l^tter.,'.", V.’ 

27- My i«coi]3meQd«dott0 m^y be thus briefly fiummariaed ,, 

(a.) His Highness Molhamo must be removed from all participation in. the 
govemipent; at ail events for the time during ivhich the reforms arc being 
carried out. 

' (&•) The present Durbar officials must be dismissed. * 

(c.) If Sir Raja Dinkor Rao can be persuaded to take the office of Regent, he 
should be appointed, and promised the full support of the British Government; 
but if he will not accept, then 

(rf.) A (Council of Regency, consisting of the representatives of the six principal 
departments of the State, presided over by a European officer, should Ik; appointed 
for the duties of governing the State. ^ . . * 

28th May 1874. . (Signed) J. Gibbh. 

I request that this may be forwarded without delay to the Government of India. 

28th May 1874. (Signed) J. Gibbs, 


No. 3I79 j dated Bombay Castle, 9th June 1874. 

From Sjjiouktauy to the Goveunmknt of Bombay to SfiCHETAiiY to the Govken- 

MENT of India, Foreign Department. 

I AM directed to forward to you, for submission to the Government of India, 
as indicating the increasing necessity for a decision on the affairs of Baroda, the 
acconipanyiug copy of a letter, with enclosures, from the Resident at Barodaj 
No. 152-553, dated the 27th ultimo, reporting that matters appear to bo assuming 
a serious aspect in the northern districts of the Gaekwar State. 


No. 152-553, dated Baroda, 27th May 1874. 

From Rkstdent at, Baboda to Secretary' to the Government of Bombay. 

As matters appear to be assuming a serious aspect in the northern districts of 
the Gaekwar State, where Mr. Kazee Shahalmdin proceeded, under Mr. Dadabbafs 
orders, to settle matters on the 20th ultimo, I have the honour to forward, for 

ThuPuth,.. V„i,iv»w»r i, Nun,yon i)„k1,<k>«uii, . 'nfonnatioii of Govcmiucnt.^ three petitions 

who coiTunitU'ii !io much tyranny at Nawuri w'hich havc reachcd me by post from the Patton, 

Wurimggur, and Khiraloo Mahals, but whicl^ 
have not been noticed by me in any way. 

2. Mr, Kazee Shahalmdin commenced operations with the Beejapoor Thakoors, 
whose giras and other accounts with the Gaekwar State ha^p not up to this 
moment l>een inquired into; nevertheless Mr. Kazee Shahabudin’s negotiations 
resulted in a recommendation to the Durbar that British troops of the subsidiary 
force should lx; called in to subjugate the Thakoors. 

3. Mr. Kazee Shahabudin’s report was shown to me by the Minister Nana 
Sahib, and I was asked to offer advice upon it, which J replied I could not do 
under present circumstances; but that if the Durbar would forward the repoit 
with an official yad, I would lay it before Government for their orders. 


Translation of a Petition of all the Ryots generally of the Patton Pubgdnnah 

to Resident of Baroda, dated 23rd May 1874i. 

About 10 days ago the Vahivatdar of Patton sent two of his Karkoons to the 
village of Bamon Padoo belonging to our Purgunnah; all the women and children 
were removed from their houses, which were sealed, and pots containing opium 
juice were taken away. All the cattle belonging to these persons were collected 
in one place. They do not even give us an account of what we have already paid- 
Some pck>ple havef l^n imprisoned and placed Iq irons. Mc^suls have been imposed * 
on several ^ the villagers. Tlie. Vahivatdar has taken writings :^m. the ryots 
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that they should not cultivate Gaekmree land and should leave the Purgiinnafa. 
lie has levied six annas per house on this account. He instructs the villagers 
to leave the Purgunnah, and would not allow them to cultivated Thus we arc 
oppressed. Where are we to go, and what should we do ? Kindly therefore give 
us place for being settled in. If no arrangements arc made accordingly, they will 
drive us away. Rain has commenced to fall in our Purgunnah. Four months* 
water has come to the tank’s. This is the time for cultivation. Their object is 
to starve lakhs of men, and thus kill them and their families as a punishment for 
their having complained. We hope that you will have pity on the said lakhs of 
men, and that you will protect their lives. 


Translation of a Petition of the Representatives of the Ryots of Moitzah 
Khulada, Purgunnalr Wudnuggur, now residing in Baroda, to Resident, 
UAitODA, dated 23rd May 1874. 

Wk sent a petition to you and the Gaekwar Revenue authorities on the 12th 
instant stating that the Vahivatdar of Wudnuggur came with the iStibundec of 
Wudnuggur and Khyraloo Mahals towards morning and surrounded and plundered 
our village and the village of Siitulpoor, but no arrangciiicnt appears to have been 
made up to the present lime. Since then the village of Kippergaum bus been 
plundered in the same way. 'riie following persons have been wounded in our 
village:— 

Two men wounded by sword. 

Two men hurt by horses. 

One woman wounded by a sword when she went to release a woman l>eing Ixmten 
by sticks. 

^ In this way many of our people were beaten, and seed grain and vessels carried 
off by the Vahivatdar. 

The wounded ])ersons named above are now laid up, and one of them is not likely 
to survive the wounds ; another lias had several wounds stit(4icd up. The Vahivatdar 
wanted the inmates of the wounded persons’ houses to sign certain paper, and us 
they refused to do so they were all pul in irons. 

For the assessment due from us, our cattle, &c. were sold, and the amount, less 
one-eighth, has been realised by the V'^ahivatdar; and now, with the excuse of collect¬ 
ing tlie Guddcc Nazzerana and the rcunssioii granted ns by the late Khundcrao 
Maharaj in Siimbut 1926, he has ])lun(lered our village. The Vance of the village 
was put under arrest, and wc wore forced to give a kuboolyut, agreeing to pay the 
above. We complained about tliis tyranny to Kazee Sababudin and lluriba Dada, 
but no inquiry was made. The villages of our'Purgunniih have complained to you 
lii'ftt, and they arc afraid that il* they were to take the law into their own hands it 
may seriously aflcct any arrangements that maybe in contemplation for the redress 
of their wrongs ; for this reason they have kept quiet. But there arc several foolish 
persons among them who, we arc afraid, if they do not sec their wrongs redressed, 
may spoil everythipg. 

Rain has commenced falling iq our district, but the Vahivatdar docs not allow us 
to commence cultivation, we are therefore at a loss what to do. 'J'he Gaekwar pays 
no attention to complaints, and the Vahivatdars plunder us like an outlaw ; if the 
British Government does not hear our complaint we know not whose pi'Otectibn we 
are to seek. If you will therefore advise the Gaekwar to make some arrangement 
you will save the lives of nmnj’, otherwise the Vahivatdar and others will openly 
plunder us; this is quite evident. Some immediate arrangement should therefore 
ite made to return our immovable property which has l)eeu t^arried away, to punish 
the Vahivatdar for his illegal action, ami to prevent similar occurrences in future. 


Tuanslation of a Petition of the Represf^tatives of the Ryots of Khyraloo to 

Resident at HAR<inA, dated 24th May 1874. 

The Amul Karkoon of the Khyraloo J^urgtonnah proceeded to “ Motee Hinieeani ” 
very early on the morning of the 3rd Jcitlj Shood 1930 with 150 armed Sebundee 
sowars and peons, and having surrounded village and thrust all the women and 
IJpldreu out of their hoipes, sealed all th^ houses of the village, and placed the 
villasrers under arrest. A arirl of about the of two aul/'^n in />nA nf 



Whi plm tb)» .{iduitw 

i»iiiov«di'aiiatho})^^ wasfottBd d«»d* The women end childreo 

WCHK» d^ved of! all the omiunmiU os thmr pemonB, and pots oontaimug opium juice 
were awayj aku» clothea and vessela; many men were put In fetters^ aeveral 
decamped* and we escaped and came here. 

ThoujN^ of rupees were thus plundered by the Sebundee, consequently we 
complained to the OaekwA^’s Kamdar, Kaaee Sbahabuddin, whoso camp was at 
YSsnunur, and waited two days for a reply, then came to Baroda and complained 
to Baoabhai; he too paid no attention to our complaint; wc have therefore reported 
the matter to you with a view to prevent the plunder of other villages. If im- 
mediate arrangements are not made other villages might be plundered with loss of 
blood, llic Kamdar who accompanied the force said, “ You have complained to 
the Resident, bring him here now/* and then commenced to plunder ftnd arrest the 
men; we trust th^efore that you will have pity on us, and make some arrangement 
for the safety of our lives and for the recovery of our property. 


No. I58C P, dated Fort William, 25tli July 1874. 

From Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, to Secretary 

to the Government of Bombay. 


»♦ 


1 AM now directed by Hjs Excellency the Viceroy and Governor General in 

Council to reply to your letters noted in the 
margin, with reference to the Report submitted 
by the (Commission appointed to inquire intotlie 
administration of the Baroda State. 1 am at 
the same time to enclose a letter from tlie Viceroy for delivery to Ills Highness the 
Gaekwar, through the Resident, together with a copy of the same for the informa- 
,tion of Ilis Excellency the Governor of Bombay in Council, and for the guidance of 
the Resident. 


No U96, datod 5th March lfl74. 
2949. „ 27th „ „ 

S045, ,, 1st June „ 

3179, „ 9th ,, 


2. The Report of the Commissioners testifies very clearly to the care and im¬ 
partiality with which they have discharged their difficult and delicate duties. Both 
in the cases which they took up and those which they declined to receive they 
exercised a wise discretion, and their labours merit the acknowledgments of the 
Government of India. 

3. Although the Report does not in every case substantiate the allegations that 
were made, and although the results do not show that any special measures are 
needed for the protection of the interests of British subjects, the inquiries of 
Commission have nevertheless established so serious an amount of gciieial nus- 
government in Baroda as fully to justify its appointment and to uccessitate decided 
mtorvention on the part of the British Government, with a view to biing about a 
thorough reform of the administration. 

4. The proposals put forth by the Honourable Mj*. Tucker in M’s Minute of 3rd 
March go far beyond the measures which His Excellency in Council coasiders it 
justifiable to adopt; and IJis Excellency in Council is of opinion that it would bo 
premature to take into consideration the suggestions made by the Honourable 
Mr, Gibbs in his Minute of 28th May, 

5. His Excellency the Governor of Bombay in Council appears generally to 
concur in the recommendations of the Commission as to the measures best calculated 
to effect improvement in the administration of Baroda. The most important of these 
is the suggestion that certain officials of the Baroda State should be removed from 
office, and that a Minister recommended by the Government of Bombay, with 
reference to his administrative abilities and special qualifications, should be appointed 
by the Gaekwar, and should not be liable to removal without the sj^ccial ordeis of 
the British Government. 

6 . From the letter which His Excellency the Viceroy has addressed to the 
Gaekwar it will be seen that the Governor General in Council prefers to hold the 
Gadkwor himself responsible for the good government of his State, under a warning 
Hmt bdbre Slst December 1875* he does not reform his administration he will 
be deVRBsed ftom jpswer. Experience in other parts of India has shown that the 

s^keuotl by Britieii Oovemment of a l^iniater of a Native State, who is to hold> 

* ■ - 


office under such conditions as are proposed, has seldom produced tjtie good effiects 
anticipated. A Minister so appointed can scarcely be expected to enjoy the confi¬ 
dence of the Chicti and the British Government becomes involved m an inconvenient 
degree of responsibility for his acts. 


7. The Gackwar 1ms profchscd his readiness to accept the advice offered to him. 
Helms asked for a fair trial, and it is right he should have it. The Governor General 
in Council is unwilling to relieve the Gaekw^^r from the responsibilities of his 
position without giving him ample opportunit 3 ? himself to effect those reforms which 
are so itaperatively required, and without assisting him to the utmost in his efforts. 
Should, therefore, the Gackwar ask tor the services of British officers, European or 
Native, to assist him in the work of reform, I am to rotiuest that endeavours be 
made to meet his wishes nnd to furnish him with the officers he may require, pro¬ 
vided the conditions of their cmph^yincnl and the powers to be vested in them are 
such as the Bombay Govcrnnient can approve, h’urther, if the Gackwar should 
seek the advice and help of the Resident in any matter connected with the 
administration it will he the Resident’s duty to furnish it to the best of his ability. 


8 . Iri’csjK'ciive, however, of iiii}' request on the part of the Gaekwur for advice, 
the Resident ‘•hoiild call upon llis Highness to effect a thorough and busting reform 
of his Clovcrmncnt on those matters in which the C^ommission have shown that the 
administration calls for reform, and urge him to coufom) to the rccominendaiious 
made by the Commission; and he ‘Jiould give the Minister, whoever he may be, the 
fullest support in earr 3 diig out the relorins neees''aiily following on the advice 
tendered to Ilis Highness. He should be earclui, however, not to paralyse the 
efforts of the Native Cxovernmenl by attempting to originate or cairy them out 
himself. 

In conveying in's advice tlie Resident will be careful to study the honour and 
* dignity of the Maharaja, and make his eommuniejitions in the manner icAst 
distasteful to His Highness, and lea**! calculated to weaken his authority. 


it 
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9. Among the measures recommended by the (commission which the Resident 
is authoritatively to advist the Gackw'ar to adopt, the most important are the 
following:— 

With respect to the arbitiar^ reductions which liavc been made among llic 
military classes, the Gaekwai* should “be advised, in consultation with the Resident, 
“ to frame some gciieial rules for adoption in giving cllcct to such reductions in 
future which will ensure their being carried out Mith due consideration to the 
claims ot the parties concerned, ami will prevent the scandal and risk that must 
attend the* sudden dejirivation, witliout eompen^ation or other provision of any 
“ sort, of large uumbeis ot old or hereditarv military servants of the service on 
“ which they me wholly dependent for the means of subsislencc.” He should be 
Ijdviscd to inak( a settlement of the Ghasdaiia claims for a period of years; to 
forbid the Icv^^ ofNa/zerana on appointments; and to issue a proclamation notifying 
the same, a copy being furnished for the mloimation of Ciovernmcnt; to take no 
Accession Nazzeranawhi re there is a lixed Lind sett lenient ; to prohibit tlic barbarous 
processes employed for rcalisivg revenue; and to remove the cause of such 
“ difficulty I>y a model ate and equit<iblc land settkment and a faithful adherence to 
“ its terms in future, all future exactions v>f every sort or description being abso- 
“ lutely interdicted, and the continuance of such oppicssivc practices on the part of 
“ Durbar officials being stiictly foiliiddeiito exercise a stricter supervision over 
the subordinate officials, so ns to prevent the bonible pncticcs of torture which were 
establidied before the Commission, imd to srweiclv jmiJsh those who may be guilty 
of them; to adopt sonic equitable mode ol dealing with the Wuttims and Inams, so 
fi8 to remove all giouud for anxiety and diseonteiit arnimg the holders of them; to 
nc<‘ that punishments awarded for offences bear some leasonabie relation to the 
crimes committed, and be not scandalously excessive, as in vsome <»f the cases proved 
befoic the Commission; to jiut a stop to proceedings such as those taken towards 


rcspirtable bankers and trading firns, which aic described by the Commission as 
“ diNcreditable and spoliatory/’ “ ubitrary and unjust;” to put a stop to and 
severely punish any person concerned in tlic aWuction of women for forced service 
in the ralaee, in respect to w^hich the Commission recoid that “ several cases of the 


“ descriptiop sjated have undoubtedly occurred, involving an abuse of power on the 
" part of the Maharai<«, and oppicssion by certain iiff'erior Durbar officials and 
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** the Chief himself and the Administration of which he is the head;” to prohibit 
the infliction of corporal punishment on women, and “ to issue a proclamation 
“ absolutely interdicting under severe penalties ihe personal ill-treatment in this or 
“ any other way of females, whether in jail or before the Courts or und^r examina- 
** tion by the policeand to forward a copy of the proclamation for the information 
of Government. 

* « 

10. The Gackwar should furt)ier be required to desist^from the harsh and vin¬ 
dictive treatment of the relatives and dependents of the late Chief*, and extend to 
them the justice and consideration due to their positions and services. He should 
be required to make suitable provision for all the immediate members of the late 
Gaekwar's family, and permit the ladies to reside away from Baroda. Their 
ailowaiices should be fixed with the approval of the Government of Bombay, and 
they can be paid according to lists to be furnished by the G&kwar, the money 
being recovered from the Baroda State. 

It only remains to say that, judging from the information submitted by the Com¬ 
mission, His Excellency in Council cannot hope that the necessary reforms will be 
.effected so long as the Dewan Syajee Jiao and some other officials, notably Bulwunt 
Kao Deo, the Revenue Commissioner Hariba Gackwar, the Sir Fouzdar Bulwunt 
Rao Yeshwunt, and the Deputy Revenue Commissioner Narium Bhai, remain in 
power. His Excellency in Council is therefore of opinion that His Highness would 
do well to remove these men from office, making for them such jjrovision as His 
Highness may deem reasonable, and to appoint more suitable persons to fill the 
offices they hold. * 

11. The Resident will carefully watch the progress of the reforjns which the 
Gackwar is to be called upon to initiate, and he will report not later than 31st 
December 187o, and intermediately as often as he may see occasion, what progress 
has been made, or is to be hoped for, in carrying them out. 

12. The <iuesti(m of the Contingent will be separately dealt with. . 


No. 1586 A P. 

Copy to Sir K. Meade for information and for communication confidentially to 
the members of the Commission. 


Khureeta, dated Fort William, 25th July 187-1. 

From His Excellency the Vickroy and Governor Genkual of Inijia to 

His Highness the Gaekwak of Baroda. 

Having given mature consideration to the Report of the Baroda Commission, And 
the various letters which Your Highness has addressed to me in connection there¬ 
with, I have now the honour to convey to Your Highness my final ^iews on the 
several questions that require settlement by the British Go\'crmnent. 

The Commission have reported that they huv6 every reason to be satisfied with 
the arrangements made by Your Highness for affording them assistance in their 
investigations. For the assistance thus readily given J thank you. At the same 
time I gather from your letters that Your Highness is disposed to question the 
course I adopted in appointing .the Commission, which you consider not to be 
warranted by the relations subsisting between the British Government and the 
Baroda State. I deem it therefore necessary to remind you that, both by the terms 
of Treaties and by constant usage, the British Government has the right t.o advise you 
in public concerns affecting the good of the anintry; and to require the settlement, 
according to equity and reason, of any measures shown to be iiri^roper or unjust; 
and that by consequence it is at liberty to take such steps as it may deem necessary 
for the just exercise of that right*and the fulfilment of the obligations to the Ruler 
and people of Baroda which flow therefrom. 

Your Highness must be aware that from the earliest period of its connection with 
the Baroda State the British Government has repeatedly found it necessary to 
intervene in Baroda affairs. This intervention has not been limited to the case of 
the guarantees to which Your Highness has referred, but has been exercised in a 
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variety of other ways; as, for example, by investing the Resident with power oF 
control over the finances; by assuming for a time the management of portions of 
the State; by the removal of evil advisers; in short, whenever intervention has 
been deemed by the British Government necessary in the interests of the Ruler oy 
bis subjects. , ' 

This intervention, alth(mgh amply justified by the language of Treaties, rests also 
on other foundations. Jx our Highness has justly observed that “ the British 

Government is undoubtecllj’’ the paramount power in India, and the existence and 
“ prosperity of the Native States depend upon its fostering favour and benign protec- 
“ tion.*’ This is especially true of the Baroda State, both because of its geogra¬ 
phical position intemiixcd with British territory, and also liecause a subsidiary force 
of British troops is maintained for the delence of the State, the protection of the 
person of its Rule**, and the enforcement of his legitimate authority. 

My friend, I cannot consent to employ British troops to protect anyone in a 
course of wrong-doing. Misrule on the part of a Government which is upheld by 
the Britisii power is misrule, in the responsibility for which the British Government 
becomes in a measure involved. It becomes therefore not only the right but the. 
positive duty of the British Government to see that the administration of a State 
m such a condition is reformed, and that gross abuses arc removed. 

It has never been the wish of the British Government to interfere in the details 
of the Baroda Administration, nor is it my desire to do so now. The immediate 
responsibility for the government of the State rests, afld must contiinic to rest, 
upon the Gaakwar for the time being. He has been acknowledged as the Sovereign 
of Baroda, and he is responsible for exercising his sovereign powers with proper 
regard to his duties and obligations alike to the British Government and to his 
subjects. If these obligations be not fulfilled, if gross misgovernment be permitted, 
if substantial ju|ficc be not done to the subjects of the Baroda State, if life and 
property be not protected, or if the general welfare* of the country and people be- 
persistently neglected, the British Government will assuredly intervene in the 
manner which in its judgment may be In^st calculated to remove these evils and to 
secure good government. Such timely intervention indeed to prevent misgovern- 
ment culminating in the ruin of the State is no less an act of fiicndship to the 
Gaekwar himself than a duty to his subjects. 

In tfce present instance the Report of the Commission, a copy of which has been 
furnished to Your Highness, has amply prov^ed the necessity for its appointment. 
The members of the Commission have discharged their duty to my entire satis¬ 
faction, and with every regard to the rights, dignity, and honour of Your Highness. 
1 am glad to receive from Your Highness the assurance that you have an earnest 
desire to make all such reforms as may be requisite for the good of your State, and 
that the reforms suggested by the Commission in paragraph 10 of their Report have 
already engaged your serious attentipn. I earnestly counsel you to lose no time in 
effecting a thorough and lasting reform of your administration, and particularly to 
give effect to the above recommendations of the Commission. I must hold Your 
Highness responsible for the amendment of the serious evils disclosed, and 1 leave 
to you the selection of'your agents, with a distinct intimation that if Your Highness 
fails to attend to the advice I now*offer you, and the counsel which the Resident, 
who possesses my full confidence, will be instnicted to offer you, and if in con¬ 
sequence the condition of the Baroda Administration remains unreformed, the only 
course left will be to remove Your Highness from the exercise of power, and to make 
such other arrangements consistent with the maintenance of the integrity of the 
Baroda State as I may deem necessary to secure a satisfactory administration. 

Your Highness has promised to give your serious attention to any friendly advice 
from me. 1 now give you the fair trial you have asked for, and 1 entertain a 
confident hope that, after this friendly warning, Your Highness will address yourself 
seriously to the task of reforming your (joverament. If you require the assistance 
of officers of the British Government, His Excellency the Governor of Bombay in 
Council will, on your application, do all in his' pow^er to meet Your Highness* 
wishes. The Resident will now convey to you, under the instructions I have sent 
him, authoritative advice in regard to several important matters affecting Your 
Highiu^ss’ administration. Moreover, on any occasion on which Your Highness may 
consul i him he will freely advise you and give you such help as he can. 

1 have instructed the Resident to report to me by 31st December 1875 what 
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Highness will carry out all necessary reforms before that date, and thus obviate the 
severe but inevitable alternative to which I should be most reluctant to have 
recourse. 

My decision regarding the Contingent will be communicated to Your Highness 
hereafter. 

4. 


Political, No. 14. 


To Ilis Excellency The Right Honourable The Governor General of India 

ill Coi’NCIL. 

India Office, London, 

My Loud, 4th I'ebruary 1875. 

1. I HAVE receiveil and carefully considered in Council the letters of Your 

Excellency's Government noted in the margin,* 
’ detailing the circumstances under which you 

had, on the strong recommendation of the Go¬ 
vernment of Bombay, apjiointed a (commission to inquire into the serious mis- 
government and oppression rcprcsimted by the Resident at Baroda as prevailing in 
file dominions of His Highness the Gackwar, and also your further letter, dated the 
'28th July last. No. 46, in which you ibrward^^thc Rejiort of tlie Commissi<#i, together 
with your orders thereon. 


2. The facts slated by the Government of Bombay in their letter of the 29tli 
August 1873, recommending the appointment of a f’ommission of Inquiry, ap¬ 
peared to demand at tlie luinds of a competent tribunal the investigation sanctioned 
by you. 


In intimating to the Gaekwar the appointment of the Commission, you rightly 
informed His Highness that it was not your intention to interfere \yitlf the details 
of his administration, and you advisedly ordered the Inquiry to be conducted more 
for the ]>urpose of ascertaining whether such general mal-adininistration existed in 
the Baroda State us to c:i]l for tluj interlcrorice of the British Government than for 
the redress of*individual grievances. 


4. In communicating to the Government of Bombay your orders on the Repoi*t 
of the Commission, you state that, “although the Report Joes not in every case 
“ substantiate the allegations tliat were made, and though the results do not show 
“ that any special measures are needed for the protection of the interests of British 
“ subjects, the inquiries of the Commi^sion have nevertheless established so serious 
“ an amount of general mis^overnment in Baroda as fully to justify its appointment, 
“ and to necessitate decided intervention ou the part of the British Government, 
“ with a view to bring about a thorough reform of the administration.” 

.5. In this opinion Her Majesty’s Government arc constrained reluctantly to 
concur. ^ 


6 . Since the date of these orders other charges of a far graver character have 
been made against the Gackwar, and the State is now under the temporary ad-, 
miuistratiou of your Government. It would therefore be superfluous for me now 
to enter on a consideration of the measures which you had proposed to adopt in 
consequence of the Rep{)rt of the Barotia Commission. M^hcn the proceedings 
recently instituted have been brought to a conclusion, 1 shall doubtless be informed 
of the policy by which you propose to secure the people of Baroda, in the future, 
from the recurrence of the abuses wh:(4i the labours of the Commission have brought 
to light. 

7. In concluding this Despatch, I have to request that Your Excellency will 
convey to the President and Members of the late Commission the expression of the 
cordial approval of Her Majesty’s Government of the manner in which tbe.y have 
<liscliarged the very delicate and difficult duty entrusted to them. 

I have, &c., 

(Signed) Salisbury. 
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C O R R E S P O N D 1<: N C E 


MARRIAGE OF THE GAEKWAR. 


Correspondence between Resident at Baroda and Govern¬ 
ment of Bombay. 


Ko. 111-420, datpd JVowsarco, 23rd A])ril 1874 (Extract). 

From IIesibent at ]Ujioi>a, to Secretary to tlio (joveunment of Bomuav. 

About two ruoutlis a^’o it was r(^j)ort('d to iiw^at Haroda that a person describing 
liims(»ir as tlu^ husband of llis lligliiu'ss the Maharaja’s ke])t-misti‘ess, Luxmee 
.Bai, hiwl just an*ived from the British distrids and wisiied to la;y a tunnplaiut 
Ijel’oni nur regarding the abduction of his hnvfulAvife, Ihci siiid Luxnice Bui. Oji 
duo consideration 1 declined to r(N!eiv(^ the complaint and caused liim to he 
inhmiud that IxMiig a British subject lie should lay his eonvplaint befori^ the. 
Magistrate of the district in Avhich liis native village was situated, and where the 
circunistaiic(js of his cas(^ Avould h (5 wdl knoAvn. 

2 . I heard nothing mon* of this piTSou until a day or two ago wlten T ro<*civcd 
Troni him the folloAviug letter :— 


IVtition from Pandoo bin (iovindjuo ICllADWAV, rojsMsit of the village (jf DoolaUse, Knsl>a 
llah(.)ol<!c, Zillali Ahinodmiggur, now at Surat, to Rosideiit at Baroda, dakxl I7t)i A))ril 
1874. 

“ I RAA’K licanl that His Highiie.ss tin* Gaekwar «»f JUarofla has gOipe to Nowsaroe to cilehratc 
a inarnage. hut tlu* woman is my marri<Ml wit*, 'flu* following accused (ktsous seduced lici, 
and taking her to Haioda jjiade her over to the Claekwar, hut the mother of the woman tamed 
<mton irnjuiry to he a dliohic (wasliorwomniij. I liave g<»t Bufticient evidence about this. If 
tlu! Maharaja again contracts a marriage Avilh her it will be contrary to the custom of our 
caste. A son gif mine hy a former wife is witli tlie said Wiunan. 

“J reijui'sfc that the Hesident <»f Baroila may persimally take the ease into cofjsideratftju 
and giv(i me riMlress and hand over to me the said Avomaii, Bai Luxmee. and the hoy refervtsl 
to." 

3. To the ubove letter 1 returned the folloAving reply :— 


“No. 421, dated Nowsarcc, 20th April J874. 

V 

“ Kj-om HEsh)KNT at Baroda. 


“pANDOObin Oovlndrao K had way, of the Ahmeduuggnr ^Sillali. at present residing at 
Surat, in Jada Bawii's Wadee, near the Delhi Gate, is informed in iv}>ly k) his [sitition dated 
17th iii.staut, that Ids complaint regarding the ahdnotiou of his wife slioidd be preferred to the 
Magistrate of tlie district wlnu'ciii his iiatiAa'i village is situaU^d.’’ 


4. .T this morning brought the subject of this petition to the notice of Nana 
Saheb Khanvclkcr, the presimt Minister, when iio paid me bis usual visit; and he 
expressed himself to the .effect that he had heiml of the arrival of the nuin in 
Baroda and had inquired carefully into the case, but came to the couclusion that 
there was no truth in the man’s assi^rtion, that the Maharaja had deferred inairy- 
ing Luxmee Bai on account of it for some time jiast, hut that he had now d(4ei*- 
mined to marry lier in a fcAV days, probably on Monday next the 27th instant, 
and that he was about to write a khurecta to that effect; moreover, His Iligliiiess 
intended, while at Nowsaroe, to marry another girl who would be his fourth wife 
including the hrst, who died. 




5, I have heard accidentally that the girl Luxmee Bai, who is the subject of the 
petition under notice, has been pregnant for the last two months, which has been 
assigned as a reason for the hasty marriage. 

6. A hope was expi-essed that I would attend Liixmet^ Bai*s raandage on Monday 
iK^xt, but pending tlic receipt of the pronised khuroeta I Ixave not made any 
movement in the matter, but will report further iioreaftor. 


P.8. 241 th.'—This riiorning the minister intormed me, with rofcnmcc to our 
yestt'vday’s conversation iH'gui'ding Jiuxtheof' Bai, that they hav(^ been obliged to 
send for some more Brahmins to consult them as to ilu^ suitability or otherwise of 
h(n' horos<‘ope, and tliat until that is settled ilte intended mariiagc cannot take 
place, Piom tfiis I argue iiJiat then; may l)o soaie truth in the petition of Pandoo 
bin Govindrao. 


No. n 4“'145, dat<;)d N owsftfee, 28th April 1871. 

•N ’* 

From llKsmENT at Bauoua, to Siscnii^’Am' to the Goveunment of Bombay. 

In continuiition of my eonlideniial let ter No. 111—129, dated tlie 23rd instant, 
1 have tlto lumour to acquaint yon that this morning the Minister Nana Salieb 
Khaiiclker inform(id me that Itis llighiKiss* marriage with Luxin(*(' Bai will 
probably be (ndebratal on or about the bih proximo, and Riqne.stod tliat aetiording 
to custom I would Ixs so ,good as to send hn- a company of Native Infantry to 
Nowsaree to render the honours due oji siadi oeeasions. 

2. 1 replied that being absent, fi'om Buroda a good deal of iiuionvcnicnec might 
bti experioneod in complying with tlie reipu'st for a Guard of Honour, but I Avas 
told in reply that, it Avas always (!Usiomavy, aiid that a sjxxm’uI train would be pro¬ 
vided t.o bring the eonqiany to NoAvsar(?e, and to take it hack again to Baroda. 

3. It is true that the usual milibiry hoiioiirs are f)aid to tlu^ Gaekwars on the 
oceasiou of tludr marriages and as J have no lawful reason for aheving the routine 
in the present insiaiuxs I shall comply Avith Ills Jlighmsss’ request, unless 1 
reeeivi'. ordei's from the Govia’iimcMit to th(' contrary. It a])poars to me that my 
pn‘Hene,(i at the marriage with a Guard of Honour will not alfeet tiui quijstioii as 
to its legality that may possibly arise should the jxditioilcr Bando bin Govindrao 
Khadway r^^ally iwove to be the girl’s hiisband, and it, rests Avith the GoAaviimoiit 
to dcjuide AyheUier tiicy will advise His Highness t.o chair uj) this point before <x)n- 
traeting a niarriagi'Avliudi tlie ciriaunstanecs disclosed in the petition show to l)e 
a doubtful on(\ > 

2. In the. alisi^nce of ordm-s from Govf'runi(‘ut, hy t<*higram 1 shall attend the 
marriS^e witli a Guard of Honour. 


No. 123-173, dated ISJovi'sam'. 5th May 1871 (Confidential). 

From E.KSIUKNT at Bahoua, to Seoue^miv t.o the Government of Bombay. 

In eontinuatfoii of my letit'rs as ]>er margin, 1 liavo the lionour henjwith to 


No. 1 1 l-4as» of a.Hrd April J«74. 
114-445 of Jiftlli idoiu. 


ft 


forwuj'd translation of a petition received by 
in(i this, day fi*oin Gungajcerao Jihanvelkur, 


brotlier-in-law of His 'Highness Mulhar Jiao, and son-in-law of tiio late Syajeerao 
Maharaja, us also the unde of 8ivajeerao 3vhanv(^ikur, tlic present Dewaai of His 
Highness. 


Transltitiou of yfwl from Go'NgajEcuao Xhimbukrao, InaTndar Moklxisee, to the Resident, 

< Barodii, dated Ibli May 1874. 

My brother-in-law (wife’s brother) Hifr-Uiglmess Mulhar IW 8cna Khaskhel Sumsherc 
Ealiadoor (the Gatikwar), has kepk by name Luxmee Bai, and 1 have heard he is 

about to contract a marruigc wit^Jaer- From the aucicut time iioue of las ancestors has ever 
done so. 1 have, however, recei^^d reliable intVn;ination tliat the marriage is to lie celebrated, 
and after the celebration U complete a blot will 'attach to the whole of our caste; I beiiur a 


V 


7 


religion, aad thftt he sbonld not contract tbe marriage. As he ii? against me he will not 
hear what I stated; but yon, Sir, are oonsicierate, just, and long accustomed to live in Native 
Courts, and you are also acquainted with the l^lahiutta religion, and the above irregularity is 
about to bo cominittod. I therefore write the following with a hope that Your Honour may 
represent the same to His Highness tije Maharaja and prevent the marriage. 

'"There have been many great Rajas up to this day ; and they have each married from 5 to 
25 wives of high families and belonging to houi^s with which it has been customary for them 
to be connected by marriage. They had kept mistresses of low castes, but at no place has 
any marriage with such a mistress taken place. If a Raja is very fond of her he would give 
Ijer property to this value of lakhs of ruj)ee.sj but he would never connect himself with her 
>>y a marriage tie. The father oi' this very Mahartya, the labi Syajee llao Mahayaj, had kept 
mistresses, besides imirried wives, and some of the mistresses were his particuhvr iavourites, 
but no marriage has ever taken place with them, nor is it customary to do so in any Native 
Coui*t or Midiratta con»raunity. Se^^eral witnesses could be liad about this. If a isublia 
(meeting) is Indd and I am invited 1 ahidl attend to it. There have beeft Mahratta. States, 
and »is K.olhapoor, Sattara, Poona, Indore, Gwalior, Nagpoor, &c., and„some ()f them are still in 
existence. If a luferoncjc is made to Uieiif about it no one would give a rejdy (in favour of 
the marriage). 

The cliief guardian of ouv religion is Shree ShuukaraCharya at Shekswar, liaka Kurvir. 
He is tije principal priest of the Hindoo Religion, ansj^ if referred to for opinion on the present 
question will give a re]»ly after consideration ; also thfe shasti-ues, priests, and grahsthas 
(gentlemen) (►f the said places will give a cxirrect reply about the voligioiis aH]>ect of tlie 
marriage. 


The ShastrecH of Tlaroila lirst refused t<» give an opinion in favou?’ o(‘ihe Tnarriage, but .sub¬ 
sequently owing to the avarice foi* money, A:-c.. liave given a favourable opinion in deference 
ii» the wish of ilis Highness the Maharaja. This is what 1 Jmve heard. If this is true, and 
if they have found out autiunities in lavour of the mamage from the life of Krishna, it 
may be stated that Shroe ivrislma Wius a complete God and possessed ]K)Wer ol* saving the 
world ; the iiulborities are thor<‘fore exclusively applicable t<» Shreo Krishna personally ; they 
are of no iisti to huuiaii beings. They (th(^ Sbiistrees of Bai’oda) shojild be tiskod whetliei 
this is right or not. Opinions should aisi> be obtained from the places above-mentioned, and. 
then what is to he ilone shoithl bo done. Nothing sliould be done in tlie interim. If any¬ 
thing is done it would act juvjudicJall}' towards me. I wribj tlii.s foi' your inibrmation. 

If till* Maharaja wishes to marry bu\me<^ it is not a-dvi-sable to do so, lu'causc she Itas had 
interef)ur,se «-l.sewhere, and also with tlie JVIaliaraja for some time past. It could not be clearly 
aseeilaiued to what casto slic belongs. I liavo also heard that slio is pregnant; but until the 
doll Very takes jdaee sin* is not (it to be givoii or taktm in marriage, because if the issue prove 
to be a da.uglirer, ther<i uve many objections to .such a woman being giv<^u in marriage. 
Kfdigious opinio?! .sluuild also b'- obtaiiie*.! about this. Kxoepting Luxmee th<^ Maharaja may 
marry any one in the otlie?-Mahratta himilies .such as Sirkey, Mohitay. Maha<leck, Uoojur, &c. 
This marriage is eoiitrajy to rule, and therefoiv* should Jiot bike place. 

J liJive written the ahovo for your iuforimitioji. I’iu; same has also been mAdc* known to 
tlje Maharaja. A yad h.'is Jilso bccui stsnt to LLis KxeeUency the (»uvernor-Genei*al. This is a 
nuittei* whieh shouhl .sui’ely bo taken into consideration. I have lieard it «is certain that tlie 
^ mavrifige is ti> take pln.C(‘ on VVaisliak-Sood (ith.* It is 

ditlieuh ti> gel. opinion fioni all places before that lime 
1 have Lliercfoie .sent this yad in ordi^r that the marriage may be sUtytsd, You are powciHul 
to take tlie same into I'ousideratioii «jid arrange accordingly. 


No. 12G-479, dated No wsarce, 7th May 1874. 

From llKsiiniNT at. Baiioua, to Seciietauv to the Govkhnmknt of Bombay. 

In {^ontiuuatioii of my letter No. 114-145 of 1871, dated 28tli ultimo, and 
Huhsequeut telegrams on the Mime subject, including mine of the 4tli instant, to 
the eftect that tlie marriage of His Highness the Maharaja with Luxmee Bai 
was announced for the 7th inst:int (this day), and that I was required to decide 
at once whether I would go or not, I liave the honour to report, for the informa¬ 
tion of His Excellency in Council, that early on the morning of the 5th instant 
I communicated to His Higluiess* Dewaii the instructions convcy^l in the Private 
Secretary’s telegram of tho previous evening, viz., that a Guard or Honour would 
be furnished as usual, but that I could not attend the marriage. In reply to 
this the Ministei.' decided that it would be best not to have tho Guard of Honour 
at all. # 

2. This appeared to me to settl^ the question, and I lieard nothing more 
regarding it tiniil yesterday evening, when Eao Salieb Bapqobhai and Govind 
llao Mama cam(^ to jne and asked if I could not go in a private capacity. I 


replied that it was utterly impossible, the orders of Government being quite clear 
and distiu<!t, and that I had communicated them to Nana Saheb and themselves 
on the morning of the nth instant. 


3. Tills appeared to me to satisfy tliom, and I hoard nothing more about the 
matter until this morning at about a quarter past 9 o’clock when lUio Saheb 
Jlapoobhai of the Durbar waited upon me with formal khuroetas of invitation 
for His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General and His Excellem'y the 
Governor of Bombay. There was also a vernacular yad addressed to myself, 
which 1 understood to bo simjdy a fornial- invitation to t!ie marriag(; similar to 
wliat was conveyinl iti the kliuroetas above noticed. T gave this yAd into the 
office for translation into Englisli according to custom, and being busy at the 
time with an impoiianl. telegram to dovernment 1 only detained Bapoobbai for 
three or Pour minutes, who bel’oro taking leave said that, the Minister would wait 
upon me at about 13 o’clock. [Inderstandbig Bapoobbai to refer to the ordinary 
every-{biy \mi wJn'eh*Nuna Saheb pays me for .ihi; d<^spateh of eiUTcnt business 1 
assented. , 

• y 


1. Bapoobbai tbcb left, and 1 resinned tlie telegj'ani that I bad Ixicn writing. 
Within three or Pour minutes, hbwevw Jetimujil and asked me whether 
11 o'clock would be too early for tlio Minister to t^ome, and T replied that half- 
past would b(^ lictter, upon wliitdi li(‘ again leff‘ * 

5. I then Avent into the office, Avlieii the translaiiori of llui Durbar yAd above 
referred to was put into my hand, a glance ut which sliowi^d nic' that- Bapoobhai’s 
allusions to the Minister’s visit had been niisunderslood by mo, and that other 
mtiaus liaving failed oeeasiim Avas np]»ar(‘njly about to be taken to involve mt? 
■nolens volens in the eeromonial marriage proceedings of this day. 


0. This view is further confirmed by the fact t.liut a ])ortion oP the jirogi'ammo 
laid down in the yAd is anteda1;0d ; and, moreover, that conti-ary to all <'ust.oms 
only about an hour’s notice is given to the Itesident for (fOTisiikM-atioti as to the 
course which he ought to folioAv iji a question which, under the eireiunstaiiccs, 
involves many jmints of the higliest possible importance. 

7. The Durbar yAcl is us folloAvs:— 


(t 


Tuanslation of Durbar Yad No. 782, dated 7th May 3874. 


“TfiK third marriage of th(^ Sirkai* is to iaki^ jdacc on the evening of Vaisliak 
Shood fith, Tlmrsdiiy 7tli May 1874. llu* folloAving arrangori lenIs si lould be 
made about ft by the liesideviev:— 

‘•1st.—-All) o'ldoek a.m. oP (Jth May llajeslnve Sivajoerao Ivlianelker llcwun 
Jhdiadoor and the brides Pather will come' with ‘axit’ (rice). 


(On the date afoivsaid, oe., tlic day oP the yild.) 


“ 2nd.“The Itesideat Avith all t.he Europiwi Officei's should come at 3 o'clock 
p.m. to thtt tem])le oP Bukalt^sliwur Maliadix) at the Nowsaree Thanna, where 
Shrimunt pooja is to b(^ made, and riding on an tilejiliaui with tlu; Sirkar should 
go to the marriage ‘ Munday.’ 

“ 3r(l.—Pour companies of Itogimont with Band should come at 7 o’clock in 
the morning, and should sto]) at the, left sith^ of tlni bungalow at- Uu^ race-(?ourse, 
and at the tinui of tiu^ arrival oP th<! sowaree should only present arms ; no tiring 
to lak(^ place. Tlu^ firing should take phun* along Avitli the firing of the guns 
av'Ik'ii the niaiTiage takes place, and aftcrAA'urds the companu^s should return. 


“ itli.—At 5 in tiui (Welling tin; guns should be brought and kept in the open 
ground near the plac(' ufonisaid, and after the marriage has taken place should 
give a salute of 21 guns and t.li(m return. 

“ Tlie above liks bc'cn written, kindly thcFefo^(^ airangc accordingly.” 

8 . Feeling that consistently with the Govtirnment, as well as witli 

what lijwl already happened between myself and the Minister on the subject, I 
could not give my official countenance to a formal procession of all the Officers 
of State, accompanied by a large body of troops, bauds, &c:., fi*om the Palace to 
the Iteflidency, and there in formal Durbar ^receive the Minister, offer my oon- 

no I n« 4 >av m11 


m embers of the Court, accept the rice wliioli is the symbol of acquiescence in 
the marriage, and thus publicly testify to the whole of GuzC/rat the cordial 
participation of Government in the ceremonial of this day, I at once wrote llie 
following reply to His Highness* yM, and despatched it by my Assistant, Mr. 
Crawley Boevey, wlio delivered it to the Minister at His Highness’ residence. 
This measure was rendered absoluhdy necessary in order to prevent iha actual 
departure of the procerssion towards the Residency, it being then nearly 
11 o’clock: 


“ Datftd Nowsarecs 7th May 187 t. 


“ From Resident at Baroda, to His HighneMs the Gaekwau of Baroiu. 

♦ 

] HAVE the liononr to acknowledge IIk^ niccipt of Durbar ythl No. 782 of this Hale, winch 
was received l>y mo from Rao Salu‘l» liiipooDbar at about jV <piarter pa.st nine o’clock this 
morning. . . > • ^ 

“ TTpon roadiiig tbo abov<* yud I find tbal a C('rtaiii progiaiinm* (‘(/iinootod with inviting mo 
to the marriage ie laid tlown for your Highness’ Minister, which was to have heerj carried 
(»ut yesterday, but which Rr(» Saheb Bjipoobhai informed, would Ik? carried out in the 
coui’st? of tins morning at 11 o'clock, or in about, an hour lien(?e. 

“At present I have only liinfo t(T inform Ytjur Mighmjss tbat as 1 on tlj»? 5th instant 
privat<‘1y infornuMl Your Highiu?.s9’ Ministt?r thal undt*r instructions from Government J should 
bo unable to acco]?t Your Highiu^ss’ invitation to the Mamago, I trust, that you will he so 
kind as to counbirmand the (?er(‘moniaI prooodnro laid dow'u in tlie yad under r(?[)ly, in which 
under the circumstances alvt?ady explained T un'i unable to take part. 

“ A Guard id‘ Honour was offered to Your Higliuess’ Minister a day two ago, but it was 
not aceei>te<l owing to iriy owii non-attt?n<lanoe. 

“I received Your Highiu'ss’ khureotas for His Fxcolloncy the Viceroy and Governor- 
General and the Governor of Boinhay this morning, and will duly forward them by j»ost to¬ 
day on receipt of English (!f)pies thereof ami the usual forw'arding yiid.” 


y. Shortly afior t]i(‘. d(!spatch of ibis yritl, Hao Salicb Bapoobhai roturuod to 
the Itf'sidency and (^ndoaA^(»ui*cd to induces me to telegraph to Mahahlcslnvur for 
orders whether I should take iiart or not in llu‘ eonirnonial which 1 have described 
in ])aragra]>b S al)ov<‘. 1' n^plied, lu>wtw(‘r, that- as the niarriagt^ was to take 
plaec^ in a few hours, not only was there iiisiiflicumt time for an answer, hut tifat 
no additional ordoi'.s wen^ in my opinion necessary; that the invitation Jiaviug 
already h(M?ii formally declined by me on the 5tii instant, under the orders of 
Government, this formal repetil.iou of it was contrary to all custom, and, if ])cr- 
mitied, would oblige me to reius(; it. again in my own Durbar, and thus nuittcrs 
would assume a serious form which had not resulted from the pidvatc mode of 
sctllement adopted by mo on the 5ih inst-ant; in short, that an invitation formally 
deelincd could not with propriety be vepeatccl in the manner desired. MoreoviT, 
that <!ven adopting the Durbar’s own point, of vhnv, they ought to have made 
tluiir jirogrammc known to me somt^ days prtwiously at least.; and that their 
i>misBion to do so until witiiin an hour or so of the aidiial commencement of tluj 
ceremonies was altogether unusual and inexplicable; consequently that any 
dilliculty which the Durbar might (experience in* this matter was entirely one of 
their own creation, for wliicli they alone were responsible; tinally I assured 
Mr. Bapoobhai that T was clearly of opinion that it would bo impossible for me 
i<> take part in the ceremony allotted to nu? wiihoiit violating both the sjnrit and 
letter of the orders which Government liad thought lit to give me. 


10. I refrain on this occasion from noticing the dehiiled proccidurt'. dictated 
by the- Durbar in paragraphs 1 and 2 of tluMv yiul, which a^ipear to me to be 
contrary to custom in stich cases. 

11. In conclusion I would submit, for tbo eonsidoration of (Jovcrninerit, that if 
this marriage were an unobjectionable one it would not apparently liavc been 
necessary for the Durbar to adopt the unseemly tone which is, I tliink, cleaily 
discerniblo throughout the whole of their proceedings in this matter, which from 
first to last have been different from those followed in any oiher instance on 
rcciord, where all the preliminaries to a mandage are siittlcd after the most mature 
deliberation between the Resident and the Minister. In fact I can andve at no 
other conclusion than that a deliberate attempt has been made by the Durhnr to 
defeat the ord(3i*s of Government, and to entrap me into a formal recognition of 
the marriage indi>i>eudcnlly of my actual attendance at the paliice. 


12. Tho following is iho copy of a telegram which I retreived from Luxmee 

Bai*s reputed father* this day as already re- 
™’** ported to Government by telegram :— 

“ Hi« Highness Mnlhai’ Rao is going to many witJi my wife Lnxmoo Bai; pray prevent tho 
illegal marriage. I have ielegrajihed to Govcniinont/' 

Mr. Boevey's report is attached :— 

Dated 7th May 1S74. 

Vrom Af'TJNfi Assistant JliisiOENT at to Hestdknt at Bauooa. 

I iiAVK the bmi()nf to rrport for your infoiniatioii, that in accordance with your iasti*uctions, 
I delivered to Nmia Saheh Khunvelk<!r the hitter addressed hy yon to His Ilighn(\sK the 
(taekwnr, and infoi^ned him tliat as Oovcinnieiit had prohibited yonr taki 7 ig any h>rfiial part 
in tlio pvo|v»sed inarriagt', you were not al; lilK'ity U) receive the custoniaiy marriage procession 
which yon luwl only just leained \i was propose<l t/o despatcli to the Kesidency. 

ii. 1 jitHul scarwsly atld tliat J was pariicnlar b) cohv(‘y my n»essagc in as comliefaLs terms 
possiVJo. 


No. 129-482, drifted Nowsarec, 8th May 1874. 

From Rbsidknt at Baiioda, to SBCUBTAiiy to thc*K^ovERNMT:Ni’ of Bombay. 

In c^ontinuatioTi of ray letter No. 126-479 dated yesterday, aud in forwuiding 
His Highness tho Gaekwar s reply to ray letter of the same date, 1 have tlic 
honour to submit, for the consideration of Governraont, what appears to me to be 
tho present state of this case. 

2. That Uis niglitioss the Gru'kwar, for purposes ofjiis own, determined lo 
oonti*a(d; a highly un}»opular marriage of doubtful propriety; that the British 
Government, for reasons of their o^vn, determined to muintairi a neui.ral attitude 
with respeuit to this niiaiTiage, and accordingly instructed tlieir Resident to abstain 
from any personal participation in its ceremonies ; that this neutral course jiroved 
so distasteful to His Highness, that in pursuance of the normal policy of tlie 
Gackwai* he endeavoured by (iVOry possibh* means to overcome it., and as a last 
alUnmalivt* adopted a lim^ of umisnal and deceptive conduct wdiich he liopedw^ould 
iji the hurry of the moment have secured the success of Ids plans. He was 
disappointed howoveas aind tin* neutral attitude of the Government was uiaintahuxl 
intact; y<d instead of setdng and acknowledging his fault His Jlighues# has 
assumed tlie uiweasonable attitude of au aggrievf^d p«TSon; tlms in point of fact, 
denying the riglit of tlu* British CTOveninunt to act as their own judgment and 
policy may dict-ah* to b(' right, under c(‘rtain <‘iv(unns!anecs, and making it apptjar 
as if the exercise of this rigid; were an insult. 

3. In order to show how completfdy His Highness’ sensi' of ])ropri(dy with 
regard to this woman Luxiikh*. Bai has lony: sinei^ been blunted, .1 may im^ntion 
that some months ago he eude.avoured to induce me to allow her to visit at the 
Residency, she being his kepi-mistress at the time. I merely replied that whilst 



yarding 

4. Again, viewing the whole case as submitted to Government, His Highness 
has reason to be grateful to them for having tacitly end(;avoure.d to dct<;r hi)n 
from too hastily contracting a marriage, which seems Hkcly to sever him socially 
from all the Malu’atta Chiefs in India and seriously to disgracMi his own family. 


Datod Nowsarec Pahic<% 7 th May 1874 , 

Proju His Uighnes.s Muluati flAO MAnAu.v.fA Oakkwak Senakuas Kjiky[, SjiuMSUKjt 

Bahadoob, to Rrsiuent at Haboda. 

J ITAVE received your letter of tlw.^ day and am ve)*y much siiiprisod and s(HTy that Govern¬ 
ment should have at all thotight it right U) prevent your at+«ndancti at my loarriago. 

‘You have askotl mo to oountermand tlie usual ceremonial procedure for your invitation, 
and your Assistatit, while handing to my D^wan youi‘ reply, pereoiially told him standing in 
public C'utchoiTy that if he went to give yoii the invitation for marriage you would not receive 
him. You have thiis not only prevented mo fnua doing you tho custoniaiy honours, but have 
in evei'y way insulted me on this important oeeasion. 

J’he origitmi kliureetas io Their Exoelloncics the Viceroy and the Governor ofBomlmyare 
in Marathee, copies whei-eof have ali-caxly been furnished to you. It is not customoiy to send 


No. 131f-4i94j, dated Nowsarce, 9th May 1874. 

From Restoknt at Baroba, to Secuetaut to tiie Government of Bombav. 

I itAVE tin: honour to forward a khuroeta addressed ])y llis Ifighucss the 
Gaokwav to His ExccUcncy the G(n'ervior. 

2. 1 eatinr)! hut regard the eoiitents of this dociinu'ni., iirst ly, jis » naiewal of 
tJie attnek ii]ioii the Gorerrnnent jxdiey His Ilij^lun^ss’ uuivviai’O with 

Luxmee Bah vvhieh was eomnieiiee<l on Mui 7ih instant ; stxsnully, as an 
to c.stahlisli a i^neva.ntv' in eoujie(*lioi} tlua-ewiib witlioul any i^o-ounds for roni- 
plalui wliaiever; and tluvdly, as a uuUieionsly false (>(*rsonaI attack upon tin* 
llesidout, l>eea.as(* iu the ptn’roriuatu'c of his duly In* thwarU'd Uis Ilij^hness’ 
wislies and inaitdained tin: striellv lanitrai attitude wiiieh he was onha-ed t)v 
Government to assunu' with ri‘lVj‘(‘ne<' to tlie inaiTia^e in (jueslion. • 

3.. Before repiyim;' to the (contents <d‘ the khureel,a.-SY'/Vry///;/. it is necessary to 
roea))ilnl:ile tin" main taels of Die ease from the eommenee'menf, whieli show that 
the ]ndi<*y which 1 followed ori^^inaled with the (iovernmenl, not myself, and 
that -Uis JTi^hni'ss the (hu-kwar havim;’ adfjjde.il an nmisoal and (l(‘eepti\'e Hue. of 
eo?iduet, lendiiiiJ? 1'» dtdeat that policy, I had no alteniati\e hut to eoamleract Tlis 
Ifitjliness' rnan(ruvv(ts ns I h(\sl. could. 

t. (hivernitKaii will r(‘eolI(‘et Hint ILis 11 it;liness’ rnarriaat' ^v^^h Inixmee Jhii 
was nt firsi lixa'd for the 271 li jVpril, ami in reporting it 3 remarked that the 
Minister had p]'omised to s(ai(l in the usual khuvt'ela, <ie., and Hint, pending its 
receipt .1 had said noi liiug a boat aiteiuling, Siw 

h. It is here impcjrtant to r(‘niarl< (hat (u*.eording to/^sva//this was the 
st.a.ge at w!ii<‘h the preliminaries aliont. troops, slnmld have been .settled by 
tile Ut'sidcnl. and the Minister, a, formal vad being written by the Uitrliar ve<|U('.sl- 
ing their aUendanee, aeeording to th<‘ leriiis that might havi* been agivaal up<ni; 
hut tliougli I w'asin\It(‘d to aliend the marriage on tliis oeeasiou nothing about 
tlic marriage e( vemonies was mentioned. 

0. Owiiiii' to enste and other dillietill.ies -\vltieii tluni iutervened nothing move 
was said to nn^ a.liont the marriage until tlie 2!Si.]i Ajudl, when i I'oported “ tlini 
“ the inarriagi' was tlsed tor the Olh May, and that as | had no lawful r*'asou hir 
“ alleriiig l.he usual roul.iiu^ in Ih-' pix'sejit inslaiii*(g I slandil (fffWjif llis Jfighness* 

III, tic-‘‘ invitatiim ami lake a (inard of Honour, 

of f.t if,iirss I r>;v/ey',s'//‘ oy/ lo 

(hr ('otifruy/i. I also i‘Xpres>ed ( he-4tpinio!! that iny' ])(‘rson.al pn‘sem*e. at the 
"* luarriagi'A\oiild m^t alfeel the i|uestio)i ol' its legality or otherwise', l>ut. that 
it ri'sted willi (jovi'rnnient. to dtuaije whethi'r they would advise ,||is Highness 
“ to(dea.v U{> the point.of l(*g.‘ility before eontraeiinga marriage uhteji 11n'<‘ir<‘unt- 
“ stances diselosed in. tin* piMition of laixinet' Bai’s I'eputtal hns)>;md, J*amloo, 
*• sliewed to he a doulitt'nl tme.." 

7.' lltM'e again if is (teoessaty to Vi-mark t.hat. am*ording to r/^s’/o/w, tin; 

date of lilt'marriage* having btvn again lived for He' (>t!i May. any iH'.juisilion 
for t.rofips and ceremonial proeedure wiiie.h Mie Duihar mighl liave wdslied to 
make should havt' been submitted for consideration, and a yad written aeeovdingiy. 
A Guard id' Honour was asked for, it is true, lejt tiie MintMer si'iit in no yad 
reijuiring this eeremonuil proi'ednre of the li,esidi*nt, as lu' ouglit to liaveilonc, 
none having lieen previously leet'ived. 

S. 'J'wo days afterwards, vi/., on 301.h April, J ri'ceived t he following telegraphic 
ro]dy from Govenum'nl :— 

(live no Guard of Honour, and do not atieml maj-riage on May Otii, without 
orders of Governmeid- of Bombay/’ 

0. On Monday, tlu' 4th May. tin* Minister on ])ayi)ig im' liis usual visit,, 
aiinouneod that tlie marriage was finally iixetl for tlie 7lh idem, but that, as llis 
Highness had to undm'go a jircti}uinary cerimiony next clay ('.ruesday, ot,li May), 
Hi.s lligimess retjuived a ro]dy whether I would linaliy accept, tlie invitation or 
not. i aeeovdingiy at. once telegrajihed to Government, soliciting Iheir decision, 
in the matter, and I rocH:ived a r(']dy at nliout. 5 o'clock next morning (oth May) 
dated from Mahahleshwar, 4tli May, as follows:— 

“ As it is cnst,oinary, and cannot in: held 1,o imply sanction, furnish guard, Imt 
as yon doubt t.lie propriety of marriage you should not attend.” 

io. I at oiKso commumcated this final rt'ply to the Minister Nana Saheh and 
Rao Bahch Bapoohhai and Goviud llao Maiua on their calling on mo early that 
morning, the 5tli May. 


I otTcrod the Guai^ of TLonmir as ordered by Government, but it. was declined 
with the remarh that unless I attended it was of no use. 

11. Hero again no mention Avas iiimlo of any ct^remonial procedure, obviously 
enough because the Members of the Durbar themselves hatl declined to accept 
the Guard of Honour, and on I he pari ofGovemmeut I had formally declined 
ilis Highness' invitation, so tliat my connection Avitli tlie whole ceremony ceased 
from this moment. Harl tlie Memhei-s of the Durbar named thought otherwise 
they should at that lime hav(‘ addiAtssod a yad to me to that, ed'cci, and not liavo . 
defcriHKl it till the 7th'instant, an hour before the marriage; had they done so 
their proposals would have ht^on rcrern^d to Government, if necessary, but as no 
su(di projmsals wcni made it is I'easouahle to sup))Ose that no such were enter¬ 
tained, and it naturally followed tluU ihe Jlesi<l('nt;s participation in the affair 
ceased from 11tis moment, nor did it ever enter inti> my mind that an ijivitatiou 
wlucii had hi'cn thrice ivpeaied, vi/., on Ihe 2:ird and 2Sth April, and again on 
the Uh May, and had heee fonmilly and eourteousiy declined in thi^ name of the 
British (lovemmcmt on Ihe latter date, would tw(‘v l)e vomewed in any form, nil 
negotiations nigmi’ding it having ceased on the 51h May in the manner above 
rdaled. 

12. T was W(‘l] awure thai thronglionl tin' whole ]>eno(l from 23rd April to 
the 1th May, Ilis lliglnu'ss had been in a groat stale of exeitoinent about the 
marriage in (‘.onseiiuvAiiee ol 'llie oppositifiii wliitdi In* IilkI had to (‘onlend against 
from Ill's own suhjeetsregai'diiig it. During I his; p(ah)d lie visitt'd nuu'Cgularly every 
morning and Thursday morning as usual, hnl i lunaa oric(‘ spohe to liim personally 
upon the snhjotd, nor did TIis lligliuess ever ioiieh njam il to m<‘, hut 1 knew 
that lie regarded the attitude asMinud by (Joxevmuenl with the, utmost dislike, and 
Unit he was at his \vit*s end to know how to overcome il. 

13. Ou the aricrnoon of the (lih May, F was a good d(\‘tl sur])risc(l by lino 
Sahel) Bapoobhai ami Covincl Rao Mama coming lo um* jnivalcly with n proposal 
that I should aticnd the jnaTTiauo in my prhvfU' f.’ffpxri/f/. This was in reality 
insulllng, considering nil that had occurred ; lull, kiK.wiug iln! men 1 had to 
deal with, 1 merely said cmirteousiy, hut lirmly, thai tin; m-ders of (Foveniment 

]>recisc and clear, and that I could not ]M)ssii)iy di.Mihey or miiliCy them in 
any way. 

14. Ji'aving thus failed to gain tlieir parp(»sf in open proposals in (he various 
ways describcii they, as a last ri^souns', Ixdhought. of llie ‘Misual yad.” the 
necessity for whi(rh' liad, of course', hciai sujK'rscdcd by the tvansiietioos of th(' 
5th May, as reported in paragrajdiR t) toll al)o\i‘. Tiiis, however, ]irovcd no 
obstacle, and a yad was ai cordingly coneotded hearing date the 7th instant, tlu^ 
(lay of didivery, in which alhision is made- l.o eortain cen nKmies wliieh ougiil. t.o 
Fiave taken place on the jurvions day (May (Jth), hut \\Iii<d(, in point of faet, did 
not do so. Rao Sahel) Jta]>oohhai calh'd oii me at ai)Oid 0.15 a.m. ou the day of 
the inarriag('., and ai'ti'r delivering tin* khureetas |tla(*e(I in niy hand this yad. lie 
at the lime of giving il said that Nana Saludj, lh(‘ ^Hnistx'r, Avho usually (^ame to 
me at 0 a.m., Axould come ihat day at 11 o’clock, to wiiifdi 1 assemted, under the 
impression that; lie was then engaged, and would attmul for ordinary business 
afterwards. BapoobhaMlien IM't, as I was busy at IIk time, l)ut be relumed in 
a minute or two, as asked if 11 o’clock wert'too early for Iht' M inisb'r to come. 
1 r(‘])ii(A tliat half-past would Ix' boiler, but as on lliis oeeasiou lie sjioke of 
“ axit’* in eonne<dion with llie M.ini'-ter’s viwii,, 1 told him 1 would g() and the 
y{id, which had by this time been trausiated. On perusing ibis yad 1 learnt that 
within an hour or so 1 was ex])i'eied to take tlie same ])arl in ihe, eoninumcc- 
immt of tlie nuptial conoaonios of the-day as 1 should have been recpiired to do 
had laCGCpled imfead of decfhied tlu; ijivitalion to the marriage on the 5th 
iusl.ant, 

15. The yhd is as follows :~ 

“ No. 7S2, diitod 7tli Miiy ls74. 

“To JlKSUlKM' at BAliOUA. 

“ Tin-. Uiiid inaTriago of the Sirka.r is to tak-o place oti the evening of Vaishak Sliood Gfcli 
Thursday, Ttli May 1871. Tlie I'ollowing :LmuigemGnt,s Khonld be niitde about it by tlie 
Residency 

Istly. At 0 o’clock of 6tb May, llajosbroe Sivnjeerao Kbanelker Dewaa Bahadoor 


. (Oa the date aforesaid, thafc jis Uie date of t(>}ie y^,) 

“ iJndly. Tiio Refiideivt -wltli all the European Officers hUouUI come afc 3 o'clock p.m. to the 
temple of ‘B\ikak'K)iwur ‘ MiihadtJO at tlio Nowsaree Thanna, where the ‘Slnimuut Pooja ' 
is to bo made, and riding on an elephant with the 8ivkii.v sliauld j^o t(» the marriage 
‘ Muuday/ 

“ iJrdly. Four coinpauies of Regiment with Jhunl shoulii t-oine at 7 n'clock in the morning 
and should Htoj> at the left side ol‘ the bungalow at the ruce-co\nse, and at. the time of the 
arrival of the. sowaroc should only present anus ; no tiring to tak(‘ plsuaj. 'rin> firing should 
take place along with the firing of llie guns whr-ti the iriJUTiaife takes plactj, ami afl.erwtmla 
the compauicR sliouhl return. 

Fourthly. At 5 in the esaming tin; guuK shouhl he hvought and kept in tlie open ground 
near the plac*<i uforfjsaid, and after th(' inawiagtjhas taken place shonid give a salute of il guns 
and then rotin ri. 

« 

’fhe above has heeu written, kindly theivroir arrmige aceordingiy.” 

• 

IG. It. was now notu* 10 (i’chx'k, atul i for lin- lirsl tiino ohjarly undorslood tlial 
if the MLni.st.<M’ with “ axit” lie would !)(' luuMmipaniod by tlir wiioU' Bowarc-o 

of about 1,000 mciij and wit.ldr an hour ^rolll(l be, on bis way to tbo (b^sidoncy iu 
parsiianco of TVo. 1 of tin; abovo nupu'st.s. 

2, 3, atul 1< wort' inoroly writirn jirt(‘r Iriir (lat'kwart'o oustotn, lor r(‘oord 
ia Ibo li.osidoTjoy and (lioir own Did'tiirs to iuako ir nppoar luM-oartor, in. <;aso of 
iiocossity, !iK if Brilisb iroops lunl boon artnally i>ros(‘iil, and )i<nd'onn(‘d tlu* ]tarl 
allol,tod to tlu'nn In short, Iht; oomjMisithni was luoniit to nullify tiu; 

nontrality of tin; British (.iovontnu-ni. as far as pussihio now and hert'afior. 

17. Sooiag tJiat uo liim* was (o he lo^l., 1 at (.nic.e wrot.e (ho i'o!ii>\viug rt'ply, and 
in tin; intcriiii dcsjxdcliod a privato nob' u< tiu* Minister nut to ioavo the palaco 
antil he Jiad received niy ollieja! iT]»ly. 

18. 1’bat ro]>ly was as follows : - ■ 

'■ Ih'Milrney, Ncovsaive. p--].’. a.m., 71.'. May l-sf I- 

“.I h.ave, the hojiitiii to .‘U-knmv lidgi (lie weeipt of IhnitaT yad Nn -if till-, dn.i.e. which 

was iveeived hy lie; frmii Kn,<» Saheh Ijapeuhli.M.} ..| aJ-n?' a 'juart-'i' (;.•( ( niin' uVloek (his 


imwntng. 


“ilp‘»n ?'e:lding Mu-ali'ice y;h} i llrel Ijiat a, wrf.ain j.i-.g-iuene'eeina-ei.'d with inviting uie 
to tin* marriage is laid down fu Yon» llighneN.5’ .Mini.-.L-r wlm:!? /'v/'-. e* h.-ivt- fus-n (firrled uni 
yesterday, hiit wlneh Han .Salieh Haponlhai inroumsl ?ti' uoh?<I lie cm tied nut ij* die eourse uf 
this morning, er in ahnut •■m limu hence. 

"At present .1 luo'e nnlv rimeh. iid-um Vniir Htgluiess thal a.. I nn the ,>{!' inslaiil. privately 
informed Your }^ighnes^^' .Minister Ihat timler iii.-' 0 *neti'>ns IVom ernineiil I .should ix* nnahh; 
to ac<‘<‘]'t Your lliglihes.-.’ iiu iltition to the. Tnat-riae.e. 1 t-rn.'i y«»u wifi he -,(» Idud as tn eonnler- 
mand the eere.monial }ii'oee<lnrc laid down ij» tln' y.ul nnd. r reply, in whieh, umlcr the 
oiveumstanfes aloatdy <‘\plained, f mu unahh; to take part. 

“ A thiiird of llonom w.a •. olliri d to Vh'ur Ili..dint',s’ Mmiiht a dav nr ,-j Mgo, hur, it. was 
not ac(te[)ted (Aviiig to ii»y own nun-at.Lemlanee. » 

“ 1 received Your llighm ss’ kliureelas for llrs [*i.seellv‘uey (he Viei my atid (tovevnor-Ueuerul 
ami tile Ooveniov of lJumhay (his morning, and wid duly forward ihem l.y ].os4 to-day' on 
receipt of Kuglisli eopies tluToof un«l the nsiuil fo'-warding yad.’’ 

Id. It was noar 11 o’clock when this n'fdy was* ready for dispaich, iji oivh'r, 
therefore, to t'usurc its reaching its destination as s|tce(lily as ]»ossi))l(‘, and thus 
prevent, the formation and dt’parture of l!;c proct'ssion, I dejmfc'd iny Assislaut, 
Mr. Crawh'y JVn?vcy, to dclivf^r ii hiinsch* ai llis lligliiu'ss’ I'ahun;, which was 
done ill a most courtotms manner, and liapfiily edVeted tin’, ohjrcl' I had i.n view, 
viz., to maintain the neutrality of Movi'rmnent intact and pivvimt tin; fonaatioii of 
the proceasiini. 

20. Haydug thus giyiMi an exact and dcTailcd recapitulation of what took jdace 
from iirst to last in this mailer, 1 res(a;ctt'ully .snhmit that, so far from ilis 
Highness having any “ open outrage”or *' pnblu* insult.,”or i.wen the least shadow 
of a grievance to complain the very reverse bi the case ; the 'Durbar ])roec(luie 
on the (5th, in endeavouring to iaducc nu' to disobey my ord(‘rs jnivattdy,” and 
ag:uu on the 7th instant puhliely, being most. imjwoptT, and indetnl insulting to 
tiie British Goveriiiiumt. This 1 fi'Ji it to h(^ a,l. the time, but. refrained from 
noticing it particularly in cons(jquence of tlic onlers which, I Lave n^cciviul to 
avoid £ill jwssiblc causes of irritation at the prostml time. It. is clear, however, 
that the proc«^duro of the 7th May was forced upon me iu a matmer over which 1 
had no contnd. 


21, I now proceed to submit detailed replies to each point mentioned in the 
khuincta, bat before doing so it is necessary to remark, reference to the 
personal turn which tlu; Durbar iiave in His Iliglmoss’ name given to this affair, 
that such a proceeding is only in strict coiisonanc/O with th(i tiuditional policy of 
11 u; Durbar in such cases. A ivi'cronce to the correspondence which took i»lace 
(luring the years 1823 to 1827 between the Itcsident and Government,'/u£;?c Ooloiud 
■Wallace’s prinhnl (;om))ilation, chapter 13, shows that the main object of Syajec 
and Ins advisers was invaritibly to give a perstmal turn to any dillbrcncc that might 
arise botwe^en. tln^ Rc^sklent. and Ills Highness the Gaekwar. Syajee’s iidviscrs did 
not In'sitate in tiie iianio oF tluur master to (duirgc Mr. Williams, tlicn llcsident, 
with vxciy spi.'cies of oldoqiiy am! tTinu;. Tlio llesiilent was o]>(*nly cliavged 'with 
conspiring wllh the Minishw to j)hice tlu^ Ga^hwar uiuha* restraint, with insulting 
the Gaekwar 1)V nut atirnding llic Diissei'a ])ru(H'ssioii, ttc., &(\ To such a pass 
ill Fact did inatti^j’s eomi; Ihat Syajee declined to correspond witti Governnumt 
tlirough tiu; liesideiii, and ealuiunialed (lie latier hr (weny means in his ])ower. 

22. Tn'cisely ihe saTn(‘. tone was assumed hiwarils Mr. Sutherland in 383t), and 
Colonel Oulram in ISIS, and is in fact, habitually (miployed as a J;ist resource 
Avitli cvtM'y o(llc(‘r n hom tin* Durbar is luiabh' to move hy other means. 

t" s]»ocilif* sOitruu uts madi* in jlic klaiurta. 


Af'CiWint ijinui IJ'h/hnf^s 

Kh o.rcefd. 

J MAVK now with groat ngre-r (•' 
Iniiig 0) Your E\c<'Uon(yV. ii"l.ico n. 
puUlio inMiil wbirli I hn.vr roceixrd ut 

tin* R(‘.-iidi‘nt.‘s li.nnds. 


2. As n>'.nal I -‘cnt a ytnl intdnuing 

t,ln‘ K.»'sidoni ilial. tln' in- 

vii-itious foi- iny inniringo would Oe 

brou'dit to Idni by ins Miiiistor uml 
“ % • 

ryinXion, witii tin: u,-.ual coniuoiiial 
pi'oCA’dni'i’. 
iV.C. 


a While ihe pveparntlons lor the 
proeesHlon hrul atlvanct‘d more than 
half the way t-o the K‘' adeT>cy the 

A • ■_ 1 fi. *-l_J 1 __A-J. l-ii_ 


I\if Jicsiddiii, 


No jml'li' wlintcV(‘r waN either (>irrve<l to. or 

reeeised I'V. Ills lligliness. His deceitful attempt to 
inve lgl» lie il'-'id.'jJt. into liisnbcyiug tlic orders of’ 
(bo. runit'ni wnsjm'rely defea.l.ed in a firm, but '-Irictlv 
e«*urleou'^, mamier. cniie'l tbrlh M»]elv]>v Jlis Hiu'bncss’ 
"WO nut. as explained ab«»\e and in ])n’vious etuTc- 
• j)ond' iiei. 

The j*iM rdur" I’eliowi'd by tin lini’Iiav in this 
in .t;nic<' v> nbsohdidy wUhi'ut preuedunt ami n«>t 

" UMial i iiieeireclJy dialed by Mi-; lliglmes,' the 
(l.M'kwar ii thi' kInireiTa. 'file usual course on such 
o('(*a-.ieii- e- ji>r tlie Mioislei’ to all prelijidnaricK 

{]i>- irsifl 'nt several da\N ]>ivviouslv lo (lie 
marriag'-. npori wlnehtb' lh-sid«-nt addresses tin 0«)iu- 
mandiie.- MJheei ot tli" mstructing him as lo 

what part hi--lUi-n aie to ta.k<‘ In repaid to sahitine 
(I’M marriage ]iii>eession a.^ it jia.sse.-; a eeilain point 
'fla od’or< (][<• \'m} p'rcsentr*(.l njj ihi.s occasion an hour 
bidore tlie i hue lb: the uei ' iiionii'S io <‘ommcUCe, oimllt 
(.o hav<’ bet'n jui'siuited on either (lie 2*»r(l (»r the LkStli 
"t April, wlieii sefhal in vital i(»ne ^yerc givett, inwhicJi 
<'a‘-(‘ a written auswei would have at onci; beim giviTi 
t" (.he elleci liiially onleied Ooverimient (»i) the 
ttli "(■ Ma.s.amI thus all ananideistambng would have 
been ijuti.e nup.>sslb]e. 11, t)u‘r«Tor<’, liis ll5ghn(‘ss 
e-aistd'-r- dial lu lias ineuircdan\ indignity in this 
uiatC"! (whieh is nui a.dnii(,i.ed), it i-:sftleiy due to his 
nwii unn.Mial ^.'our^e »)f ]5roc.eduie, and he alolio is 
iV'sja'iisihlo Ibj it 1 the Couise ot action cd ."in the. 
Im sideiit was c;i.n'ied oul- in tis courit'ous and dignifiiid 
a niaimet ,i!. was ]Kjssible, undet the cireimisttmces of 
the case: and jtoihing that Tfis IligliiK'S,^ can urge to 
the cont'ra.i Y can po.ssibly coulrovert the Fact.s slated. 

Jn the lir.st phico, th’>s proposed ]uoc(‘s.sioii to the 
iicsidcncy was, .strictlj'' s}'cakiug, lud. t(» give an 
ii'vitathm, as assertod, simply because the invitation 
Jiad ali'f^ady bw'u formally d.icliiuid in tin- nanu^ of 
(Jovei’Uinent on thtr r>th instant, and again on the (itli 
i«h-]ij, undo! tlie circunistaTice.s (.xpiained. The pro- 
pir.e<l visit was t))ercforc a <lclibcrate attempt to make 
t.hu Itesidruit a {tartakiT iii the maniage cercinoides, a 
ceurfiO wlilch im Imd la^en dL<tincily ordered hy 
Government to rcfVain fV(»in. 

The Assistant RuKident reports that at. the time of 
liis av)]val at tlie Palace no pj'oeession had oven been 
•formed I! In fact the meud)erB of the Court were, as 

i f_I'jr:.. i • i<» - ,i t 


addi'essed to mo wherein the BeAident 
ftsked me to countermand £he utjuid 
coremf)iiial procudme, &c.> &c., 


4. TIm* ol* ;\\[ this iijion llios(* 
Hn'srnl and stdisvfjutnliy 
on aU iny jadijnds. noi almui, 

but. in all inv tfnitovv. ciuiiutt but l»‘ 
to los.son tlio ros)>'‘cLs ol niy Mubji i.-l'' 
tiwnvds im\ aTid (o v«‘»'y Inri'rly 
iiK'K'as*.^ (lt«* ]H'i->.»'id. dillitadlinv •>! toy 
Aduiinislmtioit. 


13. Mucii as I liave already suffered 
in dignity and authority from the 
ReKulent’« open hostility to my Ad- 


Thus the main object of my sending the Assistant 
Kesident was satiafactoHly eflecfced. Whatevei* im- 
proasion the writer of the kliureola intends to wmvoy 
by the jnaum;r in wbii-h la* hits ex)press(‘d tliia part of 
it, it doijs not afliect the factH (jf tlio eas** as reported by 
Mr. Fhx'vey, in the letter which J forwarded to Govcl'ii- 

, nient yestei’du,y,viz.,ihntUe 

' ‘ wn>> partitsulavly cijnful to 

bo ino.sfc courteous in bin manner towards the Minister 
and all who were in tlie Durbar. 1 regarded tlie dea- 
|*.‘itch of Mr. IJcM'Vey on this «1uly as an Inmoiir to His 
I ligliricas, wlKMoas tln^ writer of the klmi'cc'ta scr-nis Ity 
Ids toiii' to rc<>ard itsisau ‘‘open outrage..and ‘'piildic 
insult.' Tlie t'aet i.-i that T1 is I ligluies.*., is evtremtdy 
angry at the th.iluro df Ids wr.heiae^tur nulliiying my 
noutiulify, and is viw’nly oud<‘MVouriug to .sh(»w that. 
)m‘ was insulted. Ili.s llighiie.ss (wld»‘iiUy thdUght 
tiiat. by lo{».vijig mo no time to (‘onsidor J slioiild Jjave 
yi'blcd uud'o* tin* b.'ii'-t' that tlio pr'iee.s.si(iu compos4‘d 
df ahd>it fii.-n \va.s .‘j.lr4'ady in bdl march t<i th«* 

llesjfleucy, which Wduld liav«^ Immui tin* case, someliow 
(»r <jth<.'>-, ha«! I U‘'t. .seid. Mj-. l»«K’v<‘y to inalci' matters 
<julte .sure Ho ;5.uxious war. 1 up<m tin's point that 1' 

1 <'Vi‘U -- iMd a }>j'iv.‘d“ un(,r(olhe ^I inistei'sliort.ly boTore 
^lJ l>d<‘V(‘v' lolV, bf.fgiug him to await lie* n-ceipl. ol’ 
me dHtet.'d y.Mil. 

Ilov. Ilis liiLdiuts-. could uswmaldv arrive al tiji.s 
• %• 

(‘oue)'e/M»u iij ei;u uspj.'iier dj' 1 ,},* deputatmu of ruy 
Asd'laul to Ihii Miui^hr it i-. (piib* imp(»s:-ihh‘ to 
eoueelve "'ho leai eiuise 4 ) 1 ' Mis High!>(*.s.s being 
)dM’'*)ed fit : t all) in the 4 'yi*s uf hi.*', .suhjetds is the 
the! llitil ill i>)i i*o.'. 4 -(l /‘ofuc'etli ri with .huxiuee Dai' 
wa- «»in' ‘)t -.M'd) 'hruMl'id }'(oj)ri 4 '(e tlu'it the Dvitl.Nli 
Mo\e:i!iru;ui ilc'ot'il I 4 ' oh'.dliii ’ly r-sjui.sih- to hold 
ai-ioi [odt 
will' 1 4' 

»{'.( !(■ 1)1 


rt 1 h\.i:4.vo lliii!. III,. actitui 

(o ihi-< ha-, in liu-l airnaiU pr'»dneod »))' 
nil wliiehfi-* i,- lu/w au\lou,-< lo ;oi.ddl«'. 
up ;!i.- bi ill-h < 44,v‘') inifioH and tin- p'isoji ol llu' 
til. 'j’h;;l 111 . I IldiJix-s^'aelid]! C4iid«l bav. hadno 
•■"odt (vl'h-tit I’l’dii' I'aer licit iidt <mly the 
4-1 (hi/,4 ial. bm t!i" Melu-aUa ('hi4ds gimerally, 
hi to 4'nt.ir.'i\ di-vij4]>r4i\-4' ot llie m:\n iagi‘ as 
lug o Mis M iglniiis'.’' Im'HiUI' and dignity; ami 
r<‘pr4-.i-ntat * 11 . Id (hi-. eUl'ct h.aTe alri'ady heou 
Idi xv.'irdt'd V im- pMloveruriM'Ut i’idiu.seveia,l Maliratia 
I'auillie^ >'l* li.-.rm('(ton. It i'= also important, to call to 
miml lh<‘ in-.i.auei-i-i’Ihdwuui Ibuj (bneowaiMuentidji'sI 
at jiag";: ami oM »)l‘(‘oldnel VV'alJaeoV. eompihilftni, 

Ib.m which :* xviM ho seen thal although Uidwuntlhio 
wa-. ill" soil ./I Mi:. Ilighm','.-. Anand l»ao hy liis faiYoiiriio 
wjI'*- 'I'ukhi Dai, ^\]lo \\a- a D.!tjjpodfaii'‘o, \<'t (hal, not 
lieing aeeopbiid*i.o Malivnlta law atid pio<‘.e«Umt a, legal 
wil'e, Dniwtinl llao’s claim.< b) tin; .••uc<’es.si''U wiae 
irj.-ei.ed a-, iilogiliuialc. D'. therefore, tbe (tflspring of 
a hiuh-hiU ii Kajpijot holy, wiio xxas lawinlly marriiMl bi 
Mis Ilighm-ss Atixud Dao Muicowar, w;w (•on'^i«h-red 
dll gitlmati*. df how iiiiieli ui'jre douldtul jnopriely is 
Mis lligluiess' m.irriage will) a>\oiiian, v\Im> is mif, *»n]y 
Mlleged td h<> the wife di'aiiot.lM'v man, !ml whos4‘ ca.ste 
and diigiu «ue ims^lved in gviuit duuht. 'Mds is 
suhmdtr.sl to .Mii»w Ihc absolute necessii.y tliat oxist.ed 
4 >f scrupulously abstaining from nnx actitoi wliudi 
iidghi, possildy be eoustnn'd iut4i:i,)i awp'.ieseenco in the 
marriago 4Ui the ]iart of (lovernmeiit, and iuule.rthe.sci 
cirnmistance.s I believe Uiao the netion 4)1‘(Tovernmejit 
in this matter whilst otl*en."ive to ilis Highness and 
Ids evil advisers lins eomninnded tlie re.s])eetaiid cordial 
ap]irovid of every right-thinking ma)t connocted with 
till' Baroda ISbite. 

It iH well that the wrifct r ol' th«.> kburo<*U ex]dains 
that the “open onirage” of which he comiilaius is tlie 
cait.se of this personal attack. He speaks of many 


tniiuHlrJxtiojij T lui-vw refrained hitherto 
fnnH coiuplfiiiiluff thereol, oj* I waB 
to increase the t1ifficultie« 
into which that very liostUity has 
hri^H'.dit me with the British (Joveni- 
mci»t. Bnt tills open outrage tu me 
in the nu<iHt ot* my Diirlmr iiiakes it 
inipossiUo for lue to roinain any longer 
silent; the more ])jirtienl;irly as it was 
entirely g\*atuitous aud unneeosKjiry. 
(luinmoii eourt(;sy <h*maivletl lliat J 
shonhl have lK'e,n allowtsl to »lo tiie 
Resident tin; CAistoinary lionours on 
such an occasion, Iptt when tlui con¬ 
duct on the part <*1 a. Iti'sident to a 
J*>t«*it(* invoK'cs great polH/icat c^msc- 
tjuences, it was tlio hkwc iiuMnnls'iit 
upon !iim to he [)!uiifularly eavelol 
in 'his {H'ts ln'toie tie* pnolic; tin.* 
many petty slights, discourtesies, and 
linrsh cxprcKsious which 1 haw 
liithcrto thouglit it [iv.'imm not l.«» 
notice have, iiovv' culmioaud in tin:'. 
|)uhJic. insult, and I trust 1 shall n<*t 
.!,ppt*al in vain t-o V'air Kxcollency 
ior redness. 


0, The duties of tlie Residcjit at 
toy (loart have hcen repeatciliy and 
einpluitically hii<l down hy several 
iMusti'jous British f^Hicials, hut it has 
Ivon ijiy uii.sfortnue to eA'jvriemH-; a 
tt)taily o]>posite treutmeut for some 
time past. (Then follow <iUutations!) 


petty alights, discourteflies^and Jwtisd cxpreBsiona which 
have now culminated in this “public insult.'’ Ho docs 
ni>t ypecity, howevir, one of tlio j>etty instances in 
wliich I have acted diHCOurtuonsly to him ; but it 
seeiuK clear that if my oltodieuco to the ordens of 
(government ns above descrilied constitutes an ‘‘open 
emtrage ” aud a ‘‘ ]mhlic insult/^ the petty discourtAJsies 
conijilaiiied oi‘ eaumd h<* veiy .serious. But I can 
eonacicntiously statti that i have nevei' on any one 
single occasion eithm slighted or acUsl discoui*toou8ly 
to Uis lligluies.s ; and up to the 25th ol October last 
at all events, prior to which all my oral inticrcoursc 
on business inattci s took ydiico with him. His U iglun^ss 
lield a very ditierent «)phuon. I'or instam-o. in his 
khiireeta to Uis Kxeellem-y the Viceroy and (dovornor- 
(oMieral, dated 'Joth of Oetolvr bS70, His Highness 
thus r-'cords Uu- (»piiiion he liad formed of mo up to 
that tlaU' 

‘■1 am deeply obliged tu OipIoiioI Phayre, whom T 
consider as my ln-st. friend ami well-wisher nf this 
State,'' iVc.. \'c. 

;jc * ’T 

•• I'ldng bar-ktMl in my endoavouiv at reibrm by a 
zeal’HM and energeiie olHceraiul Kesideiit like ('olomd 
riiayrc, win* i- 'mly. I am hap]»y to say. toi» glad to 
UnSuI mr wil.l' hi.-s advice am) (o the best •>!' his power 
])\ cina ying on tiiese vi<*ws n'-' w«'ll as those atfeeting 
the grais'iv'ur, lionour, aud stability id my State, and 
whose appoiutnieid' at such a- time as Ihisitlent nt my 
(kmil. I liavc llu‘relbj-e reas<jn to congratulate myself 
up<»n, SyV^> ^'^e., ite. ' 

This was Uis Uiglmess’ opinion \\]> tijthc arrival of 
(he C’ommission, since which I ha.\e never discussed 
business maitcts with him ]vrs‘onally, neither have 
Ills frlaniily visits at ihc lh'.si<leney ever Im'iti hder- 
nipted. or thf UJ-iial int<Tchang'e of civilities and 
courU.sic'- at sliikai "r ot)»er parties e.easo<l up to this 
day. Indeed, it was only on the atli inslaJit that 
1 ibrnurded a Itdegrmii fnan His lligluu'ss to his 
hixctdlcncy (he (h>vcriK>r. prnpo.sing’ that J should 
accompany Ifis Minist.er, .Sivajeerao Kiianolkcr, t<» 
Midiablesliwar and Calcutta, for the ]purpose of rcpiv- 
sen(ing wija(. Uis lli'dmess wished to say regarding 
th(. Comnii^siork ie]«ori; ami. inoecover, It was only 
yost'ad.'iv, i!k‘. Sth liislant.. altei t.fu^ alleged “open 

oulmvy” .iml ' pnl.lie Insult’' inferred b' in this 
khm'eai,a isalleged (o ha ve oecmreil that His ifiglinijss’ 
Minister inviteil me (o taken trip with Uis lUghTie.ss 
in ;i sundl sbtaui Ing ou the Nowsarco creek, svliich f 
nceepU'd, r.o that Uis Highness' advisers, ;te.e.ording to 
tie ir usual policy, iip))ear to Iv carryin.g on a paper 
* war I'm iheu'own piirposes, vsliilMt the actual routine 
>d‘ fnendly intercoms*; gta-s on as usual. Had ruypturo 
(*f any kinil ac(.ua!l_> occurred it wonhl liava^ been my 
iium(:di;a.o inl.v to lai-vc brouglit. (he sanu' forthwith 
(') the noli(M! oi ({overnnient, 

'fhe hl'dMiiea! ‘•ket/ch of the )elati<njs hetwecjn the 
tv'o (hivci'nin*-n-(s uhieli I had tin; honoiu' (.o suljiuit 
to (lOveinnuMit with my letter No. .12.S—181, dated 
7th Mity BS71-. is Um true <mssve.i- to this portion of 
His liiglmess'’ klmrecta, ;i.nd sliows that tlnriiig the 
last filiy yeai:- ;unl U)pward.s certain periods have oc- 
cun'od duiing which tho exceptionally ba<l condaet of 
certain lld!'‘i> of Barudii has called for exceptional 
aotitiii on tho jnirt oJ’(luveriimout aud of the* Residents 
Uich’" thi T oi'dpTs. A ]M’rusal of that Mketeh, as well 
as the pviiceedings of the (lominisHlon. shows that tho 
Bavotla StatHs passing thvoiiglj such a period at the 
pro,sent tune; and as the only taiigiblo jujcusation 
which lli« Highness hrings forw'ard oji the present 
occasion is that of the alleged “ open outrage " of the 


EjcceWisncy’s time with further i-emaikR on t})« matter 
at the present time, although [ Ciinnoi hut feel that if 
any one lui-s })een insulted in ILc comse of the marriage 
pvocoodings under report it is the* British Govornniout 
in the poison of tlteir lepresentative, and not Hia 
Highuoss the Gackwav. 


23. I havt! now answered in detail (*very point mentioned in this Ichnrecta, and 
in conclusion I have only to inviti- the serious attention of Goveriinunit to Iho 
fothnring facits which seem to throw an important liglil- on this most improper 
composition. 

2i. I have already sIiowti wiirii iht* personal feelings of llis Bigii ness wore 
towards me up to the 2rith Octohf^r, and (wen in tlx* t-elogi*nm fjJ‘ the 5tli inslant, 
proposing that I should a<*corn]>aiiy liio Alinister and (*ertain niemlHU's of the 
Durbar to Maliabl(?s!iwar and Caleiitla to re])resent llis Jlighness’ views u})on the 
Commission lt('port. 

25. I have already ro})ortod to Government, that immediately after I he arrival 
of IVlr. Dadabhai Nowrojee at Bai'oda in Deeeniliei* last, a peree])lihlt> ditlerenee in 
tone was at once aj)])arent in all ollieial ('(nninunieaiions from Hie Durbar, tiu^ first 
]mblie intimation of ■vvlii(*h was givt'n in tlu.' khiirtMda iroin the Durbar to Tlis 
Bxeolleiuiy tlie Vieeroy and Gov(‘rnor-Gei.tonil, dated 3isl Docenilier last, which 
was eomrnentpd on by me at. tin* time. 

20. Tli(', kliuroeta under notiee {•orp‘es]»()nds in a most, remarkable manner both 
ill thought, argument., and style with llie w(^li-kriown “ [m'eedcmu^ ’’ khurtM'ta (lat,ed 
5th Df-eemher 1872, Avhieh is known to Imre been the wfu’k of Mr. Dudabliai, 
and I’orthi' writing of wdiieh, and agitation of which question, he tihtained Itupet's 
50,BOO from llis Highness the Gaokw'ar. This remarkahle similarily leu\av no 
doul)t. whatever in my mind that this ])i' 0 (luetion is tln^ work of Mi*. Dndabliai 
NowToj(*(‘alone; and that this is a I'acd. most mat(‘rial to e,oiwider in forming an 
o[muon upon Its !‘<*al weiglit and signilicance. Mr. Dadabhai i\»»wrojee is at 
lliO present moment a ihorougbly disapjiointe-d man; he is unanimously pro- 
iiouneed to l>e a t'ailun* here as an aspiranl to tin* fdllci* f>f Minist(‘r, not. having 
bru'U aide up to tlu^ ])ri*sent lime t(» r'lleet any p‘e(bi*jiw or carryout any AVidgbt 
whatevin- in dealing with the oi-diiuiry administvatioii of ilte. affairs of the Staits 

27. Tin* last aeeounts lieartl oi‘ .Luxmec Dai's rojtuten lmsl)an(l Bandooare to the 
ctl'eel that a Vakis'l oftlic Sttral (Session C<Mirt and two tin* ])es(. pleaders of tin*. 
High Court in Bombay have l>een ret.ained on his behalf, and that llie Sura.t 
Va.ive(‘l a<‘eo}n]»iUued bv I'a.iutoo tias proeia-ded to tin* Surat. District Court. U> la,v 
iiis case lud'oro the Magisirati* baving juri.sdhgion. 


P.S.—-llth May IST-t..With reference to the supposed counei'tion of Mr, 

IhMlubbai NowTojee with tin* kliuvfu't.a. under notiee jofeiri'd t(mili<ive, I think it 
material to bring to the. notiet^ of iiis Jv^celleuey in Coniua'i Aa'Ih'ii the 
Minister !Nana Sah(*b visitt'd me tin's morning, T^aski*(l him poMd Itlank ^vUo wrote, 
tins kimnreta. lie, informed me that Mr. Dadabliai iNowTojee was the autJior of 
it. T then asked him if hi* knew its contents,and he rejdie<l in g(m'ral terms tiiat 
la; did ; as, bowover, J donbled llii* extent <d' Ids itiformatton, 1 eanse.d (lieklnireeta 
to bi* tr!Uislat(;d to Iiini orally in Gu/eratce, and or hearing the Kenbaiee much 
‘‘ as 1 aln^ady sull'ered in dignity and autliorify Irom tin* Itesidents op(‘n hostiliiy 
“ to my Administration,” ifec., 1 r* at one,e n'.piidint.ed t he obvious direct jneanir)g 
of tbo wmrds, and proceeded to explain tliat the idea int.ejuled to be coiiveyed T.vas 
that the statcmcnlB of persons host ile to th<^ Durbar wmv iieard and aciial ui»on, but 
disclainuxi m tolo any intention of intimating personal hostility on ila* part ol the 
llesideut. I then asked Nana 8aheb wheth(;r as a military man he <'oiisidej'ed 
the despatch of a letter by an A.D.C. as an honour, or an open outrage ” and a 
“public insult;” his answer of course Avas that it Avas an honour, and on my 
pointing out that Mi*. Boevey’s mission was prc«us<dy analogous, hf' ol eourso did 
not proi-eud to dispute it. lie also expressed his disji.p[)roval ol the general tone 
of the khureeta by saying that suidi a production wouid nevet' havi; cinaiiatcd from 
any of the old Durbar sen'ants, and aiApeared to exprc.ss anxiety us to Avbct.tKU’ it 
would be despatched to-day or to-morrow, f replied that it would be despatched 
to-day, as it was lUHJCSsai'y to despatch such a document to Government as soon us 
possible. * 



( 1$ > 

This expression of opinion may or may not bo due to a pemoual feeling of 
rivalry lowitnls Mr. Dadahbni Nowrojt'o On the Minister's part, but as I have 
hoard from independent Kources lhal Ui(‘ withdrawal of the khurceta was actually 
mooUnl in the Durbar, I feel little douhi of its Mihstantial correctness, and would 
re,8i)eel fully submit that Mr. Diulnhliai's connection with this insolent production 
‘'iully justili<‘s the opinion wliieh 1 hare l)cloi‘e expressed of him as a mischievous 
** political agitator,” lie haviiiic in this instance witli his excellent knowledge of 
Englisli eufiloins nnd liahit^ rejircM^nled lhal to he an ** open outrage,” a “public 
“ iusiilt/'and an aet of open hostility to the (J.'U'knav which he must perfectly 
well have kiunvii •was the very reverse. 

Pacts like this j>rove ilie iittiw iinlitiKSH of Mr. Dadahlmi for llic work of reform 
whieli he professe* to have eoinim'need, anti, as 1 pointed out to the Minister, only 
ti'ud to excite a daiiaevoiis imialion in the mind of the Maliaraja, leading him to 
believe that he has a urievams', and thus making him more than ever diflineiined 
to lishai to any advice uliieh the (h)\(‘nimeiil may think prop(T to otler him. 

In eonelurtion (JovernnuMit will reeolhs-t that in inyyAdtothe Durbar, No. 
2501 of IStli October 1S7**1, lorwardf'd to (lovcnimeut with my letter dated 2l8t 
idem, 1 usihI tlie following uords: - 

“ 1)(» not think you cun divcil :lI(( idum iVoin )<miv own adinimslndion and your own ]ier- 
sonal acts 'jincii yon raitie to the tlirmu^ hv ,i (•(mat' i-ntUtck on me Poisonsnmy Imvo tau^:;lit 
you iliat sucli is a clcvei mo\e In muKc, hut mo that it is an nttorl} futile oiiehofoit' the 

array of fiieU that oHii he la ou chi (lauard T lm\i*dom imtliini''<i*(Tetly, nil has been as clear 
and open ns da,\ lii;ht 1 have, as V<an llieliin-ss know ^ i ndeavounsl hy atguraent as well iia 
hyentnaly tonmvi you to do tirtmimn jn tt»<‘ii»y(im ptajpU* hut w ithoiit avail, and theietoKj 
you must atli ihute the ja isi nt sta((‘ of ^l1^al^^ to \ (an (nvn aclf-w ill auid to th(‘ evil infhn'ncc 
of had advisors’' 


Dated Nowsavee Valnee, i)fh May lS7t. 

Prom Ilis Highness Mumrvu lt\o Mamvuvjv (hviokWAn Ricnakuas ICtiKVL 
Njiumniiku JlAnAhOOji, U» Ciovounok and Pjilsjdknt in (JoUNCJii, Homuav. 

1 iiAVH now Avith great regrt't to bring to Vour lixeelleney's notice a jmhlie 
iusult vvliieh 1 liaA’(‘ r<*eeiv(sl nl tin* liCSHhmt's inmds. 

As usual f stud a yAd informing tin' ltesi(l(‘nl tluii the customary invitation for 
my luarringe vv(»uld he brought to him ])y my Ministi r and relations Avith IIk* 
usual e(‘remonial p^meduiv. Ilao Salad) ila])oohhai, Avdio p('rsonally took the yad, 
gnA'(*the llesidi‘nl lo understand clearly what Die etwemonial ])roee(Iure would he, 
audaskiMl him to ajjpoini aiiuc' lor reodving my Miulsha*. Tli<’llesideui tiu'reon 
exjwessed liis (h'sire that ll slmuld ]«• lad'orc noon. Soiim' time alt(‘r a not<'was 
sent i«) my Minister in which tlie U(‘Mdent ask{‘d him not to proee(‘d to give the 
invitation hid'ore n'ceiving an answer lo my yAd. IVhih* tlie ])repariititms for the 
l)roeessioa jiad adAanced more tliRii hall tin' way tt) the llosideuey, tlie Assistant 
Jli'sideni hroughl a lelier addressed to me vAju'iTm the Jiesidont liad askixl me to 
eountenunnd tiie usual ceremonial proeeduri'. While delivering the IcttiT, the 
Assistant llesldent standing, and not <‘V(‘n ae( ej)ling a scat offered to liim, told my 
Minister in the midst of my jmhiie Durlm* lliat if my Minister went to the 
itesident to give him llu‘ invitation the Resident AVOitld not receive liint. ^Jlie 
elfeet of all this upon I hose immediatidy jweserit and subsequimtly on all my 
suhjeels not here aloiu' bin in all my territory cannot but bi^ to lessen the respect 
ol’ m> subjects towards me, a>Kl to very largely iiuTcase the jiresent dilliculties of 
my admimsipatiori. Mmdi as I hfu'o already sufl'ered in dignity and authority 
from ihi' Resident's o])(’n Iiostility to my admiinstiiition 1 have refrained hitherto 
from conijilauiing tluu'oof, as t Avas unwilling to increase the diffictilixes into which 
that very hostility has liroiiglit me with the Ihitish Grovem-mont. Eut this open 
(mtrage to me in the midst of my Du’^har tnakes it impossible for me to remaia 
any longer silent, tlu' more jiarticularly as it was entirely gratuitous and un- 
lUTV'ssiiry. Common courtesy demanded that 1 should have liecu allowed to do 
the ilx^sidenl the customary honours of such an occasion. But when the conduct 
onthojiarl of a Besidenitoa Btato involves groat political consoquenoos, it was 
the more iacumbeut Upo]i huu to be particul^ly eoioful in his acts before the 
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The many ^ity diaoiwiemies, oiid liarsh expressions irhiclx I liavo 

mtherto thought it proper not to noiicai, imve now culminated in flus tJublie 
insuli, and J trust Jl shall not appeal In vain to Your Exoolloncy for duo 
redrosN. 

Tlio duties of the Resident at my Court Imvc btvu I'epealedly and emphaHoally 
laid down by several illustrious Rritisli oificiaJs, but it has been my misfortune to 
oxporioneo a totally opposite teatmeui for sonic Umo past. 

Mr. Mounistuart Mpliinstono, while ('xaeiinj? some strini't^nt' leims for ibe 
fulfilment of the Babadharcc, specially s^iarded against the ttesiilent iwimt; in 
any way caleulai 0(1 to impair in any dc'f^ns' the respect of the suhjeeis iowawls 
their HOV(»ringti. Jn the letter of the Bombay Government to tli<‘ ItiNulcnt of tlie 
day, lu' is told :— 

“ On occasions wlu're ii is nc'cessai*} to advise yon slionld be (iirefnl to u:iv<' it 
,,,,, ,, . „„ in tJie l<»ast offensive maimer and with iHnfeel 

Wallace R Hook,pfiftc no i- i i i tj i i t i •* . 

ii(‘ 0 (lom and candour. 11 should b(' givou 
wiiii such })vi^aey as 1o luabe the eonduei suggested a])p(‘ar to originate wdh flu* 
Gac'kwai* lunwdf, and on all occasions f/otr hhonhl spare no pains to <»oneiliut(» the 
eonfidenee and good-wdl of the Claekuar, as w<dl as to npliold ilie tharaeter of 
his adniiui*jtration in tin* oy's of bis subjects ” 

Even wh(*n Sir dohn Alalcolm issued a proclainalioii for the st*([n(stni1ion of 
,, ,, , ci'daiu ixrguiinnhsiu lulfibmml ofllH' litihad- 

har(*<‘, CioNCTUiuent dire<‘t(‘d tilt' l{(»sid(mf “ (o 
“ mainlain a serupiilous Ivindnoss of manner towards Sa;yaj('(‘, to (orb(*ar 
cauti(msl\ ijoin (‘M'l’y word and aet tlial could oinaid or irritate, and to seisse 
(‘MTV (t])]) 0 Ytunity ol eoneiliation.” Jbdore Kir John Malcolm took the hard 
sto]) ol sc(]ii('stni(ioii lu' bad nisinicied the R(*sid(*nt: - 

“ You sluaild indeed tal\(‘ every opportunity ^\ou can of (liselainiing all right of 
interloKout'with bis niti'i’iial .dfaiis, and ol dnecting the attnitioii ol those who 
. , , , , , apTilv to >oii ioi lavouisoi indnlgcsiecs of any 

kind to tin ir i ijn(*(‘ as the medium through 
which alone ^\ou could K'et'ne such appheations 

Nothing can more add to liis eonse(|n(*iit*(‘and eonsKhTaiion Ilian such daily 
acts of tilt ISntisli Ih'sidi lit, oi tind inoi(‘to sliew the dtsire of that (irovtrnnuMit 
to niamlain inidminiislu'd Ins authority ovt i,> evei> class of liis siibjt'ct*' ” 

Lord Claic, wlnm visiting Jhiioda, uiidei Irvmg cncnnistamos, dc'-iu'd and v>as 

insliiK‘t(d b\ th(‘ Jioiiomabh' tiie C’ouit of 
' Dik cims to nuxd and livat t hat i'rincc “ with 

“ the utmost (IistLuetion and coiisulcration. * 

Str Janu's Carnac, in his kind kliuiiMta ol ISll sa^s. “1 niticai von to 
, . b(‘li('vc tli.u in all the adv i(‘(‘w liic b L have 

.At til R S V ol Vi |) 1^4 Jl /liitlillVIl \ 

“ giMMi ,voii (I tiust ('ir(ctun]l;s) I have be(‘n 
inlhmici'd soldybv a n'gaid to ^our own vvellaic and to the inauilenaiict'.ol 
** your high position as tln^ liead ol the (Jai Lwai State.” 

Such has been tJic solicitude ot all tlu'se (‘rmiuMii Jh*iti-,h olllclals to ticat the 
reigning I’liucc with considtoation and kindness, and they hav(‘ always instruct'd 
the Resident to do so. Almost all forim'j Hcsxlents have, if must be acknow¬ 
ledged to tiuir credit, loyally carried oui lbcs(‘ kind instructions, and it has been 
only Tijy misfortune that I have liad for some lua<' past a totally dilhTcut 
treatment. 

The <*hu‘f duty ol the Rcsidi'ut at this Com< is to prescrvc and promote the 
friendly and loyal relations vvhicli have subsisted iindei every pos'-iblc ciremn- 
stnnee from the very eomnu'nemuoiit of the eoniu'ction between tbe two States. 
Hat 1 ](*avc it to Your Exeollency to judge vilu'ther sueb a desirable n'Siilt could 
be attained with a llcsidimt so continuously unkind towards me and so indilUnviit 
to my feelings as to outrage thorn in tbe midst ol a joyous occasion in niy own 
public Durbar. 


Dated Bombay Castle, 27th May 1B7 k 

From Jlis Excellency tlie Governor of Bomrav, to liis Iliglmess Muluak 
JUo Gaekwar Senakkas Kukvl Sumsuek BAOAnoon. 

I LOSE no time in replying to Your Jliglmess^ kliureeta of the 9th instant, in 
which I romt to find that you charge the British Ilesideut with haring oifered 

you Cl puh|lm insult. 

AsnA n 


It is there^fore aaeeefia$aiy |br to recftpit3(4^ th^ ^Hoh, in mj 

opinion, Jed to the traasaotSott which has gitctt Your Highnoss so much offence 
rt appears fhat Oft the 28rd April the Resident Joamed that Yonr liighncsshad 
dehn’iidnt'd to celebrate your marriage on the 27tU of that nfionth, and the 
Minisit'r intimated to him thal the usual khurc^ota would bo sent. A postpone¬ 
ment to the 6th May took place; and during that jtiteiTal representations were 
miule to the Briiihli Gt)vernmeut tiiat your into^ided bride had )>een piwiously 
man*iod to a British snbjcei, whr) was still alive It was considered proper 
tlio3'pfor« that until tliis represdilation had been proved to be untrue the British 
OovmiTnciil should abstain tVoni giving tliat fomial eountiMiaiice to thv marriage 
which would lx* iiuplicd by the oilicinl ])reseuee ol the Besidi'iil at the ceremony. 
Colonel Phayn* was therclore dijcc1(*d to JuruisJi a (luard ol Honour if re(j[uircd, 
but not to attend liimsidl. 

During all this time no formal cominuni<*alion was made* hy the Durbar, as 
is custommy on such occasions, to ilu* ll(*si(lcni as lo the ceremonial to be 
obscrvi'd. 

But on tlu* moiimig ot the 5th Ma;* (the inairia^e lia\ing ])een again post¬ 
poned (o the 7fh), Tvhou thret incmlx i*s of tlx* Durbar called ou the llfpidenl, ho 
informed them lu'could not attend, but winild giic tlx (luaidof Honour, which 
tliey said would be ol no ust* Tuool tlxmcalhxl again on lht'e\enuig of the 
following day to [wopose tliat tlx* llesxient slioiiid lx* piosojit in lus ])rivnle 
aijincily, which Mas declitXMl \ our liiglnx ss apjHMT'i to have been Jett so com¬ 
pletely in ignoi.niee 1\> }Our Minisidsol what had jxisscd hotweini tlx* R(*sidi‘nl 
and theniseh(‘s, that on tlu* 7th , the appomtixl tbi the inariinge, ^ou 
addressed lo Coloix*! IMia\ie a eimununic ition pii'si ubiug llic ccri'nionial to hi* 
observed, including that jx'vsonal attendaiux* 'winch ^voor Ministers had bci'ii 
distiiiell;^ iiifomed he had been mstiucted not to give 

1'his cominunieation leachcd him about two luuns onij bofon* the eenanonies 
were t(» begin, and belore, as a ])art ol tliein, a large j)ioc(*ssx>n lieaded Iiy tlx* 
Minister was to jirocecd to the Residency as a jnclmuiiai) to his a])])eanng at 
the marriage And Colonel Phajin as soon as he hccanx* fully aware ot the 
purport ot Your Higlni(*ss'leiter, l>(*ing most anv xnis to avoxl an\ public shglit, 
despatched lus Assistant with an answt'i, iii the hope tliat hy so doing he might 
be in time to jirevent the formatjon ol the pioei'-sion 

J f<‘el surf tliat oui Jligbiiess, with tlin c vplanalion Ix'fori* you, and lioing 
thus made aeijuainted with what liad pasM*d betwuii tlx*'JU'SKhnt and your 
Mmish'is, will peux ive that the formt i aetc'd in olx du ix e to his iiistiuctioes, and 
will aeijuit him ol any iuteution to oflei ^ou a public insult 


!No. 151-557, dated Baioda, 201 li J\lay IS71 

«Prom JlisiuiMat IImioda, to Si ciu i\a\ lo (lx Gov j rnmi m ol Bombav 

I Iiav'e the honoui to slati that again tins morning Bao Saheh Bnpoohiiai 
and Oovdixlrrxi Mama ealled at the Ihsiihiuy to invite m(' to tlx* Ahcr i)mhar, 
which is to <'Ouclndc the (*cr< nxmx's coinuxdid v\ith liusmt'c Bais marriuee 
2. I informed tliem that having n<*ci\ed, as b(*ioic intimated to tliem, tlie 
positive orders of (loverumeiit not to mis ni>s(lf ujiwith that mainagc in any 
wiij, 1 had no rcawoii to b(*ii(‘V(* that Gov<*nniient would lescind those ordeis. I 
iohi them that 1 had scut on tlx* Ministci ^aIla SahehN noh* of invitation, dated 
20th instant, lor the informatioa ot Goveinnant. 

;h I liave l)c(‘n informed that on tlx* 20th instant a large dinner was pri'pared 
by Tlis Highness’ orders foi lus ivlatises and princi]>al men of the Muliratta caste 
at Barodu, but that with the (*A<*eption ot tlx* Minist('r Kana Salicb, Harlba, 
Gaekwar, and the Rynaiiullee (llic brother of the Jlance MaJsa Bai) no persons 
of note attended; and that His Highness* son-in-law, Tatja Saheb Sirke, and 
others positively declined to attend under the* plea that they would lose caste by 
so doing. 

t Tliis has given great otfimee to His pighness, wlio, I have Ihis day boon 
informed, inteudH to repeat the experiment on or before i he tth June, the last day 
of the cen'monies, and to us(* force, if neccabary, to compel sucli Mahrattas as arc. 
in flic service of the State to attend. 

5. J think it right lo state Itiat should His Iligkiiess be so 01-advlsod as 
to Udopt thw step a disturbance of Mime kidd or other is more than probable, duo 
mdice of wliich will be given by telegram, should Iho unfortunate intentii;® be 


I 


ISTo* I64^i dotted Bajroda, 5tib Jtme 1874 
From EBStDiTNT at Bako 3 >a» to SsoE&S'AAt b tho Goveeemskt of BombaV. 

BfiBBRErNG to paragraphs 4 aiid 6 of my letter No. 164-557, dated 20tli ultimo, 
and my telogram dated ilu* Ibt instant, and Govermnoni iologi’anj in reply datxxl 
2nd idem, 1 have the honour to report tha< yesterday llio Mahrattn andolbor 
Sirdars with their followers atUmdod the Aher (Suteberry at the I'aliwje in honour 
of tb(" lato marriage and presented uuzzenuia, &c., &e. Tlic Europt'an and other 
officers of His Highness* rogulai* troop were also according to my information 
requested to present nuzzerana on tins occasion, contraiy to all ride. 

2. The Mahratta Sirdars were then requested by Jiis Highness the jMahnrnja 
to attend the caste dinner in honour oi the oeea'^ion, vrhicli lii^l lx'<*n ])rt‘]»an‘d 
at th(* house of Rnklimnj(‘(‘, the r(»|mt«*d slej)-f:ither ol tlie bride Luxuice BaL 
ThiM they respectfully declined to do, pleading that LiiMiiei* Bai and her ste])- 
iaiber, Jlukhmiijee, not being of the Alalimti.i cast(‘, auy Malirattas w'ho might 
])artalve of the dinner would be ])ui out of caste tlnM4‘b;i, and const*queutly That 
they n mid Ix' unablt^ to marr\ their daughters into i<'speejal)ie Mahratta families, 
rmd would be otliei'wise losers of caste piiWlegt s, A.i*. 

5 For a day m* two prniously rnnu)ni*s weie ni eirenlMtioM in the city tliat 
if the Mahratta Sirdars and tb<*ir folloAviTs relnsed In eoIHl)l^ with tlie Mahnnija's 
r<'(jU(\st to j)artak(* ol ibis dinner, loree would be iis(‘d t<» (‘(anpel tlnnn to do so. 
"No sneb lorei*, boAAe\{*), was ies(»ritd to, lliougli it was said (bat botli poliei'and 
irilantrv wev(‘ liehl lu readiness tor tlu' puijxise, and donl>ls were (‘\|)iA'Ss(*d 
wlu'tluT tliese bodi(‘s would act against then <*onii*u(les in sueb a eiuise if called 
upon to do so. 

1. When tin* Durbar was conelnded the JMaJirattas leturiu'd (piietly to their 
bonu's, wliert' it is said llial ellorts Aven* made Rao Sablb Bapoobhai aud 
Goviiid Rao Mama to induce rlunu to attend tin' dinner, but without success. 


Ko. 1-50-1 lt)o, dated Barxla, IJlst l)(>eeiulKT 1^71 

From Colonel Sir L. J'liUA, K.C.S.I., OoM'rnoi-Gener.d, and Sjiecial 

Commissioner, Barod.i, to C. (ionm, h^q., Secretary I*) llu' Goverimuait 
ol lioijd>a>. 

I UAVi: tiu' hononi to aeknowdeilgi^ the reeeijd of your lettm Ko. 7055 of 
■* riansiiiitiiii*; (lovc jmhu iit ol imhii utiir l7tb iusfaul,*' eoiu'crniiig I lit* ei 1 cuiustuiu'es 
i7t'( e.oi latii Dtumiui jsTi attending tlu‘ alleged mamage ol llis High¬ 

ness tile Uaekwar Avitli IjiiKmei^ Bai, and tlie birth ol a sf>n to ilis Uiglincss; 
foi'Avardmg also a khureeia Iron* tin* Viceroy to the addri'ss of the (J.iekAVtU* to be 
deliA'ered to him. • 

2. T1 appeared to me that if' I at the ]>rtseut moment earried into effect tlie 
instructions contained in paragraph 2 ol tlie (j|o\eriLnient of India lettiT Ko. 
27n0J^.* of till' 12th instant, ( might tinid lo re-agitale the-tmblie mind in the 
G ack war's lerrilovies iu regard to tlie rights of •tlie inlanl. For “to eaiisi* such 
“ honouris to be paid as are usual on the oeeasion of the birth of a son to the 
“ Gaekwar” might lead thi' nobles and othi^r classes to the eonelusion that the 
Govemnicut of India recogni/ed the legitimaci of the infant, aud Hint tlie infant 
AVfiuld in all probability inherit the Gad<H‘. And tin* ouliTtaimaeut of this 
iiiferenei' by those classes might, I think, dmiug the prt'si'iit crisis prove 
inconvenient. 

3. Accordingly I submitted a telcgr;un to tin' Foieign SceAvtaiy ^'questing 
permibsion to suspend action iu the matter until His ExA*eIhmcy the Viceroy and 
Ciovernor-Goneral iu Council should reetMAi* my prcsiMii it^iort. My request was 
acceded to, and the khureeia rt^mains with me. 

4. In a matter of this kind and imder the pi'euliaj* circiunstanecs in A^'liich tliis 
State now finds itself, time is on our side, and I Avould defertmiially suggest that 
the kliurceta bo left undelivered for the present ; and that aaIicu it shall bo 
delivoi*ed care bo taken to avoid all risk of the commuruty iu gtmeral being h‘d 
to attribute to the khuroeta auy tenor or intention other than the bald acknow- 
ledgmcat of the GaekwaFs kjiuro<?ta annouiusing the birth of tlu* infant. 


J 


( 80 ) 


No, 81, dated Bombay Castle, Januar;^ 1875. 

IVom C. Oo.NVi,, SecHitajy <o tlu* Government of Boiubriy, to Coloiu'l Sir 
L^^w^ I’l.MiY, K.C.S.J., txovenior-UeiUTul, ;uid 8jx'cial Oommii5A.iouor, 

Jtnxxia. 

I \\] (lireclod to uekuo\\lf'(l”( the m'ei|)t of* your L*itt*r dnied flu* 81s{ uftiirio, 
No. IfjO-l 108, jvi^nidin^ l]u‘ kliurtMdn iukh’csst'd by Ills Cvcllimey 1 ho Viceroy 
ft) Kts Hii»liu('ss Muliiar Jbio (hiekuar on the occasion of flie bidli of a boii fo 
His Tli^hm-ss. 

2. In rc[>]^, I inu desirt'd lo stiiie Ihat (JoM’rnineid concur uitli you in fhc 
sun'^t‘isiion coui.lined in tlio till ji.tiMi’r.ijdi ol j our li iter, :iud Ihc Co\ (Tiimonf of 
India Will be iiildicssf d MceoiVliui;l\. 



Oorrespondeace between Government of Bombay and 

tlie Viceroy. 


a 


Td(*grain, duU'ci OOth April 187 

From I’KxvvTi. ShCUin’AHY It) (‘Jovihnoii of Uomjim, MAUvuLJi-sinYAU, lo 

ForuuoN HKciun'Aiiv, Cvlciii'A 

(3AKK^^Alt asTvod If) provith'(luard of lloiioiiral Nowsari fov !iis 

man*i;igf‘ willi hts mistn'Ss ijiivmr'c Hai on or about May sK'lh. Formal oomplaint 
prtniously mado by 1ln" all<‘i*i’d husband, residini' disiriol Vlmu’dimt^qur, who»n 
JU'bidonl jvj'(‘iT(*(l to <b(‘J\lai^istral(' Oisliict Sho is said to h.no Jx'rn |)iviciiaiit 
for two luontii*'. Fliayrc has been ordcmd iiot (o (itiard ol llonour witiioui 
our orders Vieei'oy and (btun*noi’ (b'ut'nrs iiistruchfdis sf)iif*i1ed 


^JVdrf'raiu, No I0(K)F., lind M iv 1^71. 


From FoiimoN SEcnriHuv, ia, to Fia\ \ \\ Sjcjti i viu 

lloMllVl, M VII lUJJ.SIlW VK. 


tf) (jOVI'vUNOIt of 


YodJis of oOth. It is not eitstonnn;^ lo i*uar(ls mi siudi ootMsions in CVnitral 
India. M <‘are not infovmt'd as to lioinb.t\ eudom, but if it has Iksmi eitsjomary 
to i;i\e such ”uards, a I'uaid slionld not 1 m' n'lus.'d (hi aeeouiit ol d<*ijbls t nlertained 
as to the propriet,\ ol marriai^e. 

If not eustomarv a £>iiard should mo» In* on the •;iound that it is not 

flesir<ibb'tf> altei establislu'd iisep* 


relf*i»ianj, dated t»rd May 1*^71. 

From FriwtI’. Sr(Kii\in lo (iomknou of J?omiiv\, AF vu viarsnu mi, to 

Foil! n,\ Si (i;i 1 \M \, i\fr\ ri \ 


• t^rni eiistoniaia to^nf (iirnd ol llonom, ind Resident ‘iltejids at r(‘eoi»nise(i 
ni;uTijii*e ot (Jieknaj’. 'Fins manime e\e( pt iopi il, and re<ison to lielitnu’, If 
eonsiinnnaled, nustiess punish.ible imdei (li.ijilta fwentv Fenal Oodf*. Kesiflent*s 
[iresfMice and (luaid ol lionoui ukmh in opinion ot tliis (fOvmunfMit siinetion of 
(loxernnu'iit VVitliont the Vieeio\ and tlo\(jnoi-(ieiu*r.il\ (‘\])ressordf’vs tioveni- 
numt ot Fonihav will not samtion tins sti p l]\'*<'])i for tin* reemit ordei of the 
Vieerov GoM'vnnu nt of lloinbti) would Inne ad\is(sl pos(])oneni<mt of the sudden 
nuirriane till alh'i^ation of liei fiun lously existini^ marriai^f' vvi're disproved. 


'relei»raiii. i\o 1002F. dated Ith Ma) JS7I 

From Foiuk.n Sbcni/ivin, C\ut ii\, to Fuivajj Su hi i\in-to (ioviii\onol‘ 

JJonnw, A1 MiMiOLsiin vu. 

Vici KOi desires that the p;ua)*(l he 1 urnisluMi as if is eiisloinary and eaiinot bt‘ 
htdd to imply samdion or a})])roAal ol (lovernnient to nuunaiie. As liesideiit 
doubts jiropriety ol niiUTia^i* ln‘ slunild not attend. 


Telei'vam, dated Itb Ma> 1871. 

From ViuvATi Secuktaiu toGovi itNoii of Homuw, AlMiAmnsnAVMt, IoFoueicn 

Sunn I’AKV, C’\u imta 

Mahji] VGK announced for 71 h instant. Js ib'sideni to .ittfuirl or not? Tam 
directed to add that tin* uoman is a dhobee. 


Tele<j?ram, dated ttb May ls71. 

From PniVATE SeCBETAUY to OOVEKNOK of JTOWUVV, MAFIAliLUSUWAlt, to 

Foreign Secretary, Calcutta. 

OrjjKrs rcooivi*d and attended to. 



Tolegram> dated 6 tli May 1874 . 

Fiom l^KIVATL SkCBETAHY to (loViilRKOAl of BOMB\r, MAirAJBIiBSHWAU, to 

VORBIfiX SlCBBTAilY, CALfUTIA. 

My loh^^nuti 30Ui April. Eiiquiuch show iluil iJiogod liushaud is known to 
police, and addicted to Tnakini> lalse c3iargei>. flis stati'mcnl appcaiN False. 
Pro|>n(*l;v ol marriage siil! ([lu stiouablc, and thcrcfoie GovtTuor i>re8iunc9 late 
onlcrs need not Le modilied. 


Tclf'ojain, No UnOV., dated 7l!t May 1S71. 

From JON Si (i;i i \it>, (’\i (in i\, to Fkivaii SLUtLiAin to (lovMtNOK ol 

lloMHW, "Maij MU l-snw vit. 

Fju \ Joi s mstin( lion*- nia^ shad 


'n h i^iani, d it(s1 '^ili M.i^\ 1^71 

heroin Si (3ti I Ain, fJo\nt\MJM <d Bomiivm M mi mu j sinv\ k, to Foin lov 

Si (in I vjn, (’ \i {1 iJ \ 

lIisuuM tclem^iplis Ihis (In -lUinMd ((Umuu this d.ij horn Sinat lunn 
I\nidii. lit(|n('.(s tliai maiii^ie ol Ins wi!( uill- 'Malriuji nia\ lie slo|ip(»d. 
W'ouid (lOMMimeid o( llonilrn uisU iik Id IliKi ie\ utinn ti^iidinii Fandu 
InNitatioiito niani.ii;( foi \ano\ md (oimiium ol Ihmili.n u ( (mm d t Ins d,i> 
M't I* ^i.nn < lids Kesidi nl ouloi d fu t:dv( no .u 1 ion k ” iidini> i*andii\ Ic lc<»i,un. 
Wi' ]ja\e also iceiMved ti U ^lam iunn F.indii and u li'Ut d luin, il lie has complajiit 
to Maiiistrafe 


^o. 3 F, dated Maliahh'sliuar, nth M iv 1^71 

Fioin Slckiivji'v to llu ol to Si mu i mo to the 

(<<n M.N MI \ I Ol [mu V, J''<n!i ION Djim.iminj 

MMiiirdfunet to piMious Idii'iaiiis n'spulnu Ills lliuhness tin (iadnvaik 
pioposeil luainairt, f Im‘H to foi uaid Injenitli e(>]>v ot a u poiI liom tludltsidi of 
at Baioda 


No 2(*,duid Ma!i*il)l<shwdi, lotii Ma\ JS71 

Fiom Si cm j\n\ to llu Go^cK^^fl^^ol , to Si*cJUii vii v to (in 

(lOVtl.NMlM <j1 Indi i'ou ii>u l)t jiu I tmcjit. 

In lonvardiu*; the let'oinpinviicj copies o( ie])oils* liom the ISesuh'iit a( B.troda, 
M ith u I( H net to ]nM ions !< 1( ^laphn t oiH'spondi net u i»ai(lin£; Ills H if»hn<‘ss the 
(iadvHaTs inti inh d tnain no I am diieet<d to st'ili that eiKpuiics are in pTot'jUss 
as to tin' jiosition and J-uiul.v ol.iln ilJt i*( d hnshaiid of the mlciukd laidt 


No. dated Hoinliav Castle, IJltli May lS7i 

Fioia AfiJNO Si (Jti I Mn to Mie Govi ienmj n i ol Bovnivv, to Si (iici uly to tlie 

(iO\LK>MiNi of IsDU, 1 oieiu;!! UeparbiHUit 

1 \M dinoh'd (o lorw.ud Innewith, for dtli\(‘i 7 , a khuieda addressed by Ills 
lluhtu ss the (rack■v\aj oi Haiod » io Ifis F\eollen(*y tin Viei mi;\ and (ioveriun- 
(e mm] indtini; Ills K\eel]eney to Jli'- Un^hness'uuminf^e-vvifli lus Haul wife, 
Litvuite Ral, uluch wjis eelelwated on the 7th instant 

Tl wsf MJON III n II ttn fo m His HlUH s ss (jJD MaIIAP VfAU (UtKWAIl OJ' liAJlODA to IIlS 

hv(TH N* V 'un VjWi,01 \NI> (U>VJ KNOIt (il M ini 

l n. Cl ail tliat Tlnnsilav tlu 7tli Mii> has ho n Iim d as tlu diiti fm tlio celohia- 
i niijis weddma with iht I iia;ht<ir of Itnji shroo Itookinajei Uao, Uip son id Kao 

Ja Iho ol Si piiiaooi, .od to nquast that Youj ExctUency wdJ kmdly Ijo piosout'on the 
oeuismii U itiK&s tUo (tioinouv 





No. 2670, dated Bombay Oaatlo, Idtb May 1871. 

From AoTtNO Sbckktart to the OovEaNMBOT of Bojtbay, to Skchetaut to tJm 

Goveunwent of Inoia, Foroigu Do][)artm(sTit. 

With reference lo my letter of tliia date, No. 2,069,1 am (lirccd^od to forward, 
for the informatiou of the Government of India, ihts accompanying copies of 
I - Eo i26-*79, ‘iakd 7 th Mny 1874 two* lottcrs from tlu' Eosidcni at Barodu, with 

i » iao-is&. „ bih „ „ ('iielt>sur<‘s, on tlu' of the marriage of 

llis Higlmess ihe Gaekwar with Luxraet* Uai. 

2. 3 am lo stale lhai in I In* opinion of this Gov(*rnment ihe Jlesident appears 
to have very properly aett'd upon tin' insiruefions conveyed to him hy llis 
ExecUeney the Govo'uor. ^ 


No. 2952, (lattsl Bombay Caslle, 27th IMa;^ 3K71. 

Frtmi SncTvEi’Am to tlte OrAiaNM^K'i ofBoMiJW, to Sj( uiT\Ri to th<' 
GoVMtNMLNT of JXDlA, Ftu-eign IJe]t:irtirnmt. 

Hefen'ing to m,\ letter No. 2679, dated lliu llhli net.ini J run ttireeteiHo 
transmit, for submission to llis Fxeelleney the Vie-ro} and Go\eriior-(iem*val 
. , IT ,1 , 1 . . (Vnmeil, eopv of the papers marginally 

I Khiimtifnnu llis IliiOnu ss iln (.ukvir . , , ,, i ^ 

ud‘»tii is'i noted, regarding an altegiMi iiisnJi olieri'd to 


dalid 


'Mil ^'*’''^**'‘* 111'' lliglitH^ss tin* (hiekuar h\ the Uesideiit 

11 ihpiv him) Mi“ I Mill tiM o Muiioi til iM eoiiiK'cl ioii Mill) llis Tligliiiess’reisoit mar¬ 
lin Ihuic ta, ilHiiI .*7Ut M IV I'^Tl 


No. 1,225V, dated Fort William, (Jth dime ls7l 

From StX'iM r\in to the Gomrvmim of Isnix, I'ort'ign l)c]»artmen(, tf> 

Si (in \ \iii to the iUn i n^^n n i ot lloMini. 

1 Aj\i directed to aekmnvledge ri'ciijit of vom hdlers marginally noted, snh- 
N<. j(7(i,dau«i I nil Mnv ]^7-i mittiiig a eo]>y o\ ii'jorts from the Uesident at 

„ , 27 i)i . Varodn, and of th<MM)mmunieation lliat passed 

befw(*(m llis Highness tli(‘(laekwai and ilie KcNideiil relalne to His lligliiiess* 
r(‘eeut marriage^ and the proeisslings ('onni‘eh d tlno'tAMth. 

2, His Exeidleney (he Viceroy and (lo-vemor-General in C’onned (*ntirely 
approves ihe manner in 'whieh Coloind l*hayn* exeeultsl ilie ordeis of the liomhay 
(Jovemnient in regard to his attendams' at the maiTiage is'ivmony and the 
complhnmits to Ix' paid lo His Highness on the oeeasion 

6. I am also lo intimaii* llis l!lx<*elh'iu'v llie VieeioyV (•ou< iirrein'e uitii tlu' 
reply of llis Exe(‘lh*ney the (ioveuior lo the (Jaekv\ars khnnetarfit the 9th May. 
in which Jlis lliglim'ss c<)ni])lained ol a pulilic ins\i!( alh'ged to )ia\i‘ been olhnusl 
to him hy the Jlesidenl ; and I am to .aid (hai llis ilighness tlie (Jaikwai 
appears from ihe eorres|)oudenee to have ael(*d in lids allair with grave' iiii- 
])i'opnety. Tin* (lovernment of India not ire wit Ii nineh dissaiislaetion ilie 
of, and the (‘Apressions contaimsl in llis Highness* letter id iln* 7lh Alay to 
Colonel Vhayri'. Any r(‘])etition of such language will Ik M'ry siu'iously neiiVid 
uinl the Resident should he instrueted to report til oiuh if at any time' he i, not 
, treahxl by llis lliglmess the Gae'kwnr or his Ministers m a jiianm'r snilahie to 
his position as representative of the British Govermnent. 


. TeJcgi'am, dated 2nd June 1871. 

From Private Secretary to Govfknou of Bomijvv, MAU\Tn.K 8 iiwAH to 

FoRBION SEOIEXAUV, CALCrTI'A. 

JlESinKNT has been invited to miirriago Durliar on Itli, wliieii coneludes (he 
ecromonioH ooiwquout on Luxmot* BaiN marriage. Go\evnm(*nt have directed 
him to deeliue invitalion. Kesidont reported a few (lavs hack lliat a JWaharatta 
diiuier was givon on the 26t3i by the Gaekwar, at which princii>al Maharattos 


wcro !)oi- ])r(‘s(Mtt. TTjh Highness wfis offended, and intended fo repeat experiment 
to-in(n*»’o\\, mid use force to compel att('udanr(‘ of sneb Maharatlas as are in liis 
feorvie*', lie ItdecrruphtHl Insf uiu;M as folkevH: —“ Some Maharatta Pagadars 
“ eariK* nj) lliis rntirning on Ihe siilijeci. I s(Md my Native Assistant to say I 
eonld not Inierfeir or scm.* f lu'cn. 'I’lny ve]>tn'd if force were used they would 
“ resisi, aiul (l(‘pret‘ato(l n^sponsiliilit^. Some nen‘ eoinjdnmanfs beibn* Commis- 
“• sioii. Shall j oik r mhice. Atk'inpt eoiuis oil on :inl T am tejd.” To this 
r<‘p]y has Ix'en “ (h)\( rnnu nl desirc's )on to adlien* lo your inslructions and 

“ ollei no luhice Atai nill lepi'vi t viMils h\ (e!ei;inm if ncct'ssavy/’ 


i \o. (laled ^laluihk'shnar, iiid »lune lS7i. 

From SniurviM lo tiu' (loMUwnAi o( Bomuw, lo SuiM/rAK\ lo ihe 

InivnuMiiM of Fonieu l)e])arrtii{*iil. 

1 (lirecleil hy His Fxeidk'nc.s llu‘(knt'nun* tn rcmneil lo suhmii, for the 

iuiorniiition of the (lovernmenl of hnlin, Ihe 
aecoJnpan^\ lm» copy of eoiTes]»ondene(‘‘’ I't'gard- 
ing the i»n ilalion lo llu' Itt'sidenl al liaioda lo alleml 1Iu‘ Iasi marriage Dnrhar of 
Jlis Jligliness tlie (jJaelvnar. 


f * I (th 1 \o i ft ) rj nl I "'1 OUlv 


No. ;M20, dated lloinha^\ C'aslle, Isth June ls7L 

From Stem 1 MM lo Ihe (lo\ i n \\ha i ol IhtAiuw, lo Si r‘KLT\JMMo the 
< 4 (>\ li:n MLN'i ol Im)i J'\>n igu DepnrtnuMil 

In eontiniialion ol niy Ii'llerNo 51*., daied IN :»rd inslant, I am directed lo 
tmnsnut luMeuith, lot ihe inloinialion of the (Joxeiimn'nl fd‘ India, copy of a 
furtln'r lellei* Ironi (’oloni'l IMia;Me, (MS., Ih sident at ISaroila, No. KIIA., dated 
the otli uiern, K'poriing in coniieclion with llw last iiuUTiagt* Duvhar of llis 
Iligliui'ss lh(' (laekwar 


No (;2ti0, dal(‘d Ih>inh:i> (‘asth, 2i)lli Oetoher 1S71. 

From \\ (ioNM, i's(| , S(M*ritai\ lo Uk <io\eMinniil ttf !5omha\, to C. l^, 
A^C'ln^o^, IN(| , CS.l, Sientarv to Ihe (io\(rnMnMil of India, h'oreign 
0(‘])arhneiit. 

In eojilimnlion ol picAnnis (a)nt spomlcnct- on lla ^uhjeet ol llie inarriag* of 
I idfd Ji.m. H. 1 . t.Ki \i. mill'll ills IligliiMss tile (|aek\\ar ^u1h Ihe girl 

m. dim _ III \n M dr I (1 0 ( i )Si • I la(\n](e iSai, 1 am direel<‘d lf» Irausmil lo 

j’u\7i7'hmViiii In m * \t. . II ti smit .\oii. for suhmesioM lo lln‘ (h>\ennnenl of 

No.ns.d;u 1 uiiio ub I 071 liuHii, tlie e)ich)*-ed copy of (In' ])apers noied 

iji Ihc maigin, emhodsiiig lie* H“'Uil'.of an in\r*sligalion into c(‘Haiii nllegalions 
iniwlc hy one i*andoo afreeting Ills Uighm-ss 1 lu* (iaf'h\\ar in respect of Luxinee 
JSai whom Ihindoo claims lo lie'iiis lawlnl wile. 

2. In forwarding' tliesi'j)a])crs, I ant lo slate 1 lull IJis I'ACidJtmcy the (jovornor 
in Couiu’il has gone (*ar(‘fully thwauh Iht depo^ilions (>f tin' several witnesses who 
ha\e bei'ii e\amined in lliis case, and llis T'jN<*elleiicy in Council is of opinion 
that the e\idcn(“ arlduced is too aeak to jMsiil\ llu' issue of an ordta* for tlie 
extradition of Lnxnn'O JSai and llii'otlicr i^ersous alleged to be implicated Avith 
luT, should a demand foi ilieir suiTiJidci he made. It is, l»0A\e\<*r, ('xtri'moiy 
impj'obiihle that aii;^ such <l(‘man(l will Im mad(‘, inasmuch as Fando*), the coin- 
])lainanl. A\oiild apiaMi t() havi' hem h(>iigh1 oil h) Auents of tlie Caekwar, or 
otiuuvAjse goi I'ul ol 

J5. On tile (puslinu ftf th<'. I('gitiniaey ol tin* sou horn to Luxmoc Pai five 
month- and nine davs aft(‘r it<*r marria/n* wif It Ihe (bekAvar, T am to observe that 
the Hindoo hnv hold- a sou b(»m of a pregnant bride, and acknoAvlodged by the 
Imsliand to })t' his, lo l)e l<‘gitimati i\p. rf, therefore, from oilier circumstances 
alfeeiing the htufiilnoss of the mai'viage in other respects, Lnxmee Bai's son 
AAonhl, ac<-ording to lids aicw, he regarded as the legitimate offspring of IJis 
Jliglmesfr 1he CaekviU' 

•%. The l.iels eslublisiictl legarding the autocedenis of ]juxmcc JJai would show 
that while employed as a cooly in JSurat she was taken lo Baroda and made ovei 



to Hifi Highnosn tlxo Qaok’\rai^, but -whether this -was doae at ouoe or after she had 
passed through other bauds is tmeertaiu. 

6, Although it would thus appear i.lmt tho marriage, if valid, is one entirely 
beneath the Gookwar’s public position, yet in the opiniun of Jlia Excellency 
there ai*e not sufiBlcient grounds for withliolding the usual recognition of tho 
Oaekwor's wifo. 

6. I am to add that JTis Excclloucy in CouncD will await tho early orders of 
the Government of India on the papers now submitted. 


No. 2418, dati'd Alnncdiiuggar, Jlrd October 1871 

From A. II. Spky, Es(|, District Magistrnlc uf to C GoNXfi, Esq, Secretary to 

the Govi'iuineut of Bombay. / 

With reforenoc to your letter No fJSP. tlab'd 20(1 iiistai.t, requesting immedUto report in 
the matter of the enquiry into the complaint made by Pandoo but Oovindrao Khandvro, I have 
the honour to inform you that on tlio eom-lusion of the eiuiuiry as far as it rol.iteil to this 
district, tho whole hif the depositions taken and other papers couTiected witli tl\e ease were 
forwarded on to Mr Hope, Distiiet Magistrate nf Surat, on ^14 July 1 iM. Tho ompiiry was 
hold l«‘foro ni^Mir, and J iiou append for inform.ition eojjy of a c^adulontml lot tor u inch I 
then additssed tl)i Jhstuct M.i^istrali' luie on llie sulij<s*t 

2. 1 tliiuk it right tonuntion tint i h.nebeen ]«isonallj aeqininted-with this Pando(» for 
a lung lime He is a man who wand* i > about tlm c«»untr\ wiili no intcuHilde imans of living 
b<*yoinl that he occasionally fuiiiislies intbunatinu In the Polioi* respfctmg ofleners whnh have 
been, 01 aie siqiposed to ha\t be^m, coiiinutleJ The information be picks up in lus wander¬ 
ings Uuiing the monsoon of last yi \i lu* s»‘V(‘ial time-i e.one to me witli Momos uliout 
seditious (Irniigs m this district i I'ausod ])ri\att'eiKpiiiies to !»» made, and ft urn them as 
well tis fiom tlu eontiadictions Pandoo luinself m.idi' in his si voral accounts, T came to the 
conclusion that theie >velc no giouiida for liis alhgations From the expciieuce 1 have had 
of him I diould think thatixtieme caution should ho exercised iu accepting any statement 
made !>y him. unless tho samo were coiioboiated hy \inimpe{u;hai)lc evidence. 


Dated Ahinediiuggur, .‘Usl Jul\ ls71) 

From A IT Sniv, Esq. Fnst-cbiss MagistiaU to II I> Iktswrrr, Esq, Distiict Magistrate. 

VVllU lofcnmee to jour eont)d<ntml im nioiaiHluni dated GIli inJaut, I have tlie honour 
lipiewuh to foiwaid tin dejioaiioin t.ik(.n h^> nn* m Uie cast of Pandoo (lovindrao 

Kliandwe 1 also a)>peml Ibi infoimation the J«)llowing lists — 

A —Sliowing the witncsse*. imntioiied in Mi iloiM*’'. mtuimandum whoso di'positions have 
betii taki n 

B - Showing the vvituessts le'Uling iii this didiict. whose depositions J have been unahlo 
to take. 

0 — Showing the wiliKsse-* iiKuiiiom'd li^ Pandoo to me, wIhuu 1 liavo ( saminod 

D—Showing the witucbscs whom 1 con«»idcicil it nmssaiy to examine independently of 
Pandoo. 

2 1 have not attempted to c.dl any W'itucsses rtsiding hpyoml the iimils ot this district, 
and with regard to tlioso who were hummoned lieie aiiimgeiniiits were made by Cajifuin 
Daniel^ to juevent thou being, as fai as po'-siiile tanquted with 

3. As tho enquiry hefoic me is only .i leetion oj a uioie o\leii>.ivc one, it would be out of 
place for me to exjircss any opinion on the nunts of the ca ‘‘0 geiiei lil} it will, however, bo 
seen that the greatei niajoiity <»f tho witm ss<-s «>s to know nothing about Paiid< o's second 
marriage, and if many of them are to he helievid, it would appear that he has ]>e(Mi tiying to 
foiat off his lirst v\ifos parent'* U' those of tlie gnl Luxinee Ilati Jl would nls(f appeal that 
hfl some time ago claimed a vvoinau in his village, one Anaudi ns his wife, and that the matter 
formed the subject of investigation at the Jlahuri Thanna I have liad the rworda there 
examined, and I find this to he perfectly tiuo in th.it Pandoo charged tliis Anandi with 
theft, because Hccmingly ho could not gain pnsa ssiou of lu r 

4. Mention toons also made of one Mohona}e(‘ Londy.i, a iiativo of Kothnr, hut now living 
at Bombay, who is alleged to have visited Uuse parts lately, to suborn evidoiiei‘ on behalf of 
tho Gaokwar. Whether this MohonajiwC has hueii doing so 1 cannot asteitaiu with any 
certainty, but T can only point out that tho witness wdin sjieaks most -.trongly on tiio subj<‘ct, 
one Radu bin Vittu (No. 19, List A k has .so (ontiadicted himself iu his dejnisitioiiH ns to be 
imwortliy of belief. There is, liowovei, one mmv icmarknbly suspicious eircumstance wdiich 
would lead one to believe that money has been biouglit fnmi Nomowheic and .spent lately in 
tho Kaliuri Talooka. 1 need ficarcoly toll you that tlio district is a jmrely agriculturaronc 
with Uitlo outaide ti'iido: and yeti have discover od that during tho last May and June a 
very fair numbei of currency notes for rupees 50 and rupees 10 1iu\o been brought to the 
Babuti Treasury to be cashed by people living at Deolah, Kolhai', and the villages imme- 
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'totely adjacent. This is the more r 0 inarkaMe,'aB scarcely >ny notes have been la^>nght 
fe>rn other parts of the talooka. 

5. The Jii-fit thing that Pandoo and his Guzeratheo Agents told me on tlioir an-ival at 
Nuggur was, that the Gaehy'ai'^H emissaxies had managed tfi ohiain a copy of *the list of 
, witnesses which ho (Pandoo) had given tu Mr. Hope. Whether there was eaiy i> 08 sibility of 
this, Mr. Hope hiinHelf is Iwst able to judge. Put if the svitnes^^a have been tampered wdth, it 
is yet to bo explaiuod how it coinos to pass tliat most of the witnesses subsequently mentioned 
by Piuadoo, and of those also coiled <[uito independently by me, should stiU liavo the satoe 
etoiy'. It could hardly be assumed that the whole country, almost to a man, had been 
BUbomed. 

C. But whatever suspicions Ihoro may bo of the Ooekwars Agents having been perverting > 
ovidence, I «am at the sumr time convinced that Paiidoo and his agents are not aliovc bringing 
forward false (jvidcnce too. No one reading the deposition of Wamon Gunesh, I^uktaya, and 
Ramkrishna Mulhai’ (Nos. Ki/l-t, and 18 of list C.). could have any impression, 1 think, other 
than that they wei’e hazai* witnesses, such as arc obtainable to swear to anything in any 

place. ' PI.. 

7. With Pandoo himself, foo, J jiad considerable (mihlc during iho course of the mvcsti^ 

gallon from liis continually ]>roinpting ai'nl making sigii^s tu de|>unents, so much so that 
eventually 1 had place a screen between liini and them. He also was most urgent fo be 
flowed along with his agent fo accoini)ai)y the persons seiwing the summons, to point the 
witnesses out as lie aflirmed, a jiroceeding ohviniisly superfluous in places where they were 
resident. He likewise was most anxious for nu' to examine witnessc.s whom he picked uj) at 
hajthazard in the Vity of Knggxir and produced, a. course vvhi<dt 1 refused n.s T could never bo 
sure of the identity of ajiy one md suininune<l in the usual way. 1 gave luni every reasonable 
opportunity of meniioning fresh witnesses whom 1 called up, lint timliiig that he appeared to 

the witnesses 
dl hhn that I 


cany tho matter on adinjlviln ii>, mii} judging from the character of some of 1 
cited by lum, I deemed it exptidionl at a <vrtain stage of the proceuding.s to tel 
would receive no more witnesses’ names after a idalei.! <late. 

a I mention all this, because 1 consider that the demeanour and actions of a man are in 
a groat measure a criterion of his credihility. 

9. I have noAV despatched Pa-udoo with m lottev to the Deputy Commissioner of Akola, as 
requested by Mr. Hope in* a demi-oiricial to me direct. 

10. I return the pn]«ers relative to the itase which were origiimlly sent me, and add a few 
which may jxrove of iuteiyst to Mj'. Ho])c. 

No, SIS, dated Surat, October IST-t. 

From T. C. lIoi% Ksip, District Mugistrate, to C. (toxNi;, p:sq., Socretary to the Government 

(d Boinbuy. 

1 llAVK the honour to suhmit tlui report on f.jie coijiplaint of Paudoo bin Govind llao called 
for in your No. li^P. of the iinl in.d.'int. 

2. Paudoo’s complaint was against (l)Luxmoe Bai for marrying again lu lii.s lifetime ; 

(2) Ganga mid lUdvhmajee jbr enticing le-r awa> with a view to such marriage; aud 

(3) Hmibai Chiniwalla and DayMblnu Dyaimn for enticing and Jihettiiig the above ullences. 

3. In support of his ounpl-unt Pendfio elli red cviileuce of four distinct kinds, (1) that 

Luxmee had been with liiiu and luo- foi^tcr [/arcuts, Gangu and Kuklnini.je»:, at Surat, and 
opeuly knowxi to b(i his with ; {’!) that .buxmee was the daugliter of one Unjao, wife of Bama 
Dos, ami that he wjis married to her at Kliurukw.injc in the Ahmednngger Zilla ; (.*1) that 
LuxWsj wa.s seen by certain of the Alinieihiugger Missionaries soon after the marriage, and 
that ho was refused Glii’istian bjpitisni Ijecausc slie was Jus second wife; (I-) that about tliat 
time ho ^vas oii his way to Benau-H when the Batv‘1 t»f a village near A kola in Berar tried 
to obtain possession of the girl, who was i-estoi'fd to liiin on his complaining to the Deputy 
Commissioner. He has never from Ihedirst vain d in his story. , 

4. Tlu! evidence on the fir.st hearl has been talo n by myself; that on the si^coud and third 
by Mr. Spry, Jst Assistant Gollectoi', Alnnedniigg'V; and that on the. last by the autliOTiticB 
at Akola The whole of tlu‘. pa]iers are /bjwaixled this day in a se^airato rc.gistorc<l pa(;ket. 

.5. The Surat •witnesses 4>n (lu' whole corroboraio Bandou’s statement that Jjuxmec lived 
there and was known jis his wile. 

6. Kegarduig the secoml ]»oint, tin- ('vidence gi'veu ladbre. Mr. Spry has broke.n down. Tlio 
witucsseH generally deny all knowhslge. *»r f^amloo’s second xuavriage, and soxne xisscrt that 
the one. w'ife, Gama, who lie really has, is lierseU’ the daughter of Gujao, the wife of Rama Dos, 
a parentage 'xv’hich Pandoo ascribe ' b* Lu-xmee. 

7. TJjion the third point, the evidence is in l\andoo's favour, as two Christian Basbnx and 

a Schoolmaster of the Ahmednuggev ]\Ijs.'ion to Lu.xmi-e, aTuI to her having been tlic 

cause t'f his b<‘ing refused luiptism. 

8. The fourth ])oiiit has not bc> u estabrrh'jd at Akola. The n-gistor show’s that a com- 

phviiit was juade by Baxuli/o id.'oui Ills wife, b.’t the. ivcords iiave been dcstroye<l, so no par- 
ticidars arc fortlujoniuig. Fresh evidenw has thoreforo been taken, winch is entirely agiiinst 
Pandoo, the viila.gor.s stating tliat the ■woman ho complained about was not his wife, and that 
phe w'as 35 to tp years old. . 

9» 'J'lic (question now is, wh«t credit is to be attache^ to the statements of the several classes 
of witnesses. 
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10. It must bo bomo in mind that Pandoo lias brought his complaint under ciroumstancea 
of \mu8iial difficulty. The first pka<lors in Surat to whom h« told his story thiw him over 
almost inimediatcly afterwards, and it is very probable tliat the list of wituesscs which he 
gave them was made over to the Oaekwar. Tlio next pleaders, Kewalram and Jumietrani 
conducted his case fairly ami energetically for some time, but subsequently cooled down, and 
at last the latter, who was the cliief movei*, withdrew in a nianiter s(» suspicious as coupled 
with Uie infonuation received by Colonel Pliay)‘(‘ to leave litth* doubt that lie hail been bought 
off by the Oaokwar. Again there is uo room for doubt that much tumble aud money has 
been spent in Ahinednugger Monaji Londya, affcei- swearing before mo that he knew nothing 
of Pandoo, went on to llaroda, and is nflt^rwards stated to have l>ei*u aefivo in the case in 
the Deccan. Colonel Ph«>rc has received regular infoimalion of the j>assijig toaiidfioof* 
other agents, and paities from the Niiggur v ill5ii*es have uioie than oiuv' been identified at 
Surat on their way to or fium Jlnioda Tl>r cashiug of notis in tho Pahuii Mnmlutdar’s 
Treasury, one of which has been tiaeed t(t iJcroda, is anothej cireiniistimce Finally, at 
Akola the Eilitor of thv Bavr Hitivwtl peihniis other agents W'ue clearly at M'ork on 
tho Uat'kwar’s behalf. 

11. On the <‘thei haml, Pandoo hiinstlf Is a in«n whose antecedents <lo not entitle him 

to much credit, and lu* is consideiid to have brhaved in .\ ions way and to have brou'dit 

at least two or Ihioe false witnesses l)etoie Mu Spiv. Jlo lias long followed the trade^of 
an informer, and ma;v la* Hmd to In* likd} eiiougli to bung a false eomplnint in ordei to evtori 
money fioin tlie (hn kwar. It is abo nor ibl. that be has not aj»pr‘aied since he lett Akola. 
Wliether he ha«. ]»een Inmght otf or ilepoiLeil (as witin sm in tlie Kolli case were) tiino alone 
will show, but I have iee«*ivj*d an anonvinous l<‘tier hum liaioda, wiitteii fv»»in the (laukwar 
point of view, and exulting that “ airangeiuents ” bad lieeu niadi' for his non-appearance. 

12 In rc)oindcr, it is obvious that lliongh Pandoo may he ever -»o had a character, there 
is nothing iinprohahle iu hu liavine .i second wile; that he would have the utmost ditliculty 
in proving a true story ni the f.ioo of the money and inHinmoe of (In' (laekwav ; that a good 
deal of theevidenn against him ctmtainN internal indi<*ations i>f f.ilsity, or goc" too far, as 
wlicrt Ids wife (lama sa\s .he does n(»t Know (h.il he ever \Uitcd (iuacnit; and that a Court 
of justice would probably attach great weight to the (‘Inistinn evidence. 

l.'J. (’onsidering the Coinpluiit of P.indoo sinipl^ as a oiiiiiinal one, I beg to repeat the 
douhts which 1 h.ivi‘alie.idy ixpn'ssed diSui-oflieinlU. w1h iher any empiiry can legally take 
placo on it without a ecitdieate fnun the Ih snleid, ami if it can, the enquiries at Ahmcdnu"«ror 
and Akohi, wldch have hien tsKeu xip hv tin otliuss tlieio as if jnofulo 'luoiit, would not 
be a part of it The whole, luiwevei, would lie niditeetly ii eful with the view of deciding 
whether a wan.ml should he i vned in the event of the complaint conimg hgally liefore me 
for trial The pjisenee of P.mdoo would however, l»* i.ssenii.d for this, and ho is not forth¬ 
coming The eonqil.imt l.ild mu-t theieloie. I presinue, Ih‘ siiuply rec<n«l«d 

Ik Coiisideiing themattti in ,i pohiieal ])oin( of \ie\v,l hig to report as required in 
youi deini-ofiiehd of 2fith Maj.th.u I do not think the evidence in favour of Pandoo s al]c*m- 
tions sufiieient to warrant a (lemaiid fu the o\tiaditi(»n of liUMius Pace, Gunc^a wid 
Rukhmiijee On tlie other hand, it cannot bo afiinm d with eontideuce that Luxin»e*P>ace 
is iu)M*an<Ioos wife, especially u> if she be not s.., theu* is no {wndenee wbatever to show 
who she ie<illy is 


Ko. 0269, dated Bombay Casilcj 29tJi October 187k 

Prom C. Gonxk, Esq., Secretary to tbc Government of Bombay, to C. U. AjTcnisoN, 
.Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Eoreign Department. * 

TVitk reference to my letter of ibis dale, No. 0260.* I am directed to forward 
for delivery, tbc aceompimying kbureet.a to tho addrefis of Ilia Excellency the 
Viceroy and Qovornor-Gt'ncral of IndLa from His llighness Mulhar Kao Gaekwar 
announcing the birth of a son to him on the 16th instant. * 


Khureota, dated Baroda Palace, 17th October 1874. 

S'rom Hla Highness _ Muljlau Rao Mahaiiaja Gaekwar Sena Khaskiiei. Somshair 
Bahadooii, to His Excellency The Right Honourable T. G. BARiNa,BAuoN Northbrook, 
Viceroy and Oovemor-Geneial of India. 

I FEEL great ploasurc in informing Your Excellency of tho birth, yesterday afternoon, of a 
son to me, and in foi-warding the accompanying bag of sugar as a token of joy. Youi- Excel¬ 
lency’s aooeptanoe of it will gratify me. 

I oeg to expresa tlie high consideration and esteem I entertain for your Excellency, &c. 


E 
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KLureeta, dated Fort William, 12th December 1874. 

From ni(3 Excelloncjy the Right Jhaioarablo T. G. Baking, Bauon Noeth- 
kkook, O.M.S.L,’Viceroy aud Govcrnor-Gcucral of India, to His Higlmess 
Mauakaja MviiHAU Rao GAJiKVTAfi Sena Kdaskitijil SuMsiiAUft Bauadoor 
Baroda. 

[ iiAVis the pleasure io acknowledge lh(* receipt, through the Goverament of 
Bombay, of Your ITiglincss’ khurt‘<da dated 17tlj Getober 1874*, announcing^ the 
birth of a 80 n to Your Highness. J beg to expn*ss the high consideration I 
entertain for Your Highness, kc. 


v,ii. 

P.I7. 


No. 2730J\, datr'd Fort William, 12th December 1871. 

From C. IT. AirorrisoN, Esq., C.S.T., Seeretary to the Goveminout of India, 
Foreign Dcpartnuait, to 0. Gonnl, Es(i., H(‘cretary to the Government of 
Bomhiiy. 

I AM directed I)y llu* Governor (omk ral in Council to a<'kno\vledge the receipt 
* n.iiedaythoctohii i'':4.No (»!' \our i<'tters n('l('d on the margin regardmg 

t .» I* >1 • » c-'*’ l]n‘ eiivninstanees attending tlu* marriage of 

Hifl irighiicss the Gaekuar uilh Jjuvniee Bai, aud the biidli of a son to His 
Highness. 

2, The Go\crnov-(Jeneral in C()in)ei I desires Dial insiruclions jnny be issued to 
Colonel Sir Jjewis Telly to cause sncli honours to be paid as an; usual on the 
occasion t)f the birth of a son it) tlu'(Jnekuar. But Ilis Highness should bo in¬ 
formed by Sir Lewis Polly lli.it tlu' llritish ijoiernment in so doing do not comixdt 
themselves to any opinion ujmhi any (juestiun whieli muh'r Hindoo Law*, or the 
customs of the Gaekwav’s rau', i\u} arise JiereaiU r with regard to the rights of 
the infant. 

3. A letter from tin* Vi<*(*roy in reply to ITis lliglunss* khurec'ta of the 17th 
October List is cnclosisl, and should bi* tonViirdisl to Sir Lewis T(*lly for delivery to 

‘ the Gaekwar. 

4t A copy of tlie Viceroy’s letb'r is also enclosed for tin* mformation of His 
Excelleucy the Governtir of Bombay in Council. 


P. w. 


No. 32, dull'd Bombay (‘aslle, r>fL January 1S75. 

From C (iONNJC, Esq., Seeri*tary to the Govi'rnment of Bombay, to C. U. AlTCHt- 
• SON, Esq., C.S.I., Seeretary t() the Covernuient of India, Foreign Depart¬ 
ment. 

WlTU ri'ference to your letif'r, No. dated ilie 12th ultimo, and its 

accompaniments, connected with the birth of a son to llis llighucsR Mulhar Rao 
Oaekwar, 1 am diiveted to forwaVd to you, for snlnnission to the Government of 
India, the enclosedcojiy of a letter from the Govcrnor-Gcnerars Agent and Special 
.w ..1 1 . i«-c Commissioner, Barodii, No. 450-1493,+ of the 

• No 31, Jfltcd 5th January 1875. oi i • i j ii wt. a * 

Jlbt idi'iu, logetlior with copy of the letter* 

sent to Sir Lewis Telly in reply. 


No. 12CP., dated Fort William, I4th January 1&75, 

From C. U. Aitciiison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India^ 
Foreign Jlepartment, to C. Gonnr, Esq., Secretary to the Government rf 
Bombay, Political Dqiaiiment. 

In rt'ply to youi h'ttcr No. 32, d ded 6tli instant, T am directed to state that 
tho Right Honourable tlie Govcrnor-Geiioral in Council approves of the views 
and proctM;dmgs of Colonel Sir Lewis Telly as therein reported. 
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No. 2411P., dated Port William, 10th November 1874. 

Prom 0 . U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.J., Secrotary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Deportment, to Oua-rlhs Sanderson, Ebq., Solicitor to Government. 

I AM dircetod to forward in original (to be rctrimed) the enclosed loiter, 
No. 0260,* dated 29th October, from tlie Government of Eombay, and to request 
that the opinion of the Advoeatc-GetK^al may he obtained upon tlie question 
of Hindoo law referred to in paragrapli 3, vii^., whether a son bom of a 
pregnant bride, and acknowledged by the husband to be his is considered a 
legitimate son- • 

If necessary, the Advocate-General may associate with himself Junior Goiinsol 
learned in Hindoo law. 

An early answer is requested. 


No. 2Cl7r., dated Fori William, 30ih November 1S71. 

From F. TIenvl>, Ksq , OITieiating UndcT Seerelary to tlu‘ Government of India, 
Foreign I)c])urtm('iii, to (hi \ni i s Swjii rson, Esq , Solicitor to Go\erainent. 

[ AH dir(*eted io iii\ite alteniiou lo ilu‘ lelb r honi this OITu'o duled 10th 
instant, No. 2113,F., and lo lequest lb it >ou mil iiime the \dvv)cate-(JeneraI 
to submit his opinion on the (pie-siion ot Hindoo Ln\ uburedto him as early as 
possible. 


No. 25.30, dai'd Port AA^dliaiii, Mh Thet'iiiber 1S71. 

From Cn \i!iu s S\M>i RsoN, IXq , Solicitor to (iiAornmenr, to C TU Aitchison, 
Msq , C S J , Seci’claiy lo tin* (hnei iiiuent of Indi.i, h'ori igii Di'jmitmeut. 

Wnn 2 cf<T(*uce to jour ]('ttcr No. 2111 P ol Hu* lOtli ultimo, I lune the honour 
lo forward jou liertwitli ,i eojij ol ilie jomi <>|)jijiou of the Advoeate-GimeraJ and 
Mr. JVIontnou on llu* subjee I tin lein n l(‘nc(l lo. 

2 Thv papers u hieh ae<*o)up‘inii d joui l( tt(*r an herewith ri'lumed. * 


Joint Ojinton. 


'Hic Oidy (jiiostion b(o a ^ooiris fo iw iswlutlin the Svhadija (oPspimi; with the hiulc) 
wlioc uu>gio/(d oul diliiud hy l*oth ^lami aud Yijuvdkji, i smi oi putia, i > foi bidden 
m the pn suit oi Kali Yu„m. 

Fai i^aia,'rthe j tiu < haii«^ainl dt ahiliiK whuh h we suj>uvtn<d, (jO makes 

no to the son v\il]» tht hude Moicover 

(ihet<.xt 

pOUHjhkt‘M! urn^t «»f llsiuloo wut mi. Ihkmv <il liloptloii liwj 111'isi tins SOTj nnioilg ihc 

Mnklnn /'pnninv) it oJ id) tifute sous, lie even 
apologms foi appbin.*^ tlie turn ^ub (itnti to tliiv s>ri it dl 

3’lie KsIh tia)a Ol sou \ n. ii loiisl^ f'l^otUn is no dtuibl lotlmldiii hiiti“ il u ins trills the 
Sahodija ttniami, lud liki to iiu pnmoliliwi (sm i sLiond nnnii^<),iw sliowzi by 
Puudit Eshvvuia (Mundi i, louu iiiidu thi In id ot Aurasa 
Wethiufon auseei llu (pMstion put to iw ni llu ullnmalive 

Noveltheless, we (piiiiot shut oui i y* s lo i piobdnlitj oi loutiovi i‘'> , iiid we tlnrefore 
■trongiy advisi i^uudits leaiued in llic Suiiiti .luthoulus hi n 4 u nsull< d 1« foie any deusivo 
fltep is taken. 


(Sigutd) (i C Patti, 
(Sigmd) \V A. Moirmou. 


5ib Doconiber 1874 


Correspondence between the Government of India and the 

Secretary of State. 

Ko. 42 of 1874, 

Government op India, Foreign Department. 


Ml to 24. 





My Lord Marquis, Fort WilJiani, the 30tli June 1874. 

We have the honour to forw^arcl, for the information of Hor Majesty’s 
GovcmmoJit, a copy of papers* relating to certain circiimstaiic(;s connetited vith 
a recent marrhige cont racted l>y llis Highness tlio Giu'kwar of Baroda. The 
nature of this aduir, and tlic course of proceedings arising out of it, are fully 

. No. «h M„y i8:4.t * >‘■'1 rocapltulatel in the letter 

margitniUy noh^d from the llcsidcnt at Baroda 
i.o the address of tlu; Govomment of liom])ay. For the view taken of the case 
hy the Government of India W(^ would refer Yoiu* Lordship to oiu letter to the 
Bombay Govoniment, No. 1225P*., dattid Gth instant. 

AVc hav(^ the honour to be, &c. 

(Signccl) Northbrook. 

„ Napier op Magdala. 

„ B. If. Eujs, 

„ n. W, Norman, 

„ A. IIORIIOUSE. 

5 , E. C. Bayley. 

„ John Inglis. 


No. 72 of 1874. 

Government op India, Foreign Department. 

I 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 1811) December 1874. 

In continuation of our despaU^h No.-12, dated 30tb »lunc 1874, we have 
». w, ay, the honour to fonvard a copy of papers* relative to the circumstances attending 
**', the marriage of llis Highness the Gaokwar of Baroda with Luxmeebai, and the 
birth of a son to llis ilighness. 

Wc have the honour to be, Ac. 


LONDON: 

Pripted by OwmosE. Eybv ftod #nxiAJi SpoTTiswooon, 
Prifittn to Uie Qoera’t most jltoellent Migesty. 

Fof Bor Statjlmery Office. 
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No. m oi‘ 

(lOVHBNMKNT OF InOIA, FoUKTON DEPARTMENT, PoUTU AL. 

To tlie Most Honourable the Mar(|iiis of Saeihrory, Her Majesty’s Secretary 

of State for Jndia. 


Mv T>oiu) Mahqtus, Fort William, the .Ith March IH/r*. 

\Vv. liavc the honour to forward copy of further papers relatinn^ to the state 
o(* affairs rit Han)da. 


W'e have the lioiioufto be, &Ck 
(Sii*ned) Nouthhuook. 

H. H. Ellis. 

H. W. Norman. 
A. lIOBiWUSE. 

E. C. Hayllv. 
W. Mnu 


No. IT), dated Baroda Tb'sideney, FVlIi February 1875 ((Confidential). 

From (^)loiicl Sir L. lhaa.v, K.C.S.L, Ay,cut, (lovernor-Cicneral* iiud S|ieeial 
C!oniinissioner, Baroda, to ( '. U. A itciiiscln, Esip, ('.S.I., Secretary to the 
Ciovcrimicnt of India, Foreign I)c])arfincnt. 

I iTAvr. the honour to bring under tla* notice of His Exeelicncv the V'iccrov and 
(lovernor-Cicncral the following details respecting^ ,tbe case of Blunv Scindia, a 
former Minister, and favourite of His late Higlmcss Kinindijiao (iaekwar, who 
met Ids death in the Barotla Jail in IS72 under highly jnispieion.¥drcuinstances. 

2 . I’hc case was brought before llic Ciovenimeiit (d' Jndia and the Home 
(lovernment at the time, but no distinct conclusion cimld 1)C arrived at owing to 
the paucity of rvidenctMju the subject. light now thrown on the matter tiy 

recent investigations may seem wortliy oi’.report, as showing that the grave doubts 
]n'evioiisly entertained by tlu' Britisli (lovornnienl as to tlie truth of the story ])u1 
tbrw'ard l)v the Durbar were not witliout good foundation. 

,3. f slioiild in the first place remind you ot’ tlu‘ circumstances of the death and 
the proceedings attending them. 

i. II o’clock m the 1st May l.s7^, < kiptain Idancock, Assistant Resident, 

■ who was temporarily hi charge of the Besidency, received an anonymous letter, io 
the etVect tint Bhow Scindia had been ])oi>oiu‘d in jail, liappoo Bluii, a Minister 
of His Highness Mulhur Rao, paid an oflieial civil on (hiptain Hancock at I'J o’clock, 
and had his attention drawn to this letter, I iit nnlhing w^as done to test its truth. * 

5. Bhow .Scindia dicil at 2 p.m. that day, and at 6 o’clock Captain Hancock was 
made acquainted with the fact, lie iinuicdiately pressed on the lixu-bar the neces¬ 
sity of holding a proper imjulry into the matter, and lequcsted an intcr> iew on the 
subject with His j Ugliness Mulhar Ibui. He mortA;)ver suggested that the bodj' of 
the deceased .should be jircscrved pending an ap])Iication to tlie Govcriinient of 
liombay. 

(). None of C'aptain Hancock’s suggestions were attended to; the body was 
burnt the same evening, and the Dnjrlmr uiterwards, in defence of their condnci, 
stated that llic prisoner died before they hoard of llic anonymous lettc:. • They 
considered tlie suggestion of Captain Hancock to Ivold an imj^uest as unsupported 
by precedent, anci deprecated tlu^ interference of the Bi’itish (loverninent in the 
matter. 

7. The Jlombay Government jimde great efJbrts to arrive at the truth of the 
story, but the position of affairs at Baroda at that time was not conducive to any 
such elucidation, I'he Durbar put forward their story in the form of an inquest 
report which was signed liy three Native Doctors and PU[»porLe<3 by the depositions 
of several of the deceased’s fellow prisoners, tlie purport of which was to prove that 
IRiow' Scindia died of Dengue fever aecompaniod by vomiting and purging. * 

S. The Government of Bombay called for a report of the form of J)enguc fever 
ill the city of Baroda, but owing to the death of the Residency Surgeon at that time 
they could only obtain information concerning its appearance in Baroda Camp from 
Dr. Ross of the 4th Rittes, Native Infantry. This report showed that out of4(M 


/ 


cases which occurred subsequent to tlie time of Bhow Scindia’s death not one 
casualty occurred, but that “]nir^ing and vomiting” did occur in some cases conse¬ 
quent on irritability of the .stomach." 

9 . Nothing could be (hmc on this scaiitv evidence and the matter rested for a 
while; lit this stage the (lovernments of Bombay and of India animadverted on the 
failure of tile Durbar to take tile pi’o|)or steps to clear up the suspicion attaching 
to the death of the IVemier, and the Secretary of State for India regretted that the 
jK)st nicurtcin cAumhuition was not made. 

10. I now proceed to the second chapter ol‘ the story, viz., the tacts elicited by 
investigations made since tiu' arrest ol' llis Highnes'^ Mulhar Rao. 

11. 1 have already alluded in tlu-. course of recent eorrespondenee to the “ Inquiry 
" and l)eteoli\\' (lommitlee” hninod hy me to take up the threads oj‘ unconnected 
stories of o]ipression praetisf’d hy thelaU rrn-Jnir. ancl eiideaMtur to wcjtvi‘them into 
some com])rchcnsi\ c and intelligiliie form. Om* of the first cases which attracted 
their attention was that of BIkav Sciudia, mid tlic storv cliciti^d from the fourteen 
witnesses W'h(» aj)pi*ared before them, and whose evidence is altacthed to this letter 
for His HxcclleneyV information, is hrletly this. 

12. The circumstanees conm*cted with the deatli of' Bhow Scindiu extended over 

the 29 tli and .'fOth iVpril and 1st May 18/2. At 
about I p.m. on tlit; 29th two fellow-prisoners, 
who wore accustomed to live in the saim- room with liirn and act as his servants, 
were rmnoved to other cells hy order of Boojungrao, the IJnder-Govenior of the 
Jail. 

i:t. In the evening of the same <lay four men wen* seen to enter the ])iisoner'.s 
room, taking with them a cuj) or glass containing some liquid; their mime.s were, 
1, (lunpiitruo ifalwaut; 2, J.ioojuugrao, Untlcr-(lovvaiu>r of the Jail; d, Dadu, a 
Duffudar of the Jail; imd 4, Jutnal, a turnkey. 

14. At iihoul 8 p.m. Bhow Scindia was Iieurd calling out “what is this violenc 
“ {zuhnn), ( am not ill, J want no medii-inc,*' or words to that effect, and voices of 
Boojungrao and Juniul were h.eanl repKing tfiat ihev wer(‘ only ohoying tlie 
Maharajahs orders, or wonls to that effect. 

15. 'fhe next day (the April) Bliow Scindia ]hi rged and vomited violently, 

. and told Cjunputrao,-'' a prisoner who was sent 

to clear up his room, that he iiad been handiaifled 
and held down ami foiviblv i)oi.soncd hy tiic four men who entered Ins cell tfie 
niglit before, and he begged that t.iii' circum-'lanct's might hi' made known. 

Hi. All this ila> was jiiosed lu the [>risi)n:i‘ in a iniscr.ijde state of ])ain and, 
exhaUvStioTi, and the Dutfiular, named Diidu, sat outside his room to keep a sliarp 
svaleh ahead. 

17- The next da\ (the Isi May) i innee.chun-l,f anotiuT prisoner, who wont to 

j j cican his room, was Udd tlje same story hy Bhow 

' ' ~ Scindia, who was still purging and vomiting. On 

this day Boojungrao ordcfi d s{>ti)e. cardee to be made* for tlu: suflerer umha* In.'' 
immediate supervisktu, after partaking <»t' whiclt (much aguiyst his will) the un- 
roiinnato pri.Mnicr felt iuok violiiitiy ill than bc(iM*c, and a dog whicli ate cither 
some of the canjee or tlii' mattei vomitcil 1)\ the prisoiu'r, died inrtrrtediately. 

18. Bhow Sciiuiia iHed tliat day at 2 o\Mo£‘k. His body was discoloured, and 
bis knee.s ami elbows wcia* nmcb >'C:.rIli(Hl as if iVom strnggiiug violently, TJie 
cremation looU place in tlie evenieg, and an unusual amount' of cornlaistiblc 
materials was used to eiTeet a speciiy c'onsumptkHi (J'the ood). On the i'ollowing 
• lav the thn'c doctors, who signed the ivport whicli was pul Ibrward by tlie Durbar 
in then' detenee in wv:rc .-.hown :i. ipapcr written iiy Boojungrao, pnrpoiLing to 

sinnv that tlu: deceased died ( i Ltcngnc fever, and they wa-re made (under j)rotest) 
to sign tlie pajicr. 'I'iie prisoner.s also u in.'attcmii d the deceased during his last 
moments were tbrced l»y threats of similar treatment, to sign false depositions in 
support, of the medical reporl. 

19- Since tliis wais wntten on-' oi I'm dc'ctors, named (juiicsh .Shastrec, lias died, 

, N,„, Ij. « evidence of the utterly 

sujH'rficiai inspection of the dead body of Bhow 
JSindia which was granted them, and the illegal mamit'r in which their signatures 
were ijbtainod to the faUc report of hi> deatli and its cause. A son of the ^ceased 

1 doctor, named Balv arao (.iune8h,§ deposes that his 

father siqiplied ai scnic to Boojungrao, the Under- 
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20 . Thi.^ witness^ evidence makes the three doctors aoceasorics before the fact, 
but it is unnecessary to clear up this point now. At. the trial when the evidence 
is thoroughly shifted the guilt will probabl)* be found to attachable to more than 
the four prisoners whom I have now had arrCsSted, vi>!., 1, Gunputrao Buiwunt; 
2 , Boojmigrao; 3, Dadu; and J, Jiunal. For the present I consider that the 
evidence of the fourteen M'itnes.ses proves a strong prhnd favie ease iigainst these 
four men, and I therefore intend l() hand them over to the proper C’ourt in Baroda 
to be tried on a charge ol' having been instruincntal in the poisoning of lihow Scindia 


ni prison. 

2J, Daniodhur Punt in his recent confession, in the case ol’ attempt to poison 
(.'olonci Phayre, stilted as follows 

‘‘ T know that Bhow Scindia, Govind Ibio Nark, and Ilaojee Master, and others 
wore killed by the Mahan) ja's order, la it I was not personally eoneei ned in these 
matters which wore eoiiducted tliroimh the I'\)ujdjiroe De])artmeiit's Officers during 
the rcffiiHf' of Bulwiinl Kao Kaliorekur,’' at w’hicl) time J was not allowed access to 
the Maharaja. 


l\S.— Inquiry into this ease was forced on the ('oinmittee owing to a supposition 
entertained that the agents in the mnrdcv of* Bhow Scindia were identical witli those 
used ill th(^ ease of the {ittempl to poison (k)lonel l*h:iyn‘, 

'I'ht' easi‘ will now ha ivlcrrod to the Magistrate in the ordinary way. 

(Signed) Li:wrs IhcLi.v, 


\. 
I » 


Saniipary of ]irocoo(!iiigs in lilam Soiinlirrs case, 
i^vidciu'o for )>ro80(aitinu. ^ 

Ib’iul aiifl nVjr.nicd llu* o( Iln''followiiii2, witnesses: 

S. Uhaii lmnd JoeWan. 


liiihouvao Irunosh Shaf-troi* 
Dliomlooha lhi)(A>. 

Slnljruiini Jllnndji. 

1. Knsnaniu lihiinaKhmikoi. 

Hoossein Klian Piinlhun Kijan. 
n. linclioolai 1 lo<‘r.'d:il. 

7. Kslivvantrao Vittoha. 

Witiu's*^ N«». I stalfK-ah'Mit iwo 

BiiUooi'iif (•)'I’l'i-'Hii 


1 liimtihinul Klioiiu'ljnml. 
j('. lUni|mtrao Krisnaj»‘<‘. 

I I. dViinlmk tOniosli. 

I‘J. IlaiTiha (i'»pal. 

Adiirj^'O Jaiiisotjoo. 

Id. Niirnyranrao Vinayak. 

a‘ii», n)i<l aixmt l.wu nr da,vs Indore the 

de.-ilii of liiiow Si'indin, the oni<MT inehar^'c ol‘ li)e .biil 
mv!r‘ved some jKovder to 'he <»htain<'d IVoiii his f‘all)er 
for the purpose fit poisoainu: llhr.v.' Scindia. Mis father \\a‘^ at the tintea.Iail I)nct(n'. and used 
to atlininislcr nn’dichios pri.^oiKO's rcHpiiiinj^ medical assistance. Smne arsenic from u, mip- 
hoanl in his hims<* haring hrtm extracred, his fatlu*)- poimdi'd if. on a stone and t.*(»k it wit(i 
him to the Jail in company witli one Luxunmn. A few day'- aft'M- liic death of Khow Scindia 
he (liejionent,) tohl what li.nl occurred to a iriend ol his n mu'.d Ke'>he<a'ao IMinnscy. AhonI, two 
or 1,hre<* days hel'ore the afSenic ^v<l^ coiiveunl to the Jail Iw his ialher, Adurjw Parsee, a Diudor, 
Narrayanrao, a Surgeon, and liii^fatlier had a meeting in Ins fatiier’s Inui.se in v.hicij the qucHtion 
of jmisoning Khow Scindia was discussed. While lliis was going mi he (iltmoiionf) was sitting 
outside tile l■oom and ^loard wliat pa-^^ed. J'hese men said that: their (rtjnum) patron had 
ilesirod them to adiniinster ]>o!son, he (the dejxmcnt) understoml that the aH’air was nianngrd at 
the direction of Mulhar llao tlaekwar. When laiximion to ask his fatljci (hr the pr»wder, 
he, the de|)onent, was sitting ahouf four or live yard.-. <>11’on a ho\. lie got hold of Imxunum. and 
on asking liirn as ffi why the powd(*r was reipiinal hy hini\ he, the dqxment, was tohl (hat tin* ' 
same was wanted for a meilical ]mipose. At this time Jhvhajet. Maiiagaonkur and lioopingrao 
won; in charge of the Jail, who were frieud« of his fatlier.. 1 lis lather was a most tnistcil pliy.-rician 
as far as Mulhar Ibu* Maliaraja was eoncOnicd, wlio used to taki* medicine from ini one el.^c, tin* 
reason bring that he was hold a. trustworthy and coutidential man. Mis father died about, a year 
and a half ago, and buxuinon abont a year ago, 

Witiie.ss No. states—'Ihat ab«»u( three years ago Ulnov Scimlia was one da\ coidiu(*d in n 

Dhotinrtolci o lunuc Naiqiu'of Uc^ulav room ill the Jail when lie was employed at the .fail (rate. 
I.VginHiii oMIis llif?liii.ss GiH'kwar. about iJ p.in. (Jupputrao Uuhvaui, who ix now the 

(fity Kou/dar, aecouipaiiied hy a (’arcoon, ealh'd at tlie Jail* 'file,sc men, in cmiijiaiiy with 
lioojuiigrao and IJabaje (Juimesh, retiring asi<Io had some talk amongst thernselvii.s, and under 
their iustnudions one Ihirriha, a prisoner in Jail, who was deputed for some time to UH»k .alter 
Bhow's couvoniemM* and useil to remain in the same looin witli Hhow Scindia, was removed from 
the room, and kept apart in a toparale room, Bhow Seindia lujing kejit alone in custody undov lock 
and key. In the evening, that is about liie time of lighting lamps, Gunputrao Bulwant, 
Boojuiigrao, Dadu Meeya, Dufadur, and .Tumal, tlin Jailor, entered Bhow Seindia’g room. Wlien 
enti‘ringyho roorii those men took Itith thorn a glass containing some liquid substance, the colour 
of which was w'hit.e. 'I'liis was administered to Bhow Scindia by (iunpuirao and Boojuiigrao, who 
alleged thlit IBs Highness had desired tliem to do so. Hliow Scindia protested against hiking tliu 
glass, sayingqlial he was not ill, and required no medicine, but being told tliatbo was brmnd to obey 


and act up to the orders of ITis Highness, which he did not witliout a struggle, Qhow vScindia 
persisted in his refusal to take any medicine, and upon that he was forcibly seised, his mouth 
opened by a slick being platted in Ins jaws, ami medicine poured in hia mouth much against las 
will. After this was done he was hamiculfed for tlie whole night, Dadu Dnfadar being placed on 
watcb duty While this was going on I was standing outside the room and saw things cdeai'ly. 
Witness No. tJ states—That ho is a l*rivato employed in tlie iiaekwaree Uegiment. He 

testifies to having witnessed Appa Saheb, Boojungrao, 
Shiv Ham PhindH, Private! muH.*painv Ht-gunem. turnkey, and Dufadar Dadu enter the room 

in which Bhow Scindia was confined, and tliat three days after this Bhow' Scindia died, but ho is 

not aware of what these men did while in tho room. , c . 

Witness No. 4 statoH—That ai»out two or three yours ago, when Bhow Semdia wiw a prisoner 

in Jail, ho was confined in a room adjoining to Bhow 
KrW«.iH«oniHH.nShm.kn.-,i.r.><m,r. Soimlla’s. At about 4 oV.loclv OHO dav Hulwuntrao 

Kshwant called nf ilio Jail, ami at the direction of Buojungrao, tlio Jailor, one Harriha, who was 
a prisoner with him (Bhow) in the Jail, was removed fnmi BIiovv ScinJia’s room, in order to leave 
Bhow Scimlia alone in Ins room. Appu Saheb and Boojungrao were in Jail till about 8 (»Vl(><^k in 

. . ... . . 1 • .< * *. 1 !i I • I . 1 _ T *1 /-Vrt*..... J. . 


the night that day, and at their direction people connected with the Jail Office were told to go to 
their houses cailier tluin usual, Appa Salieh and Ihiojungrao ordered Bh(»w Scindia to be hand- 
euflVd, his hands being placed behind the bach. Ho (the deponent) heard some Inistle in Bhow 


Scindia’s room, but could not comprehend what it was about. Bliow Scindia was in perfect gooil 
health till evening that day. One Dufadar Dadu was made to ploep under a /limh tree standing 
close to Bhtiw' Scindia’s room. 'J’he next day there was a general talk among the septiys that 


Bhow >Seindia had been jjoisoned the previous night. The next day ho (the deponent) observed 
Bhow Scindia very ill sufleriiig from constant purging, Dufiidur Dadu having been jdaeed to 
’ ’ ' very closely, be (the <leponent) could not iiKiuire into the cause of Jlliow’s bad liealtb. 
iskur had visited the Jail twice that day for <!onsiiUing Baboo Saheb iind Boojungrao, 

.1 • I J-.l I M III f-'-J* _1 


('anjoi. 


watch him 
One Waknskur 

the ollicers in charge of the Jail. Bhow Scindia was fed 
with /vrW/'r *, w'liicli hi' <li(l n(»t well eat that day ; hut 
repeatedly complained of s(n*e throat and ]>ain, and said that he was not able In eat anything. 
This ralulce, Bopjnngrao had got pro])ared, ami tlie portion which remained was carefully buried 
in the ground, jlliow Scindia died at 2 i».m. Waknskur first vi.silcd the Jail after Bhow'’s deatli ; 
next came iu Adurjee and Narrayanrao, Doctors. 'J'hese men went iirto Bhow Scindia’s reom 
and had fiis fetters removed. 'I’he Dufadar was m*ver on any previous occasion ina<le to sleep 
^ , under a iS'imb tree closely watching any other iirisoner. 

Bhowf Scimha was liandcuned w fnie in jail for the first 
time on that day. He, the dejjoiienb being a jirisoner, liad for fear of ill-treatment to remain 
quiet, and what be has stated now was all tliat he <*auld soe frorrt the lattice while .sitting in his 
room which was opposite to that of Bhow' Scindia’s. After Bhow Soindia’a body was dispo.se(i of, 
a certain (fuzerntti called at the Jail who ol)taine<l the deponent’s signature to a document which 
purported to show that Bhow Scindia had died of Dengue fever. J'his document (he) the deponent 
signed only under compulsion. 

Witness So, 5 states—'I'liat he was serving in the Jail as ;i Havildar.j; About tw<» years ago. 


„ , n • * , one dav at about (* oVloek in the evening ho saw with 

.t Hiwsfii l\ha» ol Jt umml. ,, , * .• i » .1 i- i . ii t -i i' i 

Baboo Saheb, the Kaint ar at the Jail, i, Dutudar 


Dudor; ‘J, Appa Saheb; Jamal, the turnkey; and 4, Boojuiigrao. '^I'he.so four latter men 
entered Hliow Scindia’s room iu Jail. One Dboiidee jNaik w'(*ut to the room to see wdiat these men 
were doing inside ; but Ixi was not permitted to stand by, and told to go away. Junial had 
caught hold of liliow Seindia's hands. Blunv Scindia asked these men not to trouhle him, and 
ho was thorenpon tuld t<» make no noise ;iiid to hold his tongue. On the day on which tills took 
pl».*e, Ilurreclia, wlu) us<‘d t«» remain with BIhav in the same room, was removed by Boojungrao 
at about I o’clock to some other room, Blenv being h'ft ;iloiie. BIkav Scindia was not sulfering 
from any disease. On tin; tliird day aftcvtln* al)ove-naii\e<l individuals ha<l entered Bhow Scindia’s 
room, lie diinl, and until Ids denih I>a<lu Dufadar was sitting in fVon# of Ids room. Jt was 
customary heforci tlmt when llie sentiuel on guard was reliovinl by a fresh smitinel, the latter 
should examine the locks of the rooms, but since (he day on winch the alxive-named individuals 
entt‘ro(l Bhow Sciinlia’.s roogi, Dufailar Dadu allowed neither tho sentinel on gumrd nor the officer 
to go into Bhow Seindia’s roertn. 

Witness No.fi stoics- 'rhat he is enii>loyed in the regiment attached to th(5 .Tail. About 

'■ ..I 'in L.' _ . >-V I 


,,,,,,,, I ,1 „ • ‘. ro t f. • . years ago Bbow Scimlia was couiinod. One ilav 

Biifhoolall Ilt‘ralu)l, PriviUf uf Rcjrtiliir Hfcimoiit. 1 1 i* 1 .. ., . ^ 

about that 


tiTne when lie was relievcil of the <!uty 
inside the gale in the Jail, he proceeded^ to the sentinel on guard near the gate and saw 

. . 1 • I I T ir t Appa Saheb Boojuiigrao, Dufadar Dadu, and .Tunial 

Prosiinn'dlv to spejiK wuh lum.—^, ,,i o • i- •»«'•««« 

eiiteiing the rooin in which Bhow Scindia waa confined. 

Next ddv> while standing on duty as guard, he observed Bhow Scindia coming out of his room 

eonatantly tvi answer the calls of nature- This he (Bhow) did boiiedth a Nimb tree slaiuling 

by bis room, wliero he fell ijuito inswnsible, and was taken into room by Bujub, who put liim 

on hia bed. On the third day, about 2 p.m., Jlhow Scindia died. Wliiie he (the deponent) 

was passing along, he obs(‘n «?d Bhow Scindia sitting in his room, m Iio, on seeing the deponent 

struck his forehead with his hands, appar iitlv to ^ow that his existence in the world was at 

an end. J’lireo or four days after the occurrence of' 


this, when the deponent was on duty at Uie 
Jail, he was told by priaoiu'r, (luiijiut Kishunjee, -who was serving Bhow Scindia in the Jail, that 
Bhow Scindia used to say to him (Gunput) that he was beings harassed and killed 'without any 
fault on his part, and, for mercy's sake, some one should go and tell his (Bhow’s) wife tfiat she 
should endeavour to submit (-.omplaints to the Bi-itish Uovemment, and seek redress at their 
hands. I’his was duly communicated by the deponent to Bhow Scindia*8 sister to meet hia 







Witness No. 7 states—That aiwut two years anti nine montw 

V t , confined in the Jai!. f 

Y..sh»um,»., 1 ittola, a ,o«r. eonimunicated to t/ 

he (deponent) proceeded to the Jail accompanied by Hajoo Mauiy 
in which Hliow^s body w«'is lying. Tlie corpse was covered witl/ 
lip, the elbows and tlie knees were seen greatly scraped, and tf 
dark. This led Iiim tti believe that he (IJhow) must have been/ 
himself as lo tlie cause of Bhow aScindia’s sudflen death when q 
Iloqjungrao was asked to state what was given to Bhow’. Boq 
he had died of Dengue fever, and that His Highness’ order was 
for cremation without loss of any time. On hearing this he, the ' 
prepared it for croraation. Two Carcrmiis of tlio Senaptitce DiSparv...,,. 

Balwantrar* Kuhuorkur tx) make the iieccssaiy arrangomciit. C.-anijilior, rc^n, luix. 
substances were used largely Avhen burning the dead hod}^ ' 

Witness No. 8 states—That he was employed in the llaroda Jail when llhow Scindia was 
.. W„ck»mith. rnathj a luisonor aboi.i f.mr years ap-. His .luty af 

the Jail consisted «>! examining the tetters to see that 
they were all right. J’hc <lay hoforc llliow Scindia's death, when he (Uk* de|KmcMt) was 
going to examine Bliow's fetters as usual, he observed T)uf{i(lar Dadiio seated uoar his room, wlto 
)rcvenh-d his approach, and desired that tlio fetters might be examined from outside the room. 
Ihow Seiiidia was then sleeping. Jlis body was covered with ;i eloth. hut not the feet, which he 
examined at tlic distance? of five kuddimis, and went away. 'I’lie deponent was never on any 
])revioUB occitsiou told to examine fellers of any other ]»risoner in this way. J'he next clay on 
the deponent being sent for l>y lloojungrao .at 4 p.m, lie went to the jail and removed lb(‘ fetlcrs 
put on Bhow’s foot alter he was dead, i le observed tin? colour of the Iiody changed, and different 
from other dead bodies. 

Witness No. 0 statc'S-^Tliat, lie is a prisoiuT in Jail. Aliont four years ago he was employed 
,, I » • to serve llhow tSeindia while in Jad. He (deponent) 

cleaned Ins urine jwd, and cow-dunged Ins room. In 
order lo <lo the.se things he has had to visit his joom. 1 ho day previous to Bliow .SiJndia’s 
death he had gone in the morning to Bhow Scindia, who then saicl that ho was ill. In thc! 
f?veiiiiig also whem he went into his room he was found sleepy, and made no inquiries, hut returned 
quietly, '^riie next day when he wont again in the uiorning he found Bliovv Scindia v(*ry ill, 
suffering from purging and vomiting. Bhow Scindia told the dejument that poison was ad- 
mini.'itered to him by Boojmigrao, Apj»a Saiieli, the. Dnfadar, and Jnimil, and that his life was at 
an end. 1 le asked the deponent to inform Bulwantrao Keshew of this which was done to him. 
Bhow Scindia had fetters on his f(*et. J’hc dcjxnicnl lisited Bhow Scindia on the day of his 
(tcatli to remove? his vomit and jmrging and ctherwite cleaning his room. Boojungrao having 
, , ordered prisoner (lunpntrao lo pound Moorinoora* and 

prepare .soino raliree, when lu? had prc])areu it, it wa.s 
given to Bhow Scindia to eat, wliich he refused to do. Boojuiigrao pressed him to tiike it, saying 
that it wniild do liirii goo«l. Bhow Scindia took it accordingly, and coirmieuced to vomit amt 
purge moro and more. The portion <*f this rahree which remained in the plate was eaten by a 
dog, which died the same day on which Bliow Scindia died. After Bhow's death, his corpsiJ was 
seen Ijy Boojnngruo, who said that good work had been done. BIkuv’s elbows and knees were 
greatly scratchcfl. 

Witness No. 10 states-*'riiut he and Jluveehvo nsctl to attend upon Bhow’ Scindia while he was 

in Jail, and he used to sh'ep in the saiiio room with Bhow 


liiiiqxitrao, a 


Scindia. One day at about 5 o’clock p.m., Apim Salieh 

‘ -IV < _ _• .1 f . , 1 X V 1 f V , ‘ , 


ealled at the Jail, anti entered Bliow Scindia's room in company willi Jamal, Dufatlar, Jladu, and 
Boojungrao, turning the deponent and linrcchroout of Bhow'Scindias room. In the liauds t>f 
Jurnal was a. cup containing some lirjuid puhstancc. At alumt 7 o’clock on iki? nighi of that day 
lie heard Bhow Seimlia’s voictj crying aloud that he liad tlone no fault, A:c. No.Nt day IhMqutigrao 
tohl him (deponent) that as Bhow was sudering from purgir^g and vomiting he should atteiid upon 
him. 'The d(‘pt>ueut accordingly went to .Bhow Seiiidia, when Bhow told Itim that Dnfadar 
Junial had caught ln»ld of liis liands and liamhmtfed liim, ami that Appn. .Saheh ami Boojungrao. 
had ])vovailci! upon him inucli against his will to take poison. Bhow' Scindia furtlnn* said to him 
that he. was done for, and should aiiyhotly impiire into the eircunistancos <kf His death to tell, for 
the? sake of Heaven, everything that liad happened. Next day, after Bhow Scindia’s di'utli, the 
deponent brought this matter to the notice of Bacliuo Sing, sepoy, ami some <»ther persons. 'I'lm 
day (HI which. Bhow Sitindia died, Boojimgiw* had ordered kaiijoe to he prepared for Bhow 
Scindia. In this kanjee was mixed sorm' stuff wliicli Boojungrao hrouglit with him tied in a 
niece of paper. I'he de]ionont is not aware what the .sfidV was; but Boojungrao mixed it up 
bcfori? forcing Bliow Scindia to cat it. 'Hn' earthen pot in wdiicli Bhow Scindia had vomited 
was pla(?c?d outside the room, and the dog which Irapponcd quite accidentally to put his nmuth in 
q'tilsdim-THfroni othe r accounts wliM-h show that th(? pot and eat the coutoiits.of it died aft.i?r tfic lapse of 
the dog atu Mum; of the* iviuaimkr oi‘the kimj4T. an liour or SO. 7'hc same day Bhow’ Scindia (litd at 

(Sd.) about ii o’clock. Jn order to examine him al‘t<?r he was 

dead, Doctors Adurjec and Narrayanrao called at the Jail. Next day, Appa Sahob ami 
Chuggunlal curnc, wlm advised the deponent to say that Bhow Scindia had died of Dengue fever, 
the medicines prescribed by Native doctors having proved inefficacious. I'lic deponent can say 
with positive certainty that Bhow Scindia was not suffering from any kind of disease prior 
to this. 

Witness No, 11 states—That he was employed as a Cliu*koon under the Senaputlco in Sawut 
Tti».lM,k,»(Vko,,.,. 1928. « whici. year one day lie had accompanied His 

Uignnesi^ to ndit\g excursion, and on returning in the 
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evening Huriba Dada told him that Bhow Scindia had died in the Jail, and that he should arrange 

* Funeral ntace for his body being disposed of. He accordingly went to 

^ Kumatb* with Nanajcc Eshwunt, where the carcass was 

bjjrnt in his presence) certain combustible urtirdes being used for ihe speedy despatch of the 
business. 

Witness No. 12 states—That at the* time of the death of Bhow Scindia he (deponent) was a 

•„ . prisoTiOTin Jail. He was appointed to act as Bhow’s ser- 

Hurretlm, a pnaone.. 

5«ine room with him. Bhow Scindia used to receive mitsmlit from his sister^s lumsc. About 15 
days before Bhow Scindia’s d(*nth Jloojungrao, tin* under Jailor, brought the mnsmla with his own 
hand whereas the same wa'< usunlly l»rong]it by the se^Mjys on guard, and this circumstance 
naturally roused his suspicion, w}ne(^ was strengthened from Boojungrao having heen seen by the 
deponent to luanipulate the vutaifiifK. In <;onse(jueiice of deponents suspicion he did not give the 
mumilff to Bhow Seiudiii, but threw half of it on the vo<ir (d the lunise and half in the gutter. 
Bhow Scindia wa^ an opiun» <v)ter, aiol for his use the drjienent used tn make opium pills as 
much as would sufil('e for two or three months aiul leave Ihciii jji charge of the guard. Out of 
those pills lie (depfuicut) used to get every day two julls mkI give them to Bhow. lliree days 
after the mtK^afa was thrown aw'ay by tlie ilepouent lu* noticed that the «»pium pills given to the 
prisouer were different from th«»se made by fu'ni, being somewhat soft, and told Bhow Scindia of 
this, who in thnoving tlu'rn away rehoJv('<l not to eat th<m any more. On the third Hny 
Boojungrao came and asked Rhow Scimlia hiov his healili was, wiio replied that it was all right. 
Five days aftciw^ards Booinngrao remove<l tiie dejunient from Bhow’s room. About 8 o'clock n.in. 
that day he heard Bhow Scindia (r\ingoiil in a lend voice WliaTs this violence, &o.” The 
ilcponent heard Jamal Sepoy say, “ w hat can we do, it‘s the Sircar’s order.” In the morning next 
day Bliow Scindia washing his hands and (ace, and made signs to the deponent by placing Ins 
hands to the mouth, whicli led the deponent to umleistand that lu' was poisoned. Some time after¬ 
wards he heanl that Bhow Scimlia had <iied. About an hour before his death a puppy dog, 
which happened to come into the .lail, having eate n some ol tlie rahvee jirepared (or Bhow 
Scimliu’s use, wa.s selze<{ with Muldi n illnes.-^ and died immediately afterwards. 

Witness No. IS states-—'^fhat he i^ l>y occupation a Surgeon, and on the iluy Bhow Scindia 
... ^ <hed in pi iMni in 1872, he having heen sent for, cHlh3d 

^ at the .laii m company, with Narrayan Ouucsh Slms- 

tree, a native doctor in the tow n. Boojmigrao, ibe under Jailor, took them both to the room where 
the body of Bhow Scindia lay, and, phicing lliem outside the room, asked them to view It, while 
the body lay stretched on flu* Hour iiisiih' the room covered wdth a cloth. Hieso two men 
inspetited t|ie body from a distance (d‘ five or six yards. The next day about 0 o’clock tu the 
morning, Boojimgrao caller! at the dejionmit’s house with a writton report in his hand, and asked 
the deponent to sign it, who refused to do unless the contents thereof wt‘re made known to him. 
Bpon this he (deponent) was told that the report referred briefly to llie circumstance under 
which Bhow Scindia had died. The deponent took ohjcction (o sign the report as he had never 
attended Bhow Scindia when alive. He was tliereiipon taken to t!u‘ Fou/dar, who said that if 
tho deponent did nid sign it Im would los<* his honour (rizznli). 'I'lie deponent thereupon signed 
the rcjiovt from out, of fear. He was not acquainteil with the contents of it. 

Wiincss No. J4 states—l'h»t mi the day of liliow Scindia’s death lie called at the Jail in the 
afternoon. Dr. Adurjes^ was with liim. Boojungr.io told them hotli to vioAV the body of Hhow' 
Seimlia, deecased. '^I'hey werr ]>la.i‘< d ontsidi* the room. 'J’lie body had no ajipeavance of any 
disease. 'I'his the deponent, only staleil from Ih*', supevticial exainimition which he made. The 
deponent having heen askeii h» sign a doiHiment juiiporting to be an acrxiunt of Bhow Schidia’s 
death, on pain ol’displeasun* of Hi? Highness if lie deelincd to do so, he (the deponent) signed 
the document under protest. 'J'he deponent is not aware of t he wording of the documont up to 
the present <lay. 


'IVIegTiUU, No^7*'>3l\j dated ‘25th h’ebruary 1,875. 

Froti! Forewn Seoretabv, C^alcutta, to Sir J^kwis Fki.ly, Haroda 

Yoim letter, No. 1.*), dated 13tb July, (’ase of Bhow Scindia. As case uivolvcs 
indirect charge against Gackvvur, who is being directly charged before another 
tribunal, it would be l>etter to drop the cast* unless it has been already commenced 
in (Criminal ('ourt, and misunderstanding would result i’roin non-prosecution of it. 
li'you decade to go on with it, act under legal udviec. • 




No. 93-563, dated Baroda, 25th February 1875. 

From CoLONpx Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.T., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner, administering the Baroda State, to C. U. Aitchi^on, 
Esq,, C.S.L, Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 
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1 HAVE the honour to enclose a copy of the summary of evidence and report in 
the case of Govind Naik, drawn up by Captain Segrave and CJaptain Jackson as 
Members of the Inquiry (committee. 

The investigation of this case was entered into l)y the Inquiry (yommittee mainly 
because of the supposition or conjecture that a regular system had existed in Baroda 
for the removal of obnoxious persons l)y ])oison, and that the same set of ngonts 
had been employed in different cases for canyiiig this system oftt. It was thus 
believed that by means of an investigation into this case of Govind Naik facts 
might be elucidated which would have an important Ix^ariiig upon the question of 
the attempt to poison Colonel Pliayrc. 

It dees not appear that in this respect the anticipations of the Inquiry Coiniuittee 
bn\’e been fully verified, or that by this means any further direct evidence in the 
poisoning ease has been obtained. 

From the evidence, however, which has been adduced, it appears that TIis High¬ 
ness Mulhar Rao Gaokwar directly gave, or caused to be given, the orders by 
virtue of which the system of torture was put in force under which Govind Naik 
finally succumbed. 

It appears frotn the evidence of Bulwuntrao Eshwunt, corroborated to some 
extent by tliat of' Bulwuntrao Ravelkur, that the latter of those gave to the former, 
at the Maharaja’s request and in his presence, an order to put upon (lovind Naik 
the heaviest fetters he could find; and that subsequently the Maharaja expressed to 
Bulwuntrao I’.shwunt his dissatisfaction at the insufficient weight of the fetters used, 
and ordered others to be specially made for the purpose of the weight of I jjinaunds. 
As to the food administered to the prisoner, Bulwuntrao Ravelkur states that the 
Maharaja ordered I'atya Mahadeo in his presence to see to tlie prisoner’s food 
and drink, and from the evidence of witnesses Nos. .5, 10, 11, l6, and 17 it is 
proved that I'atya Mahadeo cither with his own hands or under his direct super¬ 
vision caused th(^ chillies and salt water to Wt forcibly administered to Govind 
Naik. 

Under the above circumstance's, I do not propose to take at present any further 
steps in the matter by instituting a prosecution of the persons employed in ill- 
treating Govindrao or otherwise ; but I think that it is desirable for me to lay 
before the Government of India a brief outline of the facts in this case. 


List of witnesses in the case of Govind Naik. 

Class I, Men in Authority. 

Jlulwuntrao Eshwunt - - No, ir>. Tatya Mahadeo (Toupey) - No. 7. 

Ditto Ravelkur - - IC. Chugunlal Damodur - - ,,11. 

Wamonrao Ilurree - * „ G, , Datatray Ilanichund«*r - - 

Ci.Ass TI.—Men of the 1st guard who remained up to the time the pristmer roh^ased liimself 

from his fetters. 

Maiputtee Kanoba (Naik) No. 6 . Gurbar WucUi (Private) - - No. li. 

Kooshal Babajee (Subadar) - „ H. Becharkara (Lance Naik) - - „ 17. 

Clash III. —Men of tho 2nd guard who came on duty two days before the prisoner’s dealh. 

Bloa Sing .Jemadar) - No. 3. Gungadeen llugonath (Private) - No, 10. 

Bhao Khundoo (Havlldar) - „ i. Sheik Booruu (Private) - H 

Rani iSurroop (Private) - • u 0. 


Class IV.—Miscellaneous. 

Koosajee Oomerjee, deceased's brother (complainant) - , . 

Narayen V^cnayck (Doctor) - - - - - - „ 2. 


V 


Summary of evidence in tho ease ul’ (iovitid Naik, 


l.Nj tlK' .'urly j>art of 1872 (about March) His U^iincss Mullmr Kao summoned Kuhvimtrao 
WitwwHNa. ifl. Esiwunl, chief Fouzdar of Karoda, and mnlored him 

No. ifi. cither direct or through his Naib Dowan, Bulwuntrao 


Havc'lkur, b> imprinon (lovind Naik, an old servant of his in charge ol the Silloykhana. No 
reason for the arrcHt was asHigned, but it wan generally understood by all Avho were afterwards 
etninecUsl with (loviiid’s ciisc that be had eoTiunittod s<»nu' ofleiH*e ol a ])rivaio naturu against His 


Nor?. G, la. 


JJiglmess, ])iobtd)ly in couiieetion with the zenana (»vor 
which he {(fovind) had authority. 

2. la olwdicnee to His Highness’ orders Kulwuntivjo Ivslnvunt had (lovind eonfined in tin; 

Futtehpoor t.1iabo<»tra, and treated like an ordinary 
Non. ir>, H, n, 5. prisoner, that is to say, ho was fettered with the ordi¬ 

nary irotiR, and received food on the (ollowing siude:— 

One an{[thret! quarter hijci's oI' bajioe flour,T 

Quartan’ soer of dhall, 1 ordinary fare of prisoners. 

Half pice worth of ghee, I j i 

Half pice wortli of vegetaliliis, J 

3. After a few days had i«is.sed His rJiglinc.<.s suunn»nied llulwuiitrao Kshwunt again, ainl 

ordered liiin to jnit on (lovind fetters weighing 1| mauiids 
oraliout 100 Ills. 

4. In o))edieni*e to this nnler Bulwuntrao Fshwunt ordi'rod irons of the description ro(|uir(^d to 

specially made for tiie ])risoner. 'I'liey consisle»l 
‘ **' ui— 

I A'g iruiis, weighing about > 1 inaund. 

Handeufls. ,, - 25f 1 <j 25' wu'rs. 

Padlock of do., ,, - 2 „ 

' Iron collar ftu- the neck (called 

tola;) - - - 1^ )) 

5. Theso were put on to the prisoner by Wainoiirao Hun'ee, C'aikooii under, and ropre.sontative 

^ ^ of, Bulwuntrao Ksliwiint, and 'fatya Mahadoo ('I’oiipey), 

*’■ ■ a Carkooii of the 2iid llegular Kegiment, on the jiart of 

His Highness Mnlha-r Kju). Tatya Ttmp(*y tvas introduced to His Highness by Btdwnntrao 
Jiavtdkun 

(5. Siimdtaneoiisly with the introduction of these letKjrs the pri.soner’s diet was ehangcul to the 
N<>s.s. following :— 

No. 5. (Quarter seer oi' bajrce flour nnele into bread. 

f (vht.'irtcu* seer of chillies. 

ChutiU'y composed of< „ garlic. 

V 1 ? 

A fourtli part f»f tho bnsnl and a fourth part of the chutney for a inea), and at the same time 

the prisoner was given to drink quarter seer of salt in 
Nos. G, s, 11. A. about one soev ol' water. 

7. I'lie elianges in the fiMid wore niadi** by "i’atya Maliadco, acting on the part of Hi.s Higiniess, 

* Taija .ay. that ha ,vas afut l,j- ti.e Maharajt. a"*' Wiuunitruu by ttnlcr t)f Htihviinlfti,, Ksliwniit. b'l-oiil 
t<> f \(r;u-i n ronfoftsioii from tlir prlsonor. . this time I atya Maliadco ami \\ amonrno Ilurree super- 

) KIJ.J. intouded the prisoner s entire inan:igpmeut,t reserving to 
t Nos. 10, II, 17. themselves the right of hiekiug ami unlocking Ins cell 

door. 'Tatya was assi.steil by two sepoys of tlie 2inl Kegiment in addition to llie usual guanl. 

S. 'J'lie Imjree ])r(*ad and eJmtiiey euiiiinued for about 1-1 day.s during vvhiidi time the prisoner 

ate little}: or nothing, ami then'Tatya and Wamonrao 
' ^ No ’ ^ (!oinmenced§ to adntinlster canjee (toinposcd of 1 ^ seers of 

^ ‘ rice, salt, am) water innled togctlier, and as the prisoner 

n'fused to swallow this irnxturc Tatya*l'oupey ami his sepoys used force to make him do so. 

5). .After some days of this treatment the pnsom'r’s limlis shrunk so that he managed to with" 

^ draw them from the irons one morning and make an 

' ’’ ■ attack on his guard, from whom he demanded a drink of 

’ waBn, 

.. ^ 10. In his weak state, he was easily (U'ercoine and 

' transferred to his (;ell again. 

11. His old guard wa.s then relieved by a nuAV one by order of Bulwuntrao Kshwimt, ^d the 

K„s. a, 4. latter were told to keep a strict wahdi on their prisoner. 

12. M 5 o’clock in the nflernoun of the day (Saturday) on which the new guard came, 'Fatya^ 

^ ,, Wftnonrao, and a Careoon of the Fouzdur’s Cut(*.lierry> 

• named Narayen VValcusker, came to tlie Chabootra and 
inquired ii' the prisoner ate or drank anything. On being answered in the negative, they forcibly 

^ administered some salt and water, Wamonrao pouring 

it mUo fbu prisoner's mouth with his own hands. 

^ Ifl. They returned tlie next day, morning (Sunday), 

and repeated tiiia operation. 

34. At 4 o’clock in the afternoon of the same day (Sunday) they returned again and mepared 

^ some eanjeo of flour, goov, salt and water, which Wamon- 

' ’ ’ rao poured into the prisoner’s mouth while Tatya held 


Nos. .'i, «, K. 


No. 4. 


N«». 4. 


V ; 


15, Ueforo they loft on this occasion, Wamonrao told the guard tliat if the prisoner asked for 

water that evening, they might give mm fresh water to 
° ’ ■ drink; and ho also particularly warned them that if any 

tiling uiiUMual occurred that night, ho should at once be told. 

1C. I’liat night the prisoner was hoard by the guard muttering to himself in a delirious state 

^ ^ till 10 p.m. After that time ho was silent, and Ins guard 

‘ ’ ‘ looing attracted by his unw'ontod sib'iKH' looked into his 

cell, when they found that he was dead, 

17. A popoy immodiately called Wamonrao, who told Bulwuntrao Kshwunt, who went to tho 

palace to see His Highness on tlie subject. Three 
, • ’* " doctcirs, named Narayen Venayok, and (iunesh Sha«- 

Nog. 2 ,6, i.'i. tree, and Adnrjee, a I'arsoo Doctor, were there bofore 

him, to whom the Maharaja gave orders to examine Cioviud Naik’s body, and report tliat ho 
die<l of dengue lover. ^ 

1«S. JiuhvuntraK» Esinvunt wrote a report of tlie prisoner’s death in the preswee of tlio doctors 
Nos “ G i& says, at their dictation. 'J'hey deny tiiis, but 

' ‘ the point is of not much consequence. It is sufficient 

lhat tiic doctors above mentioned and Huiwuntrao Kshwunt and Wamonrao llurree wore present 

• A uiiui rtf inquest, and that tlibir rep(»Vt attributed the 

death of (fovind Naik to fever and a disciise cnlled 
, i^lntunirpaf,’*' 

li). J ho body was handed over to the brother of the deceased, and n s('poy was sent by 
No- Wamonrao to report that erernati(»n was complete. 

20. Besides tlml. ol the inquest, no loeord conceniing GoA'ind’s imprisonment was made, 

, ^ j 'I’lic Avlmlo proceedings were irregular, because, as Ihd- 

• ", Avuntrao Eshwimt says in his evicimie.e, the offence was a 

privjite athur <»' the Gaekwar's, and ‘‘wlien tim (Jaekwar’s Avill is conetTnod llio law is set aside.” 

21. On eonsitir'rat Ion td th<> evidence l!u* Coininittoe are of opinion that pmad y<Vo'case of 
having unlawfully cansoil tin* de.'tlh of the jn’isomtr Govind Nais is made out against the chiof 
I'ouzdar, Uulwinitrao Ksfnvuiit, Uulwnntrao Kavidkur, Tatya Mahjwleo, W.'inumrao llurree, but 
the C'ounnitr.e(’also considers that lliese men were .acting under iiistnietioiis i*eeeiv<al from His 
Highness Mulliar Jiao Gaekvyar. 

(Sd.) E. H. Skjju.avk, Caj)t., 

* Jh'csident, Tiiquiry Committee. 

F. M. Kso\, Caph, 

llaroda,, tho J9th I'ehruary isf."). Member of Inquiry Coinniiltee, 


l*.»S.—An extract from th<* iMui/dareo accounts of tie* year .Sunibut j02S or A.I), 1^72 is 
attachetl to show that tin* fetters alluded to w«'re made spceiully for Govind Naik.“(.Sd.) 
F. IJ. J. 


Extract from Fouzdareo Accounts of tlie year Sumbut 1928 or 1872 A.D. 

Statement show’ing expenses incurred on account. o( Govindjee Naik from the time he was 

prisoned up to death in Jail. 

I*aid on acciuint of iron ]>urcli;iscd for mailing fetters, as ])er details given IxOow;-*- 

It. A. i\ K. A. I* 

Iron hought llirougli Cluuidbhai llorah, wcigliing Ij Indian mauiuls 
and sot'rs 

Iron purchasp<l through Nnjmoodin 29| seers 

„ r, „ Petarnlkn* Jiohar 12.^ seers- 


A f 

govun, and Moti (lirdhur 
T*/ul!oeks purchased for fetters 
Expenses of food, as per billowing details:— 
Wheat Hour, 17 soors 
fUco, 18 seers 

PuIbc, 7j seers - - - 

Ghee, Boers - - - 

Fi|;o-wood - . - - 

Jagrcc - . . - 

Earthen pots 

Vegetables - - - - 

Spices - - . . 

Tobacco - - - - 

Daily butto, &-c. - - - 

Oil for peons on watcli duty 
Expenses incurred for funeral obsequies 


• . 


- 

c 

9 

0 

- 

8 

p* 

4 

0 

- 

U 8 

0 

Hui- 


- 



1 

1 
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1 

1 

0 
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1 

5 

0 

- 

0 

i 

0 

- 

0 

2 

0 

. 

0 

7 

0 

- 

0 

7 

9 

- 

0 

8 

it 

- 

1 

15 

fi 


11 0 


8 8 
0 8 


8 

0 

9 




t; 

n 


7 

1 

2 


0 

9 

0 


Total - 


38 i i> 


V ) 


No. 1. 

Koosajef' Ootnerjee Dulveo, Hindoo Maratha, ajjfe 45, resident of Rutnagery District; occu¬ 
pation, service, at present out of employ, states:—I was formerly a favourite servant of Mulhar 
lino Mnharaj, and was in diarge of the “rasoee” (cooking) department My brother, Govindjeo 
called “ Naik,” was in charge of tho dispensary In 1872, a short while before Bhow Scindia’s 
death, Bulwuntrao Ravelkur, who was then Khan^ Dewan or Private Secretary, got up a 

charge against iny brother ot having cast amorous • 
Khariib natar. glances on MaliaUeebai Ranee; that is to say, no written 

charge was ever made out against him, nor was his deposition taken, but he was suddenly sent 
before Bulwuntrao Esliwunt, wlio throw liim into prison. For about tlie first two months he was 



to convey food frijin mo to iny brother, by moans of whicli my brother managed to live on in 
spite of the atUnnpt.s to kill him. Oiu^ day Bulwnntra Bavelkur said Govindjee has had canjee 
for (14) days, and yet^ ho lives, “how is ihat'^” He then ordered Tutya Maliadeo,his assistant, 


to see 1,0 (lovindjee’s iood. After this Bulwuntrao ICshwunt, Tutya Mahadoo, and Narayenruo 
Wukusker used to go oiSery day to th<< Jail to see niy hrollnw. They changed his fetters to 
henviov ones, and ptil extra fetters on liis neck and wrists, and gave him the canjee again, by 
which he was reduced to great distre.ss. One day wlieii his limbs had shrunk from tliis iil-usagc, 
his fetters fell from Ills wrists. A sepoy was watching near at liaiid, and his sword lay by W 
side.; my brother snatched up the weapon, and said, “give nu' water,” and threatened the sopoy. 
Tho latter said, if you will put by that sword, “ I’ll let you have u. drink.” Directly my brother 
threw down the sword, ho wrus seized and loaded with irons again, and bound tightly witli eords. 
On tho second or third day after this, Bulwuntrao Eshwuiit, 'I atya Mahadi^o, and Naravenrao 
Wakusker went to his coll and forcibly administered poison to liiin. Ho died next day. When 1 
hoard of it 1 was in arrost, but I wm* allowed to g(j to the Jail. 1 found my brother’s cor[jse 
lying oubsido the Jail. It was attenuated and discoloured. I took it away and burnt it. I did 
not complain to any one at the time, as 1 knew' it >vas no use. 1 was in arrest in my house all 
this time. I Wiis released by means of my relations, wdio applied to Colonel l^hayre, 1 was- 
however, not allowed to appear before tlie Commission, but was simt oif to my own country, i 
returned about throe or four mouths ago. I liave never been u]) to tlio bungalow before. Before 
my brother died, intimation of his ill-treatment was sent to the Residency ; nothing was done 
on it. Almost all the particulars thave related j heard from Maiputtec Naik. He is in Baroda 
still. 1 wiis arrested simultaneously with my brother. 


The 8th February 1875. 


Before me, 

(Signed) F. 11. Jac^ksok, Capt 


No. 2. 


4 

Narayen Venayek, Brahmin, Docwir, age 04 years, residing in Baroda, states :—Govind Naik 
died in tlie Hindoo year 1928 (about April 1872). J was in the habit of visitiugHis Highness 
Mulhar Rao jjaily in tHc morning. On one oeousioii when 1 went there, 1 found Gunesh Slias- 
tree and Adurjoo doctor, about half (Mist 8 o’clock. TTie Maharaja said to me and Ounesh 
Shastreo, Govind Naik is dead, and is lying at the Futtehnoor Chowkey, go and look at the 
b6dy, and make out the usual certificate. 1 asked the Maharaja what 1 was to write on the 
certificate, and he said, examine tlie body and report that dengue fever was the cause of the death 
of tlie deceased. 1 said to tlie Maharaja, liow can I report that ho died of dengue fever when 
1 never attended him. Tlie Malmruja said “do as you are’told,” 1 am responsible. I went witli 
Gunesb Shastree tt) tlio Futtehpoor (Jiowkey, and saw the body at a distance of two or three 
piMX’S. The limbs were contorted, as il' the deceased had died in great agony, and his face and 
inidy much attenuated. Tlie (IJarkoon (Wamourao Hurree) at tlio Cliowkcy at once made out 
a ('crtificatt^ lo the effeci tliat llu* deiieased had died ol* dengue fever, whieli we signed in the 
tiresence of Bulwuntrao Esliwunt and Nprayenrao Wakusker. There were several sepoys in the 


Chowkey at the tiifne, but 1 only know one of them named Bola Sing. After I had socn Govind 
Naik's body, 1 was of opinion that h(» had not diiid d natural death. 1 signed the certificate, 


stating that he had died of dengue fever, because tbc' Maharaja ordered mo. 1 knew that I was 
wrong in doing so. It was about 10 a.m. when I signed tln^ certificaie. When Govind Naik was 


I heanl that tho fault he was accused of was “intriguing in His Highness Mulhar 
lana.” Every one who saw Govind Naik's body beliovod that he had been murdered, 


imprisoned 
“ nao’fi zonana 
but no ono mentioned the subject from fear^pf tho Maharaja. 


The 10th February 1875. 


Before m«> 

(Sd.) F. H. Segrave, Capt 


r.S,--l read the above, and acknowledge that it is a true report of what I told before Captain 
Segrave, 

(Sd.) Narayen Vknakk. 


riM nr, 1 


No, S. 


Bola Sing Roopsing, Puggee, Jemadar in His Highness the Gackwar^s Police, residing in 
Baroda, statesGovind Naik died about three years ago ; he was confined in the Futtehpoor 
Chowkey, where 1 was doing duty as a Jemadar. A Havildar and four peons were with me. 
The name of the Havildar is Bhow Khundwa, two of the peons* names I cannot romomber ; the 
other two wore Rama Soorook and Bhurun. Bulwuntroo Eshwnnt told me to keep a strict 
watch over Govind Naik, as he had lately removed his fetters, and seized a sword belonging to 
one of the peons at the Chowkey. I was sent with a- party of six peons to lake charge of 
Govind Naik at about 12 o’clock noon one Saturday, the date I cannot remombor. When I took 
charge of him ho had very heavy chains attached to liis neck, hands, and feeh 'J'hc prisoner’s 
diet was equal quantities of flour and salt. This was given him by order of Tatya '^oupey, 
ui\dor instructions fVoin His Highness, and on the day T took charge his food was prepared by a 
peon ntuned “ Uurbur.” 1 was instructed to make a report every day to liulwuntrao Eshwunt 
that the prisonei-, (nlovinci Naik, was well. On Sunday, the day after I rccoivod charce of 
Govind, I went to Bulwiintrao Esiiwimt to rci>ort ail well; he told me to return |omy guard. WJdle 
talking to Bulwiintrao Eshwunt the sepoy named Bhurun came u]) and rep(>rtod that a Carkooii 
had come to the Chabootra ; 1 returneil there. J found Tatya Mahadco (Toupey), Narayenrao 
Wakuskor, and SVamonrao Hurroc, Bulwuntrao’s Carkoon. Warnonrao told me that 1 was to 
take great care of my jirisoner, and if anything unusual happened, of ho died at night, to let 
him know and that I was to give the prisoner fresh water to drink instead of the usual salt 
water. Warnonrao told me to tell him, and not tbe others. My Havildar, Bliao Kundwa, 
reported to me that iustc'jul of giving the eanjee twice as was usual, they had given it three times 
tluit day, and had also given the ])ris(nier goor in the canjoo. Afu^r that 1 went to niy house to 
cat my dinner, and tlioii returned to the Chabootra and set the s<?ntries for the night, and went 
to sleep. Up to 10 o*<doek tlw‘ prisoner Govind was licard mutU*ring to himself and calling on 
God to protect his cliild, About 1 o’clock that night 1 was awoke by a sepoy, who said that 
prisoner was silent. 1 w()ke the Subadar Kooslml, and went to see the prisoner. He appeared 
to be dead. J went to tell Warnonrao. He aceompanied me to Bulwuntrao Esliwunt's houso. 
1 vcmaiiuMl below while VN amonrao went up to tell Bulwuntrao. When he came down again lie 
accompanied me to my guard to se(‘ for himself. It was now 6 o’clock. In ibo morning Narayon- 
rao and Gunesh Sluislreo, Doctors, came to the Ghabootra, and Narayenrao Wakusker with them, 
'fhe door ol‘ the prisoner’s cell was o])ened to show the Doctors tlie corpse. They stood about 
five yards tifi’ to view it. After the Lhx^tors left, tin* prisoi)(*r’s brother, who had been summoned, 
canic ami look away the liody. Narayenrao sent Havildar, Bbao Kundwa, to see that the body 
■was burnt, and to report that it was doin', tlurbiir, the sepoy, used to give the prisoner the 
canjoe while 1 was on guard. 'J’ho prisoner could not resist, as he was so heavily fettered. The 
prisoner was in a tolmably ghod state of health when I wont on guard. He did not look like a 
ilying man. 


Baroda, lUth February 187.’). 


Before me, 

(Sd.) F. H. Jack.son, Capt. 


No. 4. 


Bhao Khundwa, Hindoo, Maratta, age 25, resident of Baroda, occupation service in Baroda 
.. ... ' . .. _ /» . .. 

rohee, states 


• (’l»al*ootra 
kt'V. 


.fi;—About three years ago, two days ht^fore Govind Naik died in confinement at the 

Futtelipoor Chautrey,* I, being a Havildar of Police, 
, willin' iliin* was K I'oluc cltow- summoned by Bulwuntrao Eshwunt and told to 


take charge oi' Govind, as he had been troublesome, and 
required a good watch over him. Jemadar Bola Sing and I were the officers, and four privates 
of tbe police named (1) Ram Siujjoop, (2) Burrun, and two whose names I don’t remember, 
were 


ere the men of the guard. A man named Guvhur, a sc.-poy of the Jail, was also over tlie 
risoner, and two men the 2nd Regiment under I'atya Toupee, Carkoon. We went at 
(fclock on Saturday liei'ore Govind died, and took charge from a Naik named Mahiputtec, who 

II _I. _ ;_ i'.._ __ii?. • . I - J . 1... « .1 . •. . 


pnsoiier, 

J (fclock 

had h<*eri made n itrisoncr for some oflicial act; orders were to give the prisoner soli and water 
1o drink, and‘‘rabree” or eanjee composed of flour, goor, and other^ stuffs, 'riie prisoner did 
not oat or dnnk anything to my knowledge w'hilc I was on guard over liini. At 5 o’clock that 
afternoon (Saturday), Waiuonrao Hnrrce, Tatya 'I’oupey, and Narayenrao Wakuskor, Garkoons, 
(^ame to the Chautrey and asked if tlie prisoner ate dr drank anytliing.^ We said no. Tliey then 
fell into a rage, and said that we wore of no use. Tliey all three then began to make the 
prisoner drink suit water by force, 'riie prisoner could not move on «c(*.oimt of his heavy fetters. 
vVaraonrao gave hiin the water out of a glass or cup. ’I'hey then left, telling ua to look sharp 
after our prisoner. The next <lay (Sunday) they came again. Tliey all three gave Govind more 
salt and water, Warnonrao pouring it into his moutli with his own hands. They went away and 
came a^ain at 4 p.iii. They then got some goor, flflir, salt, and water, and mixed them together, 
and iiaving removed us from the scene gave it to the prisoner to drink. 1 say tliis from what I 
had soon them do before. T did not see this mixAurc administered with my own eyes. My 
Jemadar, Bola Smg, had gone to the Fonzdar’.s cutchery to give the daily report when tlu'y 
came, so 1 sent Burrun sepoy to call him. When he uauie I told him that the Oarkoonshad been 
angry with me. 1 don’t know what they said to Bola Sing, but he told me, after they had gone, 
to give prisoner fresh water if he wanted it, and to take great car© of him. Up to 10 o’clock p.m. 
we liearu the prisoner saying, “ Ram, Ram,” &:c., and muttering to hiuisolf. After tliat he was 
quiet. At 12 o’clock we went to see what was the mutter, and found he was dead. Bola Sing 
went about 1 o’clock to tell Warnonrao. They botli came about diwligbt to the Chautrey. After¬ 
wards, about 8 o’clock, Narayenrao Wakusker, ’I'atyu Toupey, Narayenrao Doctor, and some 


othor r-amc nn<l held a punchayut on the body. The deceased’s brother was called to t^e 
away tbe corpse. 1 was ordered by Wamoiirao to accompany the brother, and see what he did 
Ld^hcar what he said, and report to him. 1 reported to hiin that the Imdy had 
Tp.m. tlmulay, vis., Monday. 1 behove that tiovind died from the ill-usage he received while in 

coniincment. 


JJantda, rhe Uth Fcln-uary 187ft. 


Before mo, 

(Sd.) F. 11. Jackson, Capl, 

inquiry and Detection Committee. 


Bhao Kinulwa, ro-exaininod to <lay. J rocogiiizo the hnndetifls and W irons produced before 
the Cwmnittoe as Ihoto which Cinvind Naik wore wlioii 1 took charge ot him. 


Jiaroda, the I2th February lH7ft. 


iicforc me, 

(Sd.) F. H. Jackson, Capt, 

Inquiry and Detection Committee. 


No. 


ft. 


Maipnttoe Kanoba, Hindoo, Maratlia, age 2ft, resident of Baroda, occupation I’rivato in the 
Burotla Folice, No. :n4, Matos :~I rcuioniher when Govhi(l.i<‘e Naik died iu Baroda .Jail in 1872, 
1 was then n Naik in the roiic<i and was appointcil with four men to the eliarge of (lovindjeo 


in tin* FnttchiMior Chabootra. .1 was ]d.Tced in charge by Bulwuntnio Fouzdar. For about a 
montii and a half 1 was ordered to give liini good jdaces, food. After that period 1 was ordered 
to make bread of (juarter seer biijrec Hour and (|uarter seer of salt, and also to make chutney of 

-_« ■ T***t <1 I- _T _ __j_ 



Bulwuntrao Kshuunt niHl tJunpa i vi , 

days, to enforce this arrangement, two of the regular seimys and a JNilice Naik were a])poinit>d 
aver^ne to carryout the orders to the letter. This was inconsequence tf a suspicion that 1 
was not carrying them out iiropcrly. 'J'atya, Mahadco, .t (kirkoon of the 2nd Regiment and a 
favourite of llis'Highness MulUar Rjuj, used to eoine t(» enforce the instruetioiis above referred to. 
(Soviudje<^ would ueilbra* eat the food nor drink the. w'.uer thus i)repared for him. Tatya used 
to open the door of his cell, and ordcretl no one to open it without his proRcnce. In this way 
Govmdec lived on for (11) days. After liiis jieriod Tatya Mahadeo and Wamonrao, a Carkoon in 
the Fo\izdar’s Department, came to the Cliabootra and examined tlte prisoner and ordered canjoo 
tn be given him instead of tlie bread and elmtnev. The canjeo was composed of U S(ws rice 

and water and salt boded togctluT. As Govindjeo would 
Oi ibi- HeRiKifiit. drink this mixture Tayta and three or four sejtoys* 

used to hold him closer by force and pour it into his mouth. Ho used to spit out about half 

. . , of it and would perhaps swallow about half, (rovindjee 

t Fou™ li mau.,a m vv.upl,., 

resistance 
the 


sistance. Tatya used to sit at the door and give <lirecfiotis, whih? the Si‘poys adinini.stered 
c canjec. This wmit on fur limr days. On tht; moniing of tlic fifth day when I and the guard 
opcni’d the door 1 found the prisoner’s fetters oif. lie pietked up the iron bar of his handcuffs 

I t * iKI* .*1 / <!* ) * 


and rushed out tlireatcning us. All the sepoys lletl in astonishment at his appearance, knowing 
that ho had been heavily hdtered. 'Fho sword of Hurreeba J<'madar was lying in tho Chabootra, 
the prisoner snatchoil it up and said to all tlm sejioys “give me water.” He presently got dizzy 
anti staggered through \veaknes.<, and the .sepoy.s easily .seizeil hijn. There were ]>rcsent one 
Suhadar (Kooshal Sing), one IlaviJdar named Dulput, two st'poys, and myself. After seizing 
him wc gave him two glasses of water ami to(»k liirn baetk (o nis cell. (Imiputrao Buiwunt 
came up and abused me, ami ordered nu' and Bcehar Naik of the Regulars .and four sepoys to 
he imuic priBoners. W'c were sent loHihe Fouzduvy Ciitclierry and ke^it there for three days. 
This was an account of the ])risomn* under our charge getting rid of his fettor.s. On the day T 
was released from arrest I hoard lliat Govindjec Naik was dead. 1 never saw him after the 


<»vent above desCTibqd. The cruelty T saw prac^tisod to Govindjee by order of Bulw'untrao 
Kshwunt, Ounputrao Buiwunt, Tatya Mahadeo, and Wamonra<), the Fouzdaroe Carkoon, 
was, in my opinion, enough to kill him, ami 1 (jonsider that they intt^mlod to kill him by 


practising it. 


Baroda, the 10th February 187ft. 


Before me, 

'’(.Sd.) F. H, Jackson, Capt, 

Member of Inquiry and Detection Committee. 



n _il... I T'-l_ 


Before me, " 

(Sd.) F. H. Jackson, Cnpt., 






V 


4 


No, <f. 

Wamonvao Hurre<s Hindoo, Brahmin, age flO, resident of Barodu, in Rao Poora, occupation, 
clerk in the Fouzdar’s Department, states:—When Govind Naik was thrown into prison about 
throe years ago, liulwuntrao Eshwuiit Fouzdar, under whom 1 served, called me and told me to 

sot* to Ilia fetters and his food.* According to orders I 

* My dmlfH wftj i* to proviilo tl lood for all p^t irons Oil liis logs, and served out his food every day ; 
priBoncrNconfinodoutofthonmm Jail. for about Hv’t? days ho got wboat flour and almost any- 

^ ' *'■ thing lie liked te oat. After that Hulwuntrao told mo 

to give him kielireo, viz., rice and dall, 'I’his was continued for three days. All this time the 
prisoner was in charge of tlio police. At this period Tatya Touiioy, Carkoon of l^iul Jlegimont, 
Iiegaii to oonio to tho jail by order of the Maharaj, and one <lay cliangod the police guard for oiu^ 
of his own regiuiont. After this iiue day he put in the police again. The iie^:t day liulwuntrao 
Kshwunt told me to give Govind only bujico broad and chiUii's and salt in oi^ual (|uuntities (<» 
cat. I gave him this «>iie day, and Ikj would not eat it. I used to go to see ^le pri.soner e\<iry 
morning, and Tayta Toujiey used to go at 12 o’cdock and in the evening. 'I’he sepoys told me 
after this that I’atya had ordered the jn-isoner to receive quarter seer of salt in his water. J 
told Bulwuutrao Kshwunt, and In.'i said very well, do whatever is the order. This went on for 
tlmie days without the prisom*!* drinking anything. After this, om* day his fettisrs cjiino oil' him, 
and lie got out of his hkiih ami made a deinonstrutioii with a sword which hr managed to pi<*h 
lip near the guard. In consequence of this his fetters w»!re increased in weight. 'This I heard 
from th(5 sepoys. When I went one day I found llie prisoner lujavily fettered w ith now irons 
made on purpose for him. 'Hie leg irons were about a niannd, the bamlcutTs about thro<?- 
quarter of a iiiaund, a ring round bis neck weigbing about I.** seers. 1 usimI to go to see him 
every day. He did not eat anything after the (lay when the bajree broad and the chillies and 
salt wore given him, so he got every day weaker. I don’t know anything about canjee giv(m 
to the prisoner. My duty was only to give tlic moiniy for his food to the (tflicer of tlio guard. 
.At first Maiputrao was the oflic(»r, and aft(*r the salt and water were t^rdored for the prisoner, 
another man was put on, 1 think Bliao Khundoo. About throe or four days after tlu* lioavy 
letters were put on Govind died. A 8e}>oy came to my house early in tln^ morning to tell me. 

I accompanied him to Hulwimtrao’s house, and told him also. called Nariiycnrae Wakusker 
and sent him and the sepoy and me befoiM* the Maharaja. Narayenrao lelt us tw(j sitting at the 
Gurliceput (steps lemling up to terrace of Maharaja’s apartments), and w'ent in to the Malniraja 
by himself, lie came out again wdth Narayenrao, Doctor, and Gunesh >Sliastreu, and told us 
to conm with Inin to tho Futrchpoor Chowkey. As wo turned to go down wo met Bulwuntrao 
Kshwunt (ioining up. lie said go on, I’ll come on .after 1 have seen the Maharaja. He went on 
and caught us ui> oeforc we got to the Chowkey, J and the sepoy being on loot, and the otliers 
in bullock carts were left behind. Jly the time we reached tlic Chow'koy the others had taken 
the fetters off the deceased, and were engaged in wTiting the jiroceediiigs of an iiujucst. When 
it w'as ready, I was told to l(»ok it over and correct il. I saw that it was written in the band of 
Bulwuntrao Kshwunt, and it ascni)ed the d(!atli of the deceased to sanipiit (rheumatism) a.nd 
dengue fever. 'J^lu* <!()rpse seemed to be much attenuattal. Bulwuntrao Kshwunt ordered bis 
orotlicr to be ealh.'d, and ga\e a sepoy with liim, and ordered the corpse to bo burnt. He ordered 
the sepoy to report when tho corpse bad bt'cn burnt. 

Cruss-oxaniined.—On the drty preceding the night when (lovind Naik dii'd I went to the 
Chowkey in tlic morning alone. I did not go in tlie course* of the day with ’latya '!l^oupey and 
Narayenrao Wakusker. I did not warn Bohi.Sing, Jemadar of the guard, that day, fliat if anything 
iinusuiil happened, or the prisoinn* died, 1 was to be called at ouci*. I did iu)t tell Bobi Sing to 
give the prisoner iVcsIi waUw to drink that evening. I did not aw'ompany tho sepoy who called 
me on tlio night oi' the death of Govind to tin*. Cliowk(\y after seeing linlwuntrao Kshwunt, but 
1 went, as 1 have stated, to Mabaraju’s palac(x I never went to the Chowkey with Tatya 
Toiq)cy and (ndered tanjc(^ to be given to Ciovind. 1 rc(U)gni/o flic Marathi jiaper shown to me 
(marked A., K. 11. J.), as the original ])aper written by Bulwuntrao Kshwuntjibout Govind’s death. 
1 am of opiniiJii that ffovind Naik died from the torture lie was put to by the lioavy fetters and 
restrictions in wliolesome food and water. 1 do not kiiow^anything about liis having bad poison 
administered to liirn in canjee or otherwise. I only acted in the niat.lcr under the orders of 
Bulwuntra Kshwunt. 


Baroda, tlio lUh February 1875. 


Before me, 

(Sd.) F. H. Jacxsok, Capt., 

Inquiry and detection Committee. 


WamQurao re-examined.—I recognize the handcuffs and leg irons produced before tl 
littec. ’riiey were made osneciallv for Govind Naik bv order of Hulwuntrao Esbwui: 


the Com- 

mittec. I'hey were made especially for Govind Naik by order of Hulwuntrao Esbwunt The 
letters weigh about one seer leas than a maund, and the handcuffs about 25 seers. *^1110 collar 
for the neck weighed about 12 seers. 

(Sd.) F. H. Jackson, Capt, 

Baroda, the 12th February 1875. Inquiry and Detection Committee. 

Wainonrao Ilurree, Brahmin, Carkoon, under tlie late Kouzdar Bulwuntrao l^shwunt, states: 
—Cases such as those against Bhow Scindia, Govind Nnik, Rowjee Mustee, and Ouunoowagh^ 
are not entered in the Crime Register, because the Fonzdav liulwantrao Kshwunt gave thii' 
Carkoons orders not to enter their names, there was no record kept regarding them. 

(Sd.) F. H. Skcuavk, Capt, 

The Residency, Baroda, the Superintendent of Police, on Special Duty. 

15th February 1875. 




No. 7. 

Tatya Maliodeo Toupey, Hindoo, Brahmin, age 43, resident of Baroda, in Barranpoora, 
occupation. Clerk or Carkoon in the 2nd Regular flegiment of His Highness the Gaekwar, 
stales : -'l remember about three and a half years ago that a man named Govind Nnik was 
cofilined in the Futtehpoor Chowkey by order of the Maharaja Mulhar Rao. I do not know 
what his fault was, but the Maliaraja' used to send me to him in order to extract a confession 
from him. The first time 1 went to scm* him he had irons or fetters similar to those sliown me 
by the Committee. 1 cannot swear if they were the same fetters, but titey were very like those 
1 see before me. 1 don’t know what his food was, as that was not in my hands,' 1 cannot 
remember who was in charge of the prisoner, whether it was Maiputtee or not I went twice 
to see the prisoner. The first time, after he had been in ^>risoii about three days, I only asked 
him to confess his crinu!, and 1 w<»uld get him restored to hie old place. He would not confess 
anything. 1 went two (lays afterward?, and said the same thing, adding that I knew what his 
crime was, hut ht'twas .still silent. 1 never saw him again. 1 told the Maharaja what passed 
between Govind and myself. "^I'lie Maliaraja said, if he w(»nt confess let him alone. 1 enjoyed 
the Maharaja’s fullest confidence, and was almost always with him. When he slept 1 used to sit 
by bis "bedside. 


Baroda, the 12th February 1875. 


Jlefore me, 

(Sd.) F. H. Jack.son, Capt., 

Infjiiiry and Detection Committee. 


No. 8. 

Kooshal Babnjee, Hindoo, Rajpoot, ago 50, occupation, military service, resident of Baroda, 
in Futtehpoor, states:—About three years ago 1 was Subadar of tlie Futtehpoor Chabootra. I 
remember Govind Naik, a Mankree of Ills Higlun^ss, Mulhar Rao, being brought to the 
Futtehpoor C’liabootra. \ was absent c.ating my meal W'ben be eaine, so I don’t know who 
brought him. M^hen 1 returned 1 found that hr was a prisoner ; bo was placed in a room about 
four or five gaz in width and Jengtli. Me was fettertul with ordinary light iron fetters on the 
legs for three days, and received proper fiawl. About three days after his arrival Wamonrao, a 
Carkoon of tlio Fouzdar’s, and 'Tatya T(Mipey, of the 2iid Regiinenl. came and put cii him 
heavy fetters and handcuffs, and a heavy iron collar. 'The fetters and handcufis produced before 
the Committeo are the ones put on Oovinii Naik. At that time Maiputtee Naik and Boeharkara 
Naik and four sepoys wore in charge of the priKon('r, besides two sepoys of the 2nd Regular 
Regiment. By ordm* of the Carkoons befon? mentitmed the prisoner received for 14 days one 
part of bajwe bread, on<' part, of chillies, and one j)ar(, of garlic, and om? part salt made into 
chutney to cat witli the bread, and to drink salt inixi'd with water. I rfumunbor that the prisoner 
got fr(5sh wakM* n]) to the time that he got good food and wore light iions, and that after the 
irons were changed to heavy ones, the tbod w'as cliuiigcd, and salt was put into the w'ater. The 
juisoner would not eat this food uy drink this water, Imt w-ould tuk(^ a little in his mouth and sfjit 
it out again. In this way 10 oi 12 days passed. After that lime his liird)s had shrunk so that 
one morning ho was enabled to rcliMsc them from th<^ irons and get out of his cell, lie threaUiiied 
the guard with the iron bar of the liandeiiffs, so lliat they all tied. He tlnm jH>sscsscd himself of 
a sword which was lying on tlui (’bab(»oira, and came to wbeic; I was and (Jenmnded water. 1 
agreed t<* give hindwnter if be would be quiet, and I got. him into his <m‘ 11 again ; all this took about 
an hour. While! was talking to him, Appa Saheb ((iunputrao Bidwunt), Wamonrtw) Hunec, 
Tatya Toupey, and Navayenrae Wakiiak(‘r arrived. 'They abused me and made Maiputtee Naik 
a»prison('r for bis ciirele.s8ne8H in buting the pri.sonfr ieo.se. Ir> CMUisoqueiice of this affair, Govind 
Naik was removisd from Ids old room to a place with bars on one side which was used for im¬ 
prisoning women. 'This was smaller than his old place. In the phacc of Maiputtee, Bola Sing, 
Jemadar, and party were put on t(» relievo Maiputtee and his men. T don’t know who gave the 
order, but from tliis tim«' tlu^ ])risonor use(| to g(»t canjeo cimqwsed of ghoor, salt, and water. 
This I heard from the men who gave It. 'The prisoner died about two days afterwards. The treat¬ 
ment which the prisoner r(*ceived was entirely owing to the orders given. Tatya 'Jbupey, 
Wamonrao, and Narnycurao Wakusker camo twice to the (’habootra to look at the place. I did 
not hear him give any orders. I did not bear Guiipotrao give any ord(»rs either. 


Baroda, the 13tb February 187.5. 


Before me, 

(Sd.) F, H. Jackson, Capt., 

Inqidry and Defection Committee. 


No. 9. 

Ram Surroop 1'akoor Dyal, Hindoo, Purdesce Bralimin, age 3(», occupation, service in Baroda 
Police, No. 335, resident of Baroda,'states:—About three years ago and two days before Govind 
Naik, jn'isoner, died in tlie Knttebpoor Chabootra, I went with others to mount guard over him 
at i p.m. Bola Sing, Jemadar, commanded my party, and Bhao Khundoo was the Havildar, and 
the other privates were Kurreem Khan, Booram Khan, and Gungjidoen, be.sido8 myself. Gurhur, 
another Private of the Police, was there us an orderly. There were also two Privates of the 
2nd Rt^gular Regiment over the prisoner, Tlic police were under Wamonrao, a Carkoon of the 
Fouzdur, Bulwuntrao Eshw'unl, and the regular sepoys wore under 'Tatya Toupey, a Carkoon of 
that Regiment, and a favourite of the Maharaja. When we took charge, the prisoner, Govind, 
was heavily ironed with fetters of unusual size. When I went on sentry, 1 received an order to 


\ *r ) 


( fin not know what he had to oat. Wo did not, take formal chai-go from anyone. I did not 
see Maiputtee, Havildar of Police, at the Chaboofra, but I saw Kooshal Subedar of tho Police. 
He had commanded the guard us in prhich Maiputteo was. Maiputtee had been confined 

before we arrived, because when tho prisoner had on a late occasion got rid of his fetters and 
emerged from his cell in a threatening manmu*, he had run away. 1 received the order about the 
suit and water from the sentry w’hom I relieved. When I arrived at the Chabootra to take 
charge, I found Wamourao Hurree, Tatya Toiipey, and Narayenrao Wakusker there. Wamonrao 
showed us the salt and water, and told us to give it to the prisoner. Tho next day I w'ent on 
stmtry again, but nothing particular happened. In the evening I W(mt on iigaiii. 1 was then 
told by tho seiit^ who preceded .me that the prisoner had been fed Avith “I'abrf'o” or ‘‘canjee” 
by Wamonrao, Tatya Toupey, and Narayenrao. 1 heard the men of my guard talking to this 
Tn thff morning w'hen I was on sentry, I renicnihcr that tlio prisoner called for water, and 
Wamonrao, the Carkoon, ordered Gurnur, the 8oj)oy J have spoken of, to give him some of the 
suit water. The prisoner could hardly move on account of his heavy fetters, so Gurhur easily 
poured some salt \v«atcr into his mouth. He, however, spat it out, and would* not swallow ii. 
(ioviiid never ate anything while 1 avuh at the Chabootra. On the Sunday I Was on senlry from 
7 to 9 p.m., but nothing happened. Govind nsed to mutter a good deal to himself, and never 
slept during the last days of his e.\istonce. At o’elocjk that night I heard he was dead. He 
Ijocaiiie silent, and the Jemadar, llola Sing, and Subedar, Kooshal, examined his cell from the 
outside, and found that lie was dead, llola Jemudur wi'iit and told Huhvuutrao Eshwunt, aiul I 
called Wamonrao and aecomiianied him to Huhvantrarfs house. From there I returue<l to the 
Chabootra. About 1 o’clock in the morning, Wamonrao and Jlulwuntra Kshwuut, Tatya Toupey, 
:ind Narayenrao, and some, doctor whose name 1 don't reinemlKT ; I don’t know what they did, 
f'Ut they wrote sonic paper. They <ialled his hrutlicr, an<l handed over to him tho dead body. 
I consider that tho prisoner, Uoviud, died from tlic cruolty piactiKsed on him by these Carkoons. 


Baroda, tlic J5th February 187o. 


Befove me, 

(Sd.) F. H, .Iacksox, Capl-, 

Inquiry and Detection Comtuittco. 


No. 10. 

Gungadoon Rugonath, Purdesee, formerly Police Peon in the service of His Highness the 
Gaekwar, 45 yours of agt), inhabitant of I.,ueknow, now residing in Barodji, states .*—About throe 
or four years ago n man named Hoviud Naik Avas a i>risoncr in the Futtehpoov Chowkey, and I 
was on duty there. By order of Bulwuntrao Kshwiinl, and his son “ Cunpiitrao,” alias Appa 
Saheb, the prisoner flovind Naik was shut up in a room and the door locked. 'I'atya Toupc)’ 
and Wamonrao Hurree Avero the persons who gave orders when the <loor was t.o bo opened, and 
they gave the prisoner his food. 'J'iie night l>efor« he died 'Fatya '’I'oujjey and Wamonrao Hurree 
locked the door, and these persons unlocked the door next morning and found Covind Naik dead, 
lairing tho night, about 11? o’clock, 1 hoard <4ovind Naik e.'AH out for some water, and in tluj 
morning I concluded he Avas dead, because he did not ansAver when the sentry called oiit (o him. 
lie Avas in the habit of talking to himself, and us ho made no noise, I concluded that lit: was 
dead. The sentry on duty, a man named Kuvreem Khan, was the first to make a report of 
(lovind Naik’s death ; this w'as about <> a.nu, and information was at once given to Appa .Saheb, 
and ho sent Wamonrao Hurree and 'Fatya 'J\mi)ey ti» the Cliowkey. Appa Saheb also Avent to 
the Cliowkey. I Avas only on duty at tlm l‘’uttehpour Chowkey the day previous to Govind Naik’s 
(h;ath. I don’t know Avliat was given him to oat, but he was given salt Avater to drink, and he 
drank it in my presence. 

Before me, 

(Sd.) F, 11. Si-.t.KAvir, CapL, 

Superintendent of Police- 


No. 11. 

Hurbur Wusta, (>ooly, age SO years, serving in His Highness the H.'iekwar’s Police, No. 
inhabitant of Baroda, states:—I Ava.s on duty at the hnltclipoor (.’howkey ubtmt tlirec; years ago, 
and whilst tliero Govind Avas made a prisoner and locked up iti a room ; l’c|tors were attached to 
his feet. After he had been in the (Jhowkey about 1.5 da} s, very heavy irons Avere put on his 
neck, hands, mid feet, and he was locked up as I Avas ou duty OA'cr the ioniale prisoners 

who were in tlie Chowkey. J’lie door of the I’oorii in Avhieh Govind Avas confined w'as oiilv 
opened by order of Wamonrao Hurree and Tatya'l’oupcy, an<l these persons Avcve ahvays present 
wdien food was given to Govind Naik. I hoaid the peons in the Chowkey say that salt Avater 
AA'as ^ven Govind Naik to drink, and I suav some salt lieing crushed in the ChoAvkey, Avhieh was 
put into a lotah wdth soiiie water for the prisoner Govind. 1 was aAvay from tlie ChoAvkey ou 
the night Govind Naik died. When 1 returned to the ChoAvkey next morning, I lu'ard that ho 
was dead, and that his body had been taken away to he bui*nt. ( noAv remem)>er that salt water 
was only given to Govind Naik after the very licavy irons wme altached to liis jn*cir, hands, and 
feet. 


Before me, 

'File Kcttidoucy, llartMla, (Sd.) !•'. H. Si:(.UA\i„ (’apt., 

the 18th February SuperintLMulcnt of Police. 


'File Residency, Baroda 
the Kith Fcbriiar}' i87r>. 


So. li\ 


Chuffuulal Damodar, Brahmin, age .S.‘» year6, Carkoon, lonnerly Carkoon under ,Bulwuntrm> 
iCahwunt, residing in 15aroda, ataU's:—'Hio report which I sent Rao Bahadoor Gujatmml Vithuj 


•T 

ijuiwuncran j'^Biiwunii aiiu ))rought vk> *n«r. ^ ..— . 

cause of his arrost, and he was sent ofl‘ nt (»ncc in charge of Datatray namchundej: to tJie Fiittcli- 
poorChowkey. Wc, Carkonns in the Kou/darV Cuteberry, carry, on work according to the 
rcffulations kid down by llis Highness the Gaekwar, but if the case is aii imjiortant one, wc 
obey the orders of ^e Foiv/dnr. \Vh(‘ii Govind Naik wa«« sent off from the Fouzdar’s Cutchurry 
1.0 the Futtehpoor Chowlicy, I did not ^ee whether any Tolico fpoons Jiccomiiaiiiod him. 1 do 
not know wluit arrangeiricnt was made regarding Govind Naik’s food, nor do I know when he 
liad heavy fetters and hatuhtufts put on liiiiu After his death I heard that he had been treated 
with great crue%. Bulwuiitrao Esluvunt knows why Govhid Naik was arrested, and bow ho 
was Seated during the time be was prisoner in the Futtehpoor Chowkey. 1 do luit, remeni'uur 
any one having been ariTsted and put in prison, as in Govind Naik’s 4*ase, without boirn- 
i harge iieing brought against them and witliont iiKiuiiy being mjido im to the cause of the 
arrest. 

Me-examined:_H is usual tf» keep a register of all complaints made, and of all arrests. This 

registiM- is kept in tbo Fou/.dar’s Cutcherry. AVhon a prisoner is sent to .Tail an order on Jailor 
HW'ompanies him stating the chaige against him and the term of imprisonment ; a receipt is 
taken From the Jailor for th<! prisoner handed over. Wlieii a jn-isoner is sent to a Chowkey an 
order is sent to the officer in charge giving the man s name, without any particulars as to the 
offence of which he is aamsed, or the ti'i-m of imprisonment he is to undergo. No receipt is 
given by the officer in charge of th<‘ Chowkey. 


'The Kosidency, Baroda, 
the ITith February 187f>. 


Hefore mo, 

(Sd.) F. II. Cap!., 

Supcriutendeiit of l'olic< 


No. 

Jktatray Bamchimdcr, age :>f*, Hrahmln. ('arkoon undei* the late Kouzdar Uulwuntrao 
Eshwunt, residing in Itaroda, states:—I do not know what charge there was against Govind 
Naik, but one evening Bulwuntrao Eshwuiit ordered me to go and fetch him from the Silley- 
khana wln^re he was employed. I did so, and brought him to Bulwuntrao’s Cutcherry. 
Bulwuntrao Esbwnnt had some c<iuversation witli (lovind Naik, which lasted about ir» minutes, 
but I do not know what they talked about, as I went downstairs to my work. A sepoy came 
to me, and said that Bulwuntrao wanted me upstairs. I wi*nt up to Bulwuntrac^ and he ordered 
me to take Govind Naik to the Fiitt(ibpoor Chowkey, and liave liitn put in chains. Wamonrac» 
Hurree and two peons accompanied mo with Govind Naik to the Futhdipoor C'hoivkey. I 
carried out the orders given me, and reported to Bulwuntrao that I liad done so. 'J^hc chains 
which wore put on Govind Naik by my ordcis were of the ordinary size. I knew that some 
heavy chains weighing 2 maunds 4 A seers had been made for (iovind Naik, because 1 paid 
Rupees Babashyo 20-1-0 for thorn, and made the entry in the account book. 1 received an order, 
which I produce, from Bulwuntrao Eshwunt, to pay for the chains. I produce also a yad signed 
by Wamonrao Hurree to th(^ address of Bulwuntrao Eshwunt, detailing the total expenditure 
(Babashye Rupees 38-4-6) incurred on account of Govind Naik. 1 never made an entry for 
Such heavy chains as those made I’or (.iovind Naik. Ji is usual to keep a register of all 
complaints and arrests made in the Fouzdar’s Cutcherry, but in Govind Naik’s case nothing was 
kept. 


The Residency, Baroda, 
the 15th February 1875. 


Before me, 

(Sd.) F, 11. Sk<.bav>:, Capf., 

Superintendent of 'olice. 


No. 14. 

Slieikh Boorim Gall Mahomed, Mussulman, 30 yi-ars of age, serving in His Highness’ Police, 
and residing hi Baroda, .state: -When 1 was sent on duty to the Futtehpoor Chowkey, Bola 
Sing, Jemadar, was the officer who gave me charge <»f Govind Naik. 1 came to the Futtehpoor 
Chowkey a day and a half before l»ovind Naik died. Nothing unusual occurred the first day, 
but on the afternoon of the second day, almut 4 o'clock ji.m., Wamonrao IJ unet and Tatya Toupey 
came to the Chow'key, and after mixing flour and salt in a lotah with water placed it on a fire to 
boil. After keeping the lotah on the tire until its contents boiled, they removiid it, and allowed 
the mixture to exiol. They then took it into the loora where Govind Naik was confined, and 
Tatya Toupey held the prisoner’s face whilst Wamonrao poured the contents of the lotali down 
his throat, Govind Naik was so exhausted that he scarcelv made any noise, and he was so 
heavily chained that he could not move alter the oontents of the lotali had been given to Govind 
Naik.* Wamonrao Hurree and Tatya Toujiey locked the door of the room, and loft tho 
(^howkey. This was about half-past 5 p.m. Before leaving the Chowkey they ordered me not 
to allow any one to have any communication with tlie prisonor. About 6 o’clock p.m. 1 was 
relieved, and left the Chowkey. I did not return until 9 p.m. 1 was then told by the sepoy on 
duty, Kurreem Khan, that WWionrao Hurree and Tatya Toupey had been to tlie Chowkey, and 
given Govind Naik food in the same manner as I hod seen them give him in the afternoon. 1 

/■< •__ .1 _-I___-i_x_.i j:j _1. ... . .1. c.i .1 ...... 


V ) 


sleep, and slept until 12 o’clock, when 1 got up to go on duty. Aftor 1 had been on sentry about 
an hour, Govind Naik, who had been niiucing a noise as if* he was dying, became perfectly quiet, 
and I called the Jemadar, Ftola Sing, and told him that the piisoncr was perfect^ quiet. The 
Jemadar procured a light, and h& with Subedar Kposbal and Havildar Bhoo Khuudoo looked 
through the bars of tlie door of tne room where (Jdvind Naik was conhned to see whether he 
was dead. The Subedar Kooshal shoved a piece oiF wood through the bars against Govind Naik’s 
leg, and said he is doad. After this the Subedar and Havildar went to sleep, and I remained 
on duty until 3 o’clock, when 1 wot ieliovcd by a sepoy whose name 1 don’t rcineniher. I went 
to sleep for an hour, and then went off to iriy house, where I remained until about 6 o’clock, 
when I returned to the Chowkey, where I saw Warnonrao, who gave me Rupees 14 to go 
and buy cloth to wrap up Govind Naik’s body. T bought the cloth, and handod it over to 
Govind Naik’s relatives at the Chowkey, and tlio bcKly (Govind Naik’s) was taken away to be 
burnt 

Refore nu^, , 

The Resident^y, llaroda, (Sd.) F. H. Skouavk, Cupt, 

the 16th Fehruary 1875. Superintendent of Police, on Special duty. 


No. ]/), 

Bulwuni.ao Eshwunt, Hindoo, J’urhoo, age 51, ocimpation formerly chief Fou/.dar of Haroda, 
at. present w'itliont employ, resident of Ihiroda, states;—In the mouth of March 1872 (Fagun 
192?^) f being chief Fon/dar of ilaroda w'tis summoned about half-past I or 5 p.m. one day by tlie 
Maharaja Mulhar Kao. I wi*nt to wliere he was sitting upstiiirs in tlie pabu^ct, and found the 
Malmraja. aiul llulwuntrao Havelknr alone together. Rulwuntnio Ravolkur was Naik Dewan at 
that time, but bo really bad niort^ inlliieneo than the Dewaii, who was Gopalrao Myral. I'ho 
Maharaja said, Do what ilulwuutrao Ravedkur tells you.” 'rho latter said, Send a Oarkoon 
“ and apprehend Govind Naik in the Silleykhana, and take him and confine him in the Futteh- 
“ poor Chabuotra, and put on him the heaviest irons you have got,.” Th(5 Maliaraja heard this 
order given. 1 said to Ravolkur, “Supposing the man asks me when 1 put his irons on what is 
“ my olfeiu^o, what shall I tell him ?*’ Ho replied that it was a juivate inatt.or, aiid no business 
of mine to ask (luestions about. I thou returned to my (^utcherry and ordered a Carkoon named 
Dalatr.'iy Ramehunder to go and appi obend Govind Naik. Dahitray brought him before mo. 
When 1 told him that ho was to go to the Futtehpoor (’habootra as a prisoner, he asked what 
his fault was ; 1 replied that I did not know, but it was the Maharajah’s order. I then sent him 
to the place o.ssigned lor his iin}>risoninont. This was on the same ovening that T got tho order 
from Ravelkur. 1 sent IV'amonrao Hurree, a Carkoon under me, to the Chabootra to see about 
the j)rifi'onor*s food, ^tc., ami ordered him to give the usmd <lict preseribe<l for prisoners. Uneon- 
victed and convicted prisoners got, the same food, Ij seers of bajroe flour, one-quarter sect of 
dhall, half pice woitli of ghee, half pice of vc^getahles. Govind got this food for three or four 
days. IJc was irone<l in the usual matmer, but 1 had ]mt the heaviest irons 1 could find accord¬ 
ing to the (►rdei I had received. After three or four days tho Maharaja sent for me, and asked 
how the prisoner was ironed; 1 told him. He said, “ Why did you put on such light fetters?” 
3 n^prosentod that they were the heaviest 1 had. He said, “ I want heavier than that; 1 want 
“ fetters weighing 1 [ inaunds (100 lbs.).” I endeavoure<l to expostulate mildly with him about 
the severity of this order, but ho got angry with me and sent nu‘ aw^ay with an order to do what 

* ^ told. At the same time he ordered me to prepare 

heavy handc.nfts, and a ring* for the neck in proportion. 
I did not. know even what tlie ring (toke) was. hut he told me that the“Lohar” w(»uld under¬ 
stand. I then returned to my Cuteliorry and ordered Warnonrao Hurree to get the irons, hand 
cuffs, and collar made, 'fhe cost of these things was entereil in the Fouzdaret? accounts. When 
they were reiwly I ac(]uaint«*d Ihihvuntrao Ravelkur with the fact, and at the sam<j time said 
that 1 thought they would prove very severe ; he rejdied that wo could not Jtelp that, but iiiii.st 
do as tlie Maharaj wisliod. I th(‘n ordered Warnonrao to put the irons on. About the same time 
Hulwuiitrao Ravelkur told nn* that J'atya 'Foupt'y, a privatt*'servant and favourite of the Maha¬ 
raja, and Carkoon of tho 2iid Ihigular Regiment, would superintend the prisoner’s food, ^c., and 
that J was not to interfere with any arrangement he might make. On this I told Warnonrao 
Hnneo not to interfere with any order that Tatya Toujiey might giv«^ on the subject of the 
prisoner’s food. Wumonrao ttild m<' after this tliat T.aiya nm* ordered one sour of liajrec iloui 
ami some eliillios to he given to the prisoner daily. Aftor a few days Wamonriw) told me tliat he 
had been directed to give half a seer of bajree flour, and salt about quarter or half a seer. A 

. few days after this I heard that the prisoner was outf of 
_ llawaJ d.l, m.t a,. .• out of h« anything. 1 told him to toll 

Tatya Toupoy, as it Avas hia business to look after the 
prisoner now. I'hree or four days afterwards I heard that the prisoner h:id managed to frert 
himself from his fetters and possess himself of a sword, with which he had threatened the aep<iy8 
of the guanl. I tiien heard that he had been seiztni and confined again. Two or three days 
aftorwjirds I hoard that he was doad. Warnonrao came about 6 o’cdock one morning to acquaint 
me with this fact. 1 was about to send my Vakeel Narayenrao Wakusker to inform tho Maha¬ 
raja, Avhen a sowar came from him to call me. I went te the palace, and met the Maharaja at 
the foot of the stairs. Ho had already heard of Govind’s death, and told me that Gunosh Shas- 
tree (Void) and Narayenrao (Doctor) had boon sont to tho Chabootra to hold an inquest on the 
body, and that I was to let the body go after the inquest was hold. 1 wont to tho Chabootra, 
and on tho way fell in with tho Doctors mentioned. We arrived al tho Chabootra together, and 
as they examined tlio ImkIv T wrote out a draft of tlic report. In th(j meantime Warnonrao 
arrived, and 1 handed the report over to him to be finished properly. Ho copied it out fresh and 



Qne. 4 ioH.—After Govimi Naik had been imprieonwl a few days, did you not oTxler WamonraO 
to /jive him parts of bajree brojid and salt and ehillies to oat ? 

An8W(!r.—No : AVamonrao told mo that 'I'atya Toupoy had ordered certain food as above 
slated in my deposition, ami 1 merely told Wamonrao to carry out Tatva*s orders. 

Question.—Jfow wiis it that your orders wore subordinate to those of Tatya Toupey V 

Answer.—Ho was a. groat i'avourito of the Maharaja’s, and to oppose liiai in any way was to 
draw the revenge uf the Maharaja on ourself.. 

Question.—l>o you remombev wlio was in oliarge of the police guard over (lovind whem he was 
first imprisoned ? 

Answer.—No. 

Question.—Did ) ou or did you not order this guard to be relieved by anotlier after the prisoner 
had released himself from Ids iV tters one day ? 

Answ<*r.—1 cannot roinendmr tliat 1 did. 

Qucstioti.—fb it true that Tatya 'roupey’s sepoys were engaged at the Chabootru in ehargo of 
the ])risonor (lovind i 

Answer.—Yes ! llulwiiiitrao llavelkur told me that il‘ '^Fatya’s sepoys were placed on that duty 
I was not to intoHero. S(jme sepoys were there, but \ don’l reineinber Ijow many. 

Question.—In your opinion tUd Govind Naik die of fever and “ Shaneepat,’' or from the ill- 
troatinent he received in his confinement ? 

• Answer.—I'lie iU-usage lie underwent was enough to bring on a fever. It was in fact enough 
to kill him. I did not see (lovind in person before or after his death, so I oaimol, hay whether he 
had fever or not. I wTote the report of his death on what the Doctors said. 

Question.—Why did you not, when you kmsw that (lovind was being suhjocted to ill-usage, go 
and sec for yourself what/stale lio was in ? 

Answer.—It was a private Imsiness of the .Maharaja (Khaujei* bareek kain) (pf a deli(!ate 
nature, so 1 was afraid aitor wliat Hulwuiitrao llavelkur said to interfere in it. 

Question.—Do you not know that there is a nde in the (laokwars (;odc of laws that if a siibor- 
dinato receives an unlawful order In? is not to ]>erform it? 

Answer.—When the (/aekwar 8 will is coue.enied the law is set aside. 1 mean that the Clack- 
wav’s ■will is the law. 

Question.—Is there Juiy record on your filoB on tho sidijoct of Govind's iinprisomnent ? 

Answ'cr.—No; the inquest on his body is the only record existing. No record or list of .any 
kind has been ever kept of prisoners confined for olferices again.st the G.aekwar's private lile 


(Khanjee kain men). 

(Question.—Do you remember bow long Govind was in confinement ? 

Answer.—.Il^tween one ami two months as fur as 1 recollect. 

Question.—Do you mean to say that you do not know why Govind was subjected tA) nil this 
ill-treatment? 

Answer.—Govind was in tho zenana, and 1 infer from tliat that his crime was connected with 
that department, but 1 don’t know for certain. 


llaroda, tho 17th February 1875. 


(Sd.) F. H. Jackson, Capb, • 
Member of Inquiry Committee. 


No. 10. 

Buhvuntrao llavelkur, Himkio, Hrahniin, agt; H, occupation, formerly in service of His High¬ 
ness Gaekwar, now out of employ, slatesAbout three years ago 1 wjis u member of the Vi^rest, 
or High Omrtin Ibirada, and was a favourite of Ibe Mah.'iraja's. One day about 4 p.ir,., when 
1 was sitting with th<' Maharaja upstairs in the l^l]a^‘.c on th(‘ terriKu*, called Gaitreo par, Ik* sent 
for Fiulwuntruo Eshv/unt, Head EouVlar. and told him in uiy hearing to lake (^lovjiid Naik, a 
servant in (barge of the Silleykliaua, and reinovo him to tJu' Eouzdar’s (hitcbeny and jmt him 
in irons. On this Hulwuiitrao lOshwunt scut a Jasud to call Govind Naik, while he himself 
remainoil at th(' Gaitree pat. Wlum Govind was brought before ns, the MaJiaraja told Bulwunt- 
rao to take him away to prison. Hulwuiitrao took Govind away. Tw'o or tlireo days after- 
wuTils 1 heard that Govind hutl bc('» imprisoned in the I'utlchiioor (^habootra. In my prenonce 
the Maharaja ordortfd Tatya Toupey, a Garkoon of the 2iid llcgnkr Hegimeut, to see to the 
prisoner’s food and drink. T.atya was a man introduced to the Mahaiaja by me. After tliie I 
do not know what occurred at the buttebpoor Ohabootra. After Govind died, I lieard of the 
event, but I know nothing about its particulars. 


Before me, 

(Sd.) F. H. Jackson, Capt, 

Baroda, the Idth February 1875- Inquiry and Detection Committee. 

No. 37. 

Bcotav Kara, Hindoo, Barrea, age 27, occupatibn Lance Naik in the Bai’oda Police, No. 60, 

rotfideuce Baroda, states :—About three years ago I was on duty at the Jemadar’s Cutefaerry 

and was deputed to the Futtehpoor Chabootra for duty. 1 found there a prisoner, named Govind, 

u;,, u 





myselfi and four Privates. The prisoner was heavily ironed with a collar round his neck in 
addition to the usual fetters. I never saw such heavy fetters on any other prisoner. 1 went 
14 days after the prisoner was imprisoned at the Puttehpoor Chabootra. Ho was then receiving 
bajree bread to eat and salt and water to drink, that is to say, these things were ofl'erea 
to him, but he did not eat them. 1 saw abfiut 14 pieces of bread lying in the cell with the 

{ )riBoner. About four days after I went to the Chabootra, the prisoner managed to release 
limself from his fetters and make an attack on his guard in order to obtain water Tie was 
speedily secured, but in consequence of this demonstration on his part, Muiputteo and .1 and the 
rest of the guard wore relieved ,by order of (lunputrao Bulwuni. Maiputtco and 1 wore 
imprisoned for three days. 1 do not know w'hut happened after this. Wamonrao Hurrec, 
a r\)U7daree Carkoon, anri Taty.a 'I'oupey, n Private ol* the Maharaja’s, used to come to the 
Chabootra to sec the prisoner, '^lljoy ordered that his door was not to ho nnlockod without their 
presence. Tatya- used to pour salt water into tim prisoner’s moutii. Nobody else came to the 
Chabootra while I was there. CJimputrao Jlnlwmit canfU'. after the prisoner released himself 
from his irons. 

Before me, 

(Sd.; F. IT. Jacksok, Capt,, 

Baroda, tho SOtli February 1H75. Member of Inquiry Committee. 


No. hG 5I\, dated Fort Williatn, loth March 1875. 

From V. IIknvky, Ksq., Officiating Under Secretary to the (lOvcrnnuMit ol‘ inciia, 
I''orcign Dcpartuient, to (’oloncl Sir Lewis Pjou.y, K.C.S.I., Agent, (iovernor- 
Cieiicral, ami Special ('ornmisHioiier, Buroda. 

In reply to your letter No. 93-r>G;b dated 25th ultimo, submitting a summary 
ol't'vidcncc ami report in IIk; case of Guviml Naik, drawn up by Captains Segriive 
and Jackson, as members of the Imjuiry Uommittce, I am directed to state that 
Ilis hA’eellency the Viceroy and (iovernor-CJcneral in (kmncil approves of your 
])roposal to take no further proceedings at present. 

2. "I'hc matter should lie over until the result of the investigation made by the 
(..'ommission appointed to iiujuire into the charges against Mulhar Kao Gaekwar 
shall be known. 


DON : 

rrinr<*d by (iKonor K Dvkic niirl William S»*oT7iNWooDjt, 
PriiitorN t<» tl»‘ (jm-en’s moht 15xe<'llont Maj«sty. 

>\ir !I»‘r Majesty's fttutionery Offioc. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 


I.—Correspondence between the Resident at Baroda and 

the Government of Bombay. 


A.—Letters forwarded to the Government of India before the 

19th November 1874, 


No. 269-913, dated Baroda llesidency, 28th August 1874. 

From Hksidknt at Bajioda to Sbcketart to the Govejinment of Bombay. 

I HAVE the Iionour to forward copies of (correspondence witli the Durbar upon 

Durtar No. M.Mi. dofoi ijti, Augoot tlu! subjcct of tlio officers of Government 
1874. required to assist Ifis Highness the Gaekwar 

^^^.idonoy yad. No. .61dated 26.1. ^v-vraa. forming the administration of the Baroda 

ilnrbar jad, No. 1524, dated 28th August 8tatc. 

1874. 

2. Mr. Dadahlioy Nowrojee has oxprosst^d to mo his anxious dcsiro to Jmve 
those men a.s soon as possible. It is theneforo requested tliat tluj Government 
may bo so kind as to inak(^ the nooossary arrangements for sending them to 
Baroda. 

Translation of ayad from His Highness the Gakkwau of Dahoda, No. 1459, dated 17th 

August 1874. 

With reference to that part of the Governor-General’s khui'ecta in which His Excellency 
informs me that if I require the assistance of otficers of the British Government, His Excellency 
the Governor of Bombay in Council will, on my application, do all in his jjower to meet my 
wishes, I shall deem it a favour if His Excellency the Governor nf Bombay will lend me for 
two years the services of the following officers to be employed .on the duties specified: 

1. Shumbooprased Luxinilal, Esquire (as Head llevenue Settlement Officer). 

2. Pestoiijee Jehoughir, Esquire (as Head Settlement Officer for inuins, wuttuns, and alienated 
lands). 

3. Shunker Pandoorung Pundit, Esquire (as Deputy to tlie Sir Sooba). 

4. Pitamberdass Jetha, Esquire (Duflurdarto the Political Agent at Bhooj), as Dufturdar to 
the Sir Sooba. 

.5. Three experienced and intelligent Maiulutdars to*scrve in the Keveuue Department. 

1 leave it to His Excellency in Council to fix the salaries of these officers for the period they 
will be empl(»yed in this State. Should I require more officers I shall address yt)U as necessities 
arise. 

It is of the utmost importance that 1 should have ns early as possible experienced, able, and 
honest men to assist me in carrying out the reforms the Goveniment of India expect me to 
introduce. I therefore trust that His Excellency the Governor of Bombay in (Jouncil will 
take this request into his earliest and favourable consideration. 


Translation of yad from llis Highness the Gaekwar of Baroda, No. 1524, dated 20th 

August 1874. 

In reference to your yadi. No. 1011, dated 2Cth instant, 1 propose the following sums as the 
salaries of the Government officers to be employed in this State:— 

1. ** Jummabundee Settlement Officer,” Rao Bahadoor Surnbooprasad Luxmilal, Rupees 
1,800 Babashai. 

2. “Wuttun, Alienation, &c., Settlenient Oflicer,” Pestonjee Jehanghir, Esquire, Rupeea 
1,500 Babashai. 

3. Mr. Pitamber Jetha, Rupees fi50 Babashai. 

4. 6, and 6. Three Mamlutdars, if of the 1st Grade, each Rupees 550 Babashai, if of the 
lower grades,, proportionately less. 



Mfessrs. Siiuniboo and Pestonjee will be directly subordinate to the Dewan. The rest are to 
be eiuployeci in the Revenue Department under the Sir Sooba. 

No, Ibll, flat(id Barorla, 2(ith August 1S74. 

From Resident at IIahdda, to His Highness the Oaekwaii. 

On my arrival hero last evening Kao Saheb Bapoobhai calbsd at the Residoncy with yads, 
and 1 requested him U» inlbmi Yotir Highness, with my compliments, tliat with reference to 
Duffbar yod No. dated 17th instant, applying for tlie servicoH of ceitain officers of the 

liniish Govemment, I should l>c happy to confer to-day, or whenever it might seem couvMrient 
t(^ Your Highness, with your Minister, Mr. Dadabhoy Nowrojee, on the subject, because, 
agreeably to the request contained in my yad No. J480 C. I., dated 10th instant, paragraph 3, 
the conditions of the employment of, and tlic powers to be vested in, the British officials 
named, &}C., are not specilitMl, as it is noctissary they should be for the inibrmation of Goveru- 
moni 

Please therefore arraTige about this^ as soon as convenient. 

The militiiiy honours usually acorded to Your llighntsss’ Minister by British guanls will be 
paid to Mr. Dadabhoy Nowrojee, and ortlcrs have Ijoen issued to that effect. 


No. 5238, dated Bombay Castle, 7th September 1874. 

Extract from the Proceedings of the Government of Bombay in the Political 

Department. 


Read letter from Resident at Baroda, No. 2G9-913, dated 28th August 1874, 

submitting copy of u correspondence with the 
Durbar regarding t bt! officers of Government noted 
in the. margin, wlioare reej^uired by His Highness 
the Gackwar to assi.st him in reforming the admi¬ 
nistration of th(i Baroda St^ate. Boheiting that 
the neoessaxy arrangements may be made for sending these officers to Baroda. 


Mr. Shuiuhooprawil Luxmilal. 

„ FeHtoiijei' JehuDghir. 

„ Shunkur rauUmiruii^ Cundit. 
„ J*itaiuberdaNg .Tetha. 

Thr^e experivncod MaiiiliitdarN. 


Resolution.^ —Govemmont will not object to the employment of the officers 
named, if the Durbar can in<luce tlusm to acicept the app 9 iutme^ts, and will com¬ 
municate the mimcH of tlinn? efficient mamlutdars, with wliom the Durbar can 
open negotiations, 

2. It should be pointed out to the Dm*bar that those officers will be required, 
while employed at. Baroda, to contribute a per-<;cntage on their pay according to 
the nile to entitle them to retain their right to ])ensi()n and loav(i allowances from 
Government. 

3. Government will permit any of those officers who may accept appointments at 
Baroda to retain a lien on their ])resent offieiis for twelve months. 


No. 290-082, dated Baroda, 12th September 1874, 

P'rom Resident at Bauoda to Skoretauy to the Government of Bombay. 

With reference to Government Resolution No. 5238, dated 7ih instant, I 
have tlu^ honour to acquaint you that^ having communicated the purport thereof 
in a yad to the Durlm*, 1 have to day received the accompanying reply. No, 1610 
of this date, which is forwarded for the considi;ration of Government. 

Translation of a yad from His Highness thti Oaekwak of Bauoda, No. IGIO, dated 12th 

September 1874. 

Residency yad No. 1691, dated 9th September 1874, with reference to certain officers of 
the British Government required for tlie service of this State is received. 

hi accordance therewith communicatioii has beefti opened with the office. But, 1 cannot 
help expressing my extreme regret that aftei' having communicated through the Resident my 
great anxiety on subject, 1 have been no unexpectedly disappointed. The time allowed to 
introduce retbmis is very short, and when eveiy hour is important to me, 1 sincet^jly teuflt that 
the Bombay Goveruiuent will reconsider their decision, and give me their owdiid help by sending 
the officers 1 have naked for, as on special duty, without delay. 1 shall not object to.any special 
arrangements as to salary and pcr-centage of pensimi which Bombay Governtnont may think 
proper in pretereuce to the terms I have proposed in my yad Nq, 1£124, dated 23th August 
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No. 307-1009, dated Barodti Bmdency, 2nd October 1874. 

Brom Resident at Bauoda, to Secuetauy to tlio Government of Bombay. 

Rbeeruing to Government letter No.*22P., dated 6th August 1874,* para¬ 
graph 6, clause 3, and my yad to th(3 Durbar, No. 1603C.8.,t having rcferoncc to 
th(3 prohibition to tht3 levy of nuzaerana on appointnujuts in the Gaekwar State, 
forwarded with my letter No. ■264-854,1 dated 12th ultimo, ] Jiav<i the lionourto 
enclose a copy of the proclamation issued by His llighnoss the Gaekwar on the 
subject, together with its English translation. 

The manner in which this proclamation is acted, up to will be the subject of 
future report. 


Proclamation by SliTUMUNT SlliKAii Sena Khaskuel SuMSiuat 11 ahai>Oou 

Jt iH notified to the public by this prochuiiation that - any pctsoii offering a niizzoraiia in 
order to olifAin Oovemmeiit eiiiployment, or acc(pting it foj- eonfening sHcb, or any pensoii 
attempting to do either, Mhall Ui liable to tlu; punishment provivk'd tor the (»fferice of otieihig 
or accepting a bribe; and if such person U* a Govenuiient Hervant, he shall lx; liahh; to 
dismissal. Dated 27th Knjub, corresponding with Shravun Sumvut 1031. 


No. 316-1100, dated Baroda Residency, 7th October 1874. 

From Restdent at Bauoda, to Skcuktauy to the Goveunment of Bombay. 

With my letUa- No. 252 852§ of 1871, dated 12th Augmst last, 1 had tlie honoui* 

Kew(U‘ucy yad. Nu. i4H2(\2, rtaud iifii Au- to forward, foj* the iiifonnaiioii of Government, 
S™y '<> ^ :is por margin, 

No. I 4 «ac.:.. <Wo.i IitL of Ao^ost, ^.Bardioe <" "’''‘'I' I «wiv(.<l I lu' fbUciwuig vcplics uiidor 

nioderaU* and KjuilJibt'latiil settlctucnl, &c. &p. datc tllO 1.7th idem :— 

“With resiK‘el to yad No. 1482C.2, r(;f|uc*sting that the barbarous processes employed in my 
State for realizing the revenue should be prohibited, and stating that the matter being one of 
importance could not admit of delay, T heg to .assure His KNcelhnicy that the matter has 
engaged my serious ftticntioir, the rules and mode of realizing the revenue and all such matters 
are at j)resent uiuler my consideration. A complete Kcveiuu! Code will be prepared as soon as 
possible, wliich will leave no room Ibr committing oj)pn‘Shimi. Olfeiidcrs iii this resj>ect will be 
duly punished. 

“Ill Yad No. 148.SC‘.;5, ymi bare brought lo notice the subject of a moderate and equitable 
land settlBincnt, and a faithful adhor(;noc to its terms in future—all further executions of every 
sort er description being absolutely iiiter(lict(;d, and the continuance of' such opjiressive practices 
on the part of Durbar oflicials being stric^tly forbidden. 

“With regard to this 1 have to state that the last ten yoar.s’ actticment has c\]>ircd in most of 
the uielials, and it is iie(a*ssary that for the current year some reasonable settlement of rates 
should he immediately made. Azura Kazee Shahboodecii made inquiries wi^h regard to* the 
juininubundee of the ftmr northern mehals, viz., Hejapom, Veesnuggur, Jlunmggur, and Khyraloo,. 
and have submitted a report, which not only suggests an immediate reduction of rat<*s, but con¬ 
tains information which will be useful in making a settlement for a term of-^^oars. With regard 
to other mehals arrangements will bo made as soon as possiblo. In the Now'sareo districts the 
Hoozoor Soobah lias lieen making the necessary hujuiries, with a view to make reasonable 
reductions in the rates of assessment 'J'ho advice oi His Excellency as regards the rates of 
jummabundee will be carried out as soon as po.ssible. d’hc U;rms of set tlement, shall be adhered 
to, and no illegal increase made. No opj^ressive practices on the part of the Durbur officials 
will be permitted, and any official found gnilty thereof shall be pumshed.’’ 

2. With regard to the continued levy of gadcc nuzzorana I liad the honour 

II Nob. 271 - 922 , dated 3 i 8 t AuguKi 1874 . addrcss tlic Icttcrs fis pci’ margin to Govmi- 

f „ 274-929 „ 2 iMiBei>teniiM;f 1874. ment, aiid iTi accordoncc with p<aragraph 1 
„ 279--«45 7th „ Gtivcmment Resolution, No. 5370, dated 

14th September, 1 addressed the following yad to the Durbar;— 


“ No. 1731C.1S, dated Itith September 1874. 

“ Fi-om Resident, Bakoda, to 11 is Higlmeas tho Gaekwah. 

“ Refarring to the px-ocoedings of the Baroda Clominission marginally ({uoted, and to the 

Pmp.pb «, groap .1. of the B«oa. Com- f ‘j'® Govfnov- 

minion E^it. " General, dated 25th July last, to Your Highness 

2. Appendix A. (irievKuces ,of the ogr^ui- addi'ess, I aui desired by Govenunent authoritatively 
tttrai ciaMOB. ^ adviae Your Highne«» not to levy wiy aocessiun 

nuzzeruna wliere there ia a ilz^d land asses^ent.’^ 


• P. 20. 
t P. 27. 

t P. 2(». 


§ P. 25. 


II P. 38. 
irp.4o. 
•• P.41. 
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3. As I did not receive any reply to the above yad, and the complaints of the 
ryots continued, I spoke to the Minister Mr. Badabhoy on the subject, who told 
mo that it was under discussion in the Durbar, that it might have a very had poli- 
ti(!al eiftjct were it admitted to the people that the gadee nuzzeranna would not 
])ositivcly l)c cx)lle(ited, and therefore that ho had thought of entering it into the 
a<;counts as “ outstanding balance ** (Baki). I icplicd that I had nothing to do 
with the internal .arrangtanents he referred to, but merely with seeing that the 
julvicc tendered not to colhict the tax was followed if aoc(ipted; and that as tlie 
general outcry amongst the agriculturists was great, sometliing should be done. 

4. Finding by the. iiSrd September tliat no orders had boon issued by the Dur¬ 
bar, and that jircssuro uas being put on the ryots in connection with the tax, I 
on that date addj’cssed the foUoAmg yad, No. 1771, to the Durbar:— 


“Fnnu Resident, JUuouA, te His llighnoss the Gakkwar. 

“ For nearly a month }mst writted putitioDs have been rocoivod througli the post from the 
Pergimnahs of Puttuin* Wmimggur, Kurrec, Pollad, Risnuggnr, Khyraloo, oomplaining 
of tlio difiicviUies to which flioy are Hubjecti.'d by Molisuls and other means to ]»ay up tlic* 
halanoo of the accession nnz^erana still duo by them. 

111 connection with this subject, I bog to invite Your Highness’ attention b) my yad No. 
17J11C.3., dated Ifith instant. 

** J mentioned to Your Highness’ Minister a day or two ago that the Wasna Petcla had com¬ 
plained to me of theij* having been deprived of their MMittuns, and <^omnion coolies of tlmir 
village made patels in their place. The Humee people also have lately compiaiiUMl to me of 
the harsh treatment to which they arc .subjecUd in connection with tlicir revenue dues. I 
invariably refer any petitioners who conic b) the Residency, or accost me on the public road, 
to go and prefer tbuir complaints to the Durbar, wliich they assure me? they do. 

{ No. NSSC.-i, dated nth August 1874. “In connection with these cases I would invite 

” 148 I 5 CA r ” 1] attention to my yads as per miirgin.” 

5. On the 24th Septernboi' I had another conversation with Mr. Dadabhoy t.o 
much the same etfect as in paragrapli 3 above, wlien I told him distinctly that 
J could not rexsognizo any such expedients as lie had suggest(d,'With a view, I 
imagine, to maintain llis Highness’ sovoroignty in the matter intact, and I addinl 
that if His Excellency the Viceroy’s advice were accepted at all it must be in the 
same terms as tendertid. 

6 . Accordingly on the 27t.li September I received the following yad from the 
Dur1»ar, No. 1691, dated 27th September:— 

Pp. U. “ Residency Yud No. l73lC.ia* of Ifith September 1H74, about the non-levy of accession 

tax wlierever there is a fixed assesHuumt lias been received. In reply wc l>eg to state that 
the advice given will receive attention.” 

7. Also a separate yad from tlio Duidwir, No, 1G92 of 27th Soptcmlxir, in reply 
to part of my No. 1771 is as follows:— 

“1 have rect'ived the Rcsidciucy No. 1771, dated 23rd Sept(jnil)er 1874 about the aiTnnge- 
^ ment for the ryots of th(^ UiKtrielw of Kuddee, Puttun, &c. Witli regard to tliis I liave b> 
state that it is good that the people who come to you are rofemnl to the Durbar; but some 
of the people do not appeju: hero. The ciujes of those who com(} are properly enquired into. 
Dated 27 th Septeml>er 1874.” 

8 . Notwithstanding tlio fact tliat lu'gotiations had been in progress from the 
11th August and the lOth Soptemlicr respectively, upon the subjects mi forth 
alK)vo, large numbers of agi’iculturists assomhled at the llcsidcncy gates on the 
morning of the 28th, and as I had repeatedly referred them to the Durhrtr where 
t.iu;y declared they could not obtain any reply, I resolved lo take down what they 
had to say and embodied it in the foilowing yad to the Durbar, No. 1798, dated 
28t]i September 1874:— 

“ From IlEBiDKNl', Baroda, to Hifi Highness the Oaekwar. 

“In my Yad No. 17310.13, dated Ifith instant, I communicated to Your Highness the 
authoritative advice of His Excellent!)' the Viceroy and Governor-General ‘ not to levy any 
aeccHKiou nu/jie.rana (in Your Highness’ territory) where there is a fixed land assessment.’ 

2. On the 23rd idem I again addressed Your Higlmess, stating that ooroplointH hod been 
ixiCidvcd by post from the Puttun, Wumuggnr, Kurree, Petlad, Beesnuggur, and Kbyralw) Per- 
gminalis, complaining of tlie heavy expense to which the ryots are put on account of mohsuls, 
in order to compel thorn to pay up the balance of the accession nuzzerana which they affirm 

i.1____\.i„ Afc .1- _1- aL. •_ 1____A 
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** 3. In your yads ba per margin, Your Highness consents to pay attention to the advice 
No8. 1691 and 1692 , dated 27th September ofHis Excellency the VicoToy and Governor-General 
1874. upon this subject ] and you request that any com¬ 

plainant who may come to mo upon this or any other subject should bo referred to the llurbar 
at once, and at the same time state that any such who do go thoii* cases are enquired into, and 
redress given; but that some persons do not go at all. 

"4. Under these circumstances I think it right to bring to Your Highneas* notice the 
following instance which occurred to-day, as there would appear to be some misunderstanding 
upon this important subject. 

5. When taking my walk this morning, I was accosted by four or five mtm who said 
they came from the Kurree Porgunnah, and I told them as usual to go tt) the Durbar, because 
I have been informed that orders to stop the collection of this nu!!7.ei-ana had been isKU(!d; 
they replied that th(^y had been to the Durbar and had not obtained redre.ss, in coiisis<]uence 
of which 1 told them to come to me during Office hours at 11 o*clocl* to-day, when the 
leivding man, named Keywul Pursboturn, patel of the village of Panohote, of the Kunoe 
Perguimah, statcui as follows :— 

“ 6. That about eight or ninr? months ago foot mohsuls were posted at the village in 
connection with tlui gade<; riuzzerana tjix for which they lard to pay about llujriies 70, but 
that they \. ere afterwards i‘emov(!d. That since the latter part of August hwt five sowar’s 
Note.—A ugust 1874, khureota delivered 3rd and four footmon have Ixw again posted a.s mohsuls 
August. at their village of Pancliot^*, in or der to make them 

pay up the balanctj of accession nuzzerana, amounting to Ilu}>ecs 2,000 ; two thousand having 
beeir already paid in JS72; that the expenses of these sowars and footmen fall very heavily 
upotr the villagei-s l>eing as follows :— 

“ Subsistence for eaclr sowar per diem, viz. 

10 seers of grairr for horstJ 
“ 2 seers of flour’ for* Sowar 
“ i seer of gbec for- Sowar- 
Grass for hoi's!; _ _ _ 

“ Mohsiileo paid in cash to Sowar 


;| 


0 8 0 


0 10 0 


Total for- each Sowai' per* diem 
'J otal for* five Sowam per dicur 


1 2 
5 10 


0 

0 


“ (’Irarge of‘fiv(; Sowars foi' one month 

“ Foot Mohsuls as follows :— 

“ SubsiKtenco— ' 

“ 2 Hticrs t)f flour* 
y-y seer of ghee - 


Mohsulee paid to e;ich footman irr crrsli 
“ Total for each footman per tliem 
Total tor four footmen per day 
‘‘ (Jhjirge of four’ footmeu^per mouth 




0 

0 

1 


4 ) 

4 

0 


Rs. 108 12 0 


0 2 0 


(» 

0 

0 


30 


0 0 


Gi’and total of botli hoi’se and foot mohsulees per one month Us. lOS 12 0 


“ 7. Tims independently of the accession tax this village alone is allciged to have been 
subjected to tire above chai’gea or thereabouts. 

8. Tire patel of the village of Paiiclioto continued to state that tlie^ moli.suls dmmed 
tlmm incessantly for payment; and that about eighty days ago some peons came from the 
Mysana I’hanadar to call iiini (the patel), and about 44 other villager’s to Mysana about 
the payment of the arrears of accession nuzzeraiia. The Thaiiadar is said tr) have told them 
that they must pay the arrears due, othei’wiso they would be placed in tire cage with Dheis 
they replied that they bad not committed any offence, and that they were utterly unable to 
jmy the nuzzerana. The patel states that tho Thanadar then ordei’ed tliem to give bail for 
their appearance before the Wahiwutdar of Kurree, wlucb they did, and rervehed Kurree on 
Wedntjsday, tlio 23rd instant. The Wahiwutdar being absent, they allege that tliey wero 
detained until Friday, tlio 25th instant, when tho Wahiwutdar told them to pay up Lbo 
money; when they replied that they were utterly unable to do so ; and state th<at they 
reminded the Wahiwutdar of tho fact that about a month ago their crops had been damaged 
by the overflow of the river owing to cxcea.sive niin, and that at the time the Wahiwutdar, 
on l>eing requested to come and see the damage done, did not do so. Tliey state that tlie 
Wahiwutdar again urged them to pay tho gJidets nuzzerana, else it would be their fate to go 
to prison, and accordingly the sepoys liegan to seize the village’s, but owing to tho darkness 
they all escaped except about 11 men who were thrown into prison, and were still there when 
the Patel Kevul Pui’shotura left Kurree for Barorla three days ago. 

“ 9. Tho patel continued to state that he and two otW of his villagei’s, named Manor 
Bhawa and Jeykurun Amichund, arrived at Boroda by the mail train yc.sterday at 9 o'clock ; 
that they immediately waited upon Kazeo Shaboodeen, the Revenue Oomniissioner, and ob- 
Nom.— Compare with paragraph 3 above. tainod an interview about 4 p.m.; that the Kazee 

(8<i.) R. P. Saheb informed them that they would have to pay 


\ ^ ; 


tbp arreaw of tho aoceseion niizzerana, and that if they agreed to this,, he would think of 
allo)virig theio a reaepnable time of paynieut. 

“ 10. Under theae cii^mstanceH the petitioners accosted me on the road this morning, 
and, should their general iill^tionM be correct aa above set forth, 1 have thouglit it, proper to 
afldi oss Your Highness in order that immediate steps may be taken to give substantial efiect 
to His Kxcellency the Vicei'oy and Governor-OeneiarH advice throughout Your Highness’ 
territoi*y, as act forth in my yady aliove (|uofed. dated respectively the 16th and 23rd 
insttmt.” 

9. Again, on the Ist October aiiotbor large assembly of ryots took place at tho 
Hosidoney, imd on this o(5casion 1 (sonfronted them all witli Mr. Padabhai when 
he paid me his usual visit on that morning. I at the same tim(i handed to him 
the following mcjnoraudiun showing roughly who the pctitionei's were, and what 
were their claims. Mr. Dadahhai took the memorandum home with him, and 
orderofl all the ryots to attend ai- his Cuhjherry that day. 

The memorandum is as follows 

“ 1. A^illage of Sakujda. Baroda Pergunnah, seven boss Baroda on the Mahoe 

Da<labbai Ouneshjee and i30 others complain that permissioii to reap ci*ops is jefnsed by the 
Mehta and Koomash, Cutchery peoi>le. They demand Ivm novxar!* as securities for arrears 
and enn'rent year*i^ j'ovenue. TJieso ryots plead tlmt they hjo leady to pay security as usual, 
one foi auothei'. 

“ 2. Sokda, Jaroda P(‘rgunnali, five koss from Baroda. 

' Bapoo Kaciiodass and others (;oin] Gained the same ns No. 1 above. ^ 

“ About 70 people of Sakda liold alienated land in the Doomla village of Manjoosar in 
possession of Gliorpnday. Permission to leap crops is vefuseil on the same gi-ouud jus above, 
viz., that ilie Kecurity of soweais is required. H.e(juest ]ierJuissioii reap crops giving the 
usual R(w.unty (one for anotherj, tlie sahimee tsi.x has also been greatly increased by short 
measurements. 

3. Huvneo village, Kljanjeo Malial, Tooljee Jewan and four othcj's. 

“ Samc.comphunt as No. i Salcuvda. 

“ 4. Petlau<l Pergunnah, Dadraii village, Jlathibhai Kisliorbhai. 

“ Khunjut Tricuinbhai Dyabhai. 

“ Julsun LulltMi Vurujbhai and three others. 

“ Mogreo (iojKil Gullabhai anrl two others. 

" Same complaint as Sakurda, N«». I above. 

“ 'J’hese lyots add Unit Mogrec Ilavildar has obtained his appointment of payment of 
nnzzeraim, also that such is the (^ase with the village? ofBjwlran. 

“ Th(‘ whole of the above ryots complain that their cro]»s are being damaged, and tliat 

I repoatolly th<-m uIki.ii thiK. and I liavo robhevH fiieal them owing to the delay cauK^'d by the, 
no doubt about llioir having gom.'thn-r as statfd. Dlirhlir refusing to allow the CrojlS to Ix^ reaped. 

(Sd.i i{. r. They have never yet eowcars security, find are 
quite unable to obtain such, but they are willing to give security as usual, viz., one cultivator 
sUnding security for miotlRV. Tltey that they went to the Durbar, but failed in 
obtaining redress.’’ 

10. I imdcrstood. verbally from Mj\ Dadabliiii that the persons described in 

this memorandum have rotjeived pc^nnission to cut th(dr crops, and I conclude 
that tJjo obnoxious innovation of rctpiirijig 80 tccm*» securit^y and thereby 
throwing tlicm hopelessly into tho power oj! that class, has been avoided by the 
representation made. ' 

11. I received the following reply fr<jm the Durbar to my yad No. 1798, vide 
paragraph 8 above:— 


No. 1727, dated 2nd October 1874. 

“ I HAVE received the Bosidency yad, No. 17l)^, dated 28th SejitemlKjr 1874, having 
reference U) tlio reprcHentations mde Ijy you rogarding the mohsuls, &c., placed by the 
WahiwuWar of Kurreo on certain ryots to recover the balance of the. gadet? nuzzerana. Witli 

EI(*v 6D (layK' intcrvnl, ordeft) conM hftvo ruucheil rcg«ird to this T have to state that the first yad frotu 
Knirce in two or three at most. you about tlie gadee nuzzerana was dated 16th Sep- 

(S<io K.-r. tember 1874, No. 1731. In reply to this I have sent 
• 1 M 2 . yacl No. 1691,* dated 27th September 1874, to tho.eflect tliat attention would be paid to the 
advice of the Government iMus ban been carried out. 

“ If the representations made to you by the, people of Kurree about the iiuposition of 
His Esot'iiftipy tbfi Viceroy's khiireeta wai <i(*- mohsuLj, ifec,, ifl correct, they liave reierenoe. to a 

livewti «n sni Au^out 1874. time l)6fore the above orrangemente were oanied 

(s»i.) u. r. > 

'• paragraph 9 of the yad mention is made of the Sir Sooboh's roply. With regaid to 
this, it appears on enquiry of the Sir Soobah l^iat the representations made , to you are not 





12. I have not sent any reply to this yad, because time will show whether 
substantial effect is really being given to the advice of Governmen t or not. 

13. On the 5tli October Mr. liadabhai came spmally to the llesideiicy afk'r 

Evideiict'i-egurtiiiijt (Ju! KctHui stiitu »r affairs ill his usual visit to usk iu(^ to givc u porwaiiuali 
I’ctiaud. ^ for troops to proceed to Petlaud as disturb- 

anees had broken outtiierc; and T understood 
him to say tliat ilusy bad been commenced by some Kolis from the JJorsud ^J'alooka, 
Kaira Collcctoratc. I thcrcrore wrote the following letter to the Collector: — 

• “ No. 1074, dated Uakoua, 5th October 1874. 

Fnl^n Rksiprnt, llAitouA, to CoLLECJoa of Kaiua. 

I 

“ ITis JTIglmess’ Minister has just inforined mo that the Kolis of (ho J^otlaud s of 

Kiissuj-, Juda, Mangrol, Maiigulpur, Balaiita and Cunjiloeo arc onUiiig the oiops .MfsiMno of llu* 
Koonbees in their noigldxnirhood, and ho also inifdied that a hind of retaliation was going on 
betwoon the above Kolis and British viUnges of tbo Mutliur and the Borsud Talookas. 

“ 2. Mr. Ihidabbai proposes to send 100 infantiy and 2.5 sowars to Botlaud to kei p tin.' pem c, 
and I lo.so no time in informing you of tho fact In order that you may fake ]>iocantiomiry 
imiasuros on your own frontier. Tliese froops will leave Baroda to-night, as yet i loivi* only 
niceivod a vorlial coinmuiiioatiou from Mr. Dadahhal, but wlieii tin.* formal yad coitM*s, J will 
make you jicquaintcd with its coiitejits. 

“ Jk 1 did not clearly undovstand what concern wo have in this matter, but 1 was led to 
conclmlc from wbat Mi-. Dadabhai said that, tin: Kr)Iis of liotli districts were committing 
<lcprcdations.” 

.i 

11-. Next day (6th October) Mr. Dadabliai-s communication of the previous day 
was embodied in tho following yad, No. 1768, dai.od 6th Oct.rdxir instant:— 

** No. 17GS, dabsl Baroda, (ith October 1874. 

'‘The Fou:^dam; kamdar lias sent in a yad, No. p4H, dated 4th October, from whicli W(! Iieg 

Uy thi*» ii would fU’oin thiit iJritiNli <iii*gt*i*tK un* 1'^* infoiiii you that abouj» oO amicd nndi oi Balada, 
cliurL'ud witl) beuiniiiuff llu' distiirlmiurK. 

(Scl.'I K. V. 


Talooka Matur, came to Miingrol with (be intention t»l' 
creating a disturbance with tlie infantry and sowai-s 
.sent there to preserve tin* j»eaee along t.he boundary, but owing to the cautions*l)ehavionr of 

Thfsi* it is Mipposi'cl iirf Kolis (irivMi oiii by lb*' .s(^\^'ars lit) disturbniicc took place. In the same 
upprfssion lust your. ihi' Chiekware.e ryots of lint Petlaiid Pergunnah 

who liave goiii* over te the British villages of Balada, 
DetJec, Wusjiee, SidJiwadji., Ib^watlnij, t'i'c, (Mine over ami removed the crops in our villages 
without permission. W-* retjue.si thert“fore that tlie Collector of Ksiira may be a<ldre.ssed with a 
view to ]>ut a stop to (hese depredations in fu<nr»*, ttnd a reply sent to ns'as (*arly as possible.” 

17). .1 at oiiw replied in my No. 1SS7, dali'd (ith OetobtT, as follows :— 

“fn ackiutwledging Urn receipt nl‘Durbai yad No. 37es of this date, I have tla; honour to 
HtaUi tbaf agreeably to tlui veibal reipiest of Your llighne.ss’ Minister J Yesterday wrote to the 
(Villector of Kaira upon the subjt'ct of the disturbances tliat luivt* again broken out in Pctlaud • 
and I also issued a pass for one eomjiiiny of infantry tind 25 .sowars to ju-oceod there. • 

" 2. Willi ngard to the caii.ses of this ilisturbaiice as alleged in Vour Bighiiess’ yad under 
reply to have emanatial ])artly from Ih-itish districts, J h.avo invited the. C/olJoetoi-s attention 
thereto, but at the same time F inuat invitt? Your llig]inc.ss’ serious attention to the (jor- 
rcspondciice which has been going on upon this subject «ince Ain-il BS7:b all of whieh tends to 
show that the cau.s( of disorder vests with the Koolies of IVtlaiid District, vvlnt arc now ri*sid- 
ing there, or hjive taken nifiige. in Kaira villages on Mn; bolder owing l,o disconti'nt caused by- 
Your Highness* local revenue arrangements. 

“.‘1. A jierusal of tin*, corrcspomhmci; will show that the j)iv.sent movement i.s iin'i-ely 

I have boon ftlwnyn impressing on the Durhur a Contiiiiianci.! of wliat is tb(*rein i-efern il lo {ii»d 
the necessity or reli^M^ imme-liaU*^ ^ of remedying tlie ovd lies in 

course, reipih’c* tipn*. tli(‘adoption oi revised r(*venue. ai'vangcnients as so(>n 

(S-l.) K. r. as possible ; ■ 

16. I deem if iiee(*ssnry to place this rt'cord of eviuits befon* Oovermui'ul at the 
pre^seut juncture without fujther comment tlian to invite aittfiition to tin? fact that 
the Commission tdosed its sittings in fh'ei'iiibej' .1873, that, the Coinmission Re])ort 
was forwarded to the ])iirbar on IIk' lltli A])nl 1871; and that in a khureelii 
addressed to His Excellency tlie Vii^eroy and the Governor-General on tlie 
19th April, His Highness the Gaekwar a-ssured tlu^ Govtaaiment of India “that 
“ the reforms suggested by tlu^ Commission umha* Section 1() of the Report liave 
“ ab*eady engaged my serious atteiiiion, &c.” 


I / 


r. 32. 
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No. 319-1109, daknl Baroda llesidency, lOih October 1874. 

From Eksidenx, Bahoda, to Skchetahy to tlu; Government of Bombay, 

Political BcpartnicTit. 

In (M)ntinuation of my letter No. 204-874,* dated 17th August 1874,1 have 
tlu^ honour herewith to forward (iopies of the following yads addressed U) tlic 
Durbar pursuant to the orders of Government:— 

No. 1731C.13, dated lOt.h Se])tcrnber 1874. 

1732C.14 

1795C.15, dated 24th 

2. Also with wgard to tin*. Durbar repli(‘8 to my W'veral yads, tludr reply to 

yad No. 14S0C.1.* was submitted to Govjtij- 

with icuo,- wo. 2t,.i-84o,t <iai«i loti, 

vitHsttfollirmiil BriUBlMiovirnnientlo Durbar; AugUSt 1871, and 1 IlOW luiVC the hODOUl* to 
(»,, will, r«f..r,.nc,. t„ cl,uie.. of o JJ^u-bar rOvlicB U) SUCCCS- 

sive yads from C.2 to C.14, viz. 

Dmbai* vad No. 1468, dak'd l7th August 1874. 

„ 1460 „ 17tli 

„ 1656 „ 21 st September „ 

„ 1668 „ 23r(l 


»» 


a 

a 


»» 

»> 


»> 


1691 


>? 


27ih 


jj 

a 


»> 


:h 'riu‘ Diu'bar reply to my yad No. 17960.16 will h(‘ submitted to (irovi'nimenj, 
wlien reeeivtd. 

4. Such rtmiarks as I have to olfer u()on tin* j»m*})ort- of some of tbi'se rej)lies 
of the Durhar will be submitted in a s('])araie communication. 




Triinsliition t>f Duibar yad, No. HoS, (hiWd ITtb August. 1S74. 

I UAVK irceived llie llesidcacy y:idN,J. Nos. 11-(S-W’.4,]and I48(i(.'.(*. 

al)Out. tbo advioo of His Kxo«ii(‘nry tlio (lovcniur-Oohorji]: witli regard to tliesi* I have In 
fltiito ns follows:— 

Witli respect to yad No. 14820.^, retpK'stiug that ilie Uirhsrous processes eiojiloy^?*! in jny 
itate for realizing’’ the rcvoTine should Iw prohibited, ajid stating that the matter being one »if 

ri ir* 1.1 11 ilijl .1 1 


kjvavt I \ 1 ... I -- - - -. . - ^ 

iiuportanee could not admit delay, J beg to assure His Kxwillency tlwt the matter lias 
engaged my serious utteutiou. The rules and mode of realizing the revenue and all siicli 
matters are at present under my cotisideration. A coni])lete Revenue (^ude will l>e jjivimivd as 
.soon as iiossible, whieh will leave no rt)om f(»r eoiimiitting 0 ])|)r(*ssion. Ofierulers in this re.speet 
will be duly ))uni.sbed. 

In yjul No. 148JU.\.S yo\j have brought to notice the subject oi‘a moderate and equitahli- 
land setilemcTit lunl a faithful adherence to its terms in future, all birther exjietion.s of eviay 
sort (►r doHcni)tion Uung absolutely inierdujteil, ami tlic continuanee of Riieh op)>ressive ju*ai> 
ti^cs on the part of Durhar otlieials lieing strictly iVnhidden. Witli J•(*gard to tins I have lo 
sti^te that the last 10 years’ >etileTiicnt has expired in most of the nudials, ;ind it is nece,sHiuy 
that for the cniTont year some reasonable settlement ()f rates should he imuiediatcly made. 
Azuni Kazee Shahabudin made, empiiries with regard to the Jummahundei- of tlu; four of tiie 
uorthern mchals, viz., Heejajuir. Vnsifuggur. Bmiiuggur, ami Kliyraloo, and has suluniLted a 
report, wliicli not only .suggests on an immediate reduction of i-at.es, but contains information 
which will he uwTul in making a settlement Ibi* a term of years. With regard to otijcrmehals, 
arrangements will be made as soon as ]>ossible. In the Nowsai'ce districts th<i iioozoor Sttohha 
has been making the necc.SHary enquiries, with n view to make re4isnnabl(( r(^ducti(>Tis in tin: 
raks of asBessinent. The. advice- of His RxeoHeiiey as regards the rates of jmiimn.buudee, will 
be caiTied out as hO(m as possilde, the tonus of settlumont wdll be adhered to, and no illegal 
increase made, no oppressivt^ praHiees on the pait of the I.)ui-bar ulHc^ials will Ihj jaa-mitted, 
;uid any orticial found guilty tiioreof will be pimishod. 

Yad No, 14841.14 relates to tlie adoption of some eqnitahlo mode of dealing with the wuttun 
and in}im.s of my State, so as to remove all gi'ounds Ibr anxiety luid discunteiit among the. 
boldi'rs of them.' With regard *to tins J have to static that the vvuttiins, whicli luwl been 
aitached by His llighnes-s KJiuhderao, were released from attachuicnt last year, a general 
cmpiiry is to he made into tlie mattci-. I shall heivafter communicate my views on the 
iinporiant subject of wuttuns and inam^ 
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lorence to the exortiHo of the strictest supervision over tlio suli* 
prevent the horrible practices ol’ torture which were establislied 


Vad No 1485(15 ba< reference to 

<mliiiate. officials, so as U* ..- - i - --- - - .. ... 

below the CcunmiHsiou, and to sewroly jiunish those wlio may lie guilty of them. With regaivl 
to ihis 1 have to state tliut tliis important subject under notice has already engaged my 
atl-entioii, an*l without lo.“s of any time whatever such measures will he adopted us will, in 

♦._! . ..iiv.-i ii... J-..:. 1 ....... 
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In yad No. 1486G.6 I have been requested to arrai^e that punishments awarded for- 
ofFencfts lieai- some roasonable i*elations to thti crimes coinmitted^andlienot scandalously exces¬ 
sive as in some of* the cases proved befoj'e tlje GomnnHsion. With jugard to this I have to state 
that this subject t<H) Ims engiiged my attention. Better regulations tor civil, criminal, and 
avenue mattem tlum tliai now in tbrc(i are under preparatitm. When those are brought into 
operation, several of the heads of atlvice given by His Excelieiicv tlie (h)veriU)r-Geiieraj will 
have practical oflbct. 

I willat short intervals communicate to you, for the information of the Bombay Oovernimint 
and the Goveminent of India, particulars jw to the progress towards i-efonn in each of the 
matters above set forth; smd 1 will gladly avail myself of your udvicc jw necessity arises. 

I trust that, if suitable i»pportimity is given to me, anti J obtain hearty assistance from you, 
1 will be able to aasuro His Kxcollcncy the (jovenior-Oonora) that the confidemie rejM»s<5fl in 
me will not go fill-notliing; and that every advice of His Excellency will he really caiTied 
(Hit as soon as possible. i * 


Translation of Durbar yad, No. 14h0, dated 17th August 1874. 

I HAVE received tho Kesidency yads Nos. 1502<'.7 and i dated 12th Ailgust 1874. 

;uid No. 1518(1 !),t dated I4th August 1874, and with rt'gard thereto T have the honour to 
stide as follows :— 

Vad No. 15()2G.7 states that His Excellency the UoN'crnor-Oenernl has directed you ti» urge 
on me to conform to the recommendations t»f the (^)inniis.si(»ii. In connection with this, I Imvt. 
beett requested, in consultation with you, to frame general rules for adoption in'giving effect 
to rediatJoiis of Siidars and Silladars, &c. Witli regard to this stmii' information is to he 
eollected. and (iKMuatter is to he fully thought over. J will therefore furth^ cominuiiicato 
wllh yi)U about it bcrcaftcr. 

In yad No. 1 oOJlG.is, tlie following sulqoct w'sis brought to my notice, viz,, that with the 
(dijttcl. of jM'evenlirjg the. sale of appointments generally in my service by the levy of iiuzzeraiin, 
:iml su]ipr<{ssing extortion on the |wirt of oflicc-lioldiu's, that I should ini.roduce th<‘ system of 
paying fair salaihis lor the pciibniuinco of iluty, ami issm* a proclamation forbidding the levy 
of nuzzevana on ail appointments, copy of such ju-oclamation Iteing finnlslied for tlic inibr- 
mation of Government. With regaid to this I ]>cg to state thal' I am about to adopt full 
nu^'isurt's for giving adt'quate salaries to ofHeials; tlie practice of taking nuzzeranas has hoeii 
done away with for some time past. Still a pr(K*himation will Is; made jis desired by the 
llcsideut. iind a copy simt to the ltesi<leMCy. 

In yad No. l.'»lSt,'.J) yt)U requi'.sted me to put a .stop to ami severely puqish any persons 
couccrneil In the ahduelioii of woumn foj- forced service iii tlie palace. With regunl to this 1 
beg to state that the forcible abduction of wonum lor forixsl service docs not teke place. If 
iiJiy one is cojieenicd in such oppression Ik: will he [iimisbed. 


♦ Pp. 20,127. 
t r.:5l. 


'Pranslation of Dnrhar yad, N»). dattsl 4th JSeptimiher 1874. 

I ifAVH received the Uesideney yads, Nos. i532(J.10, I.VIIKM i,| and M2, dated I7th t 
August 1874. 

With relerem s to those I l)eg to state. In yad No. 1.532(\10 the opinion of the Viceroy 
and (foveriior-Geueral as rogjirds the relatives and dependants of the late Gaekwar is given, 
which wdll be taki:n into consideration amt attended to. * 

in yad N<». II it is slaUnl tliat proper provisions should he imuie f(»r the neai' relatives 

of tlie Gaekwar, and if any of the. kuUcs wish to live out of llaroda th<*y shoul*! he allowed to 
do so after an allowance, is made ti» them with thoappi'oval of the Bombay ^jverimnod.. Witli • 
res]»oct to this I Img to state that 1 tpioted Uic decision <4' the Hoiul»ay Govenunent about not 
interrering with the Gaekw'ar’s family allairs in my yad No. 117 (d J874, and fully tinst that 
the British Government will not interfere w’ith the Oaekwar’s family aifairs. The avrangc- 
tiKiiits for the near ndatives of this Government are made acem*ding to tlieir morifs ; Kuk- 
mabai s case is known to you, and acoordiug to yad No. 134(J of 1874 sent (to the llrsideiiey) 
aiTangemeuts have bwri prripo.sed for her iu aocordjvnce with the a«lvice of the Governor- 
General, and have been coinmuniiyited to you orally. 

In yad No. 15,340.12 it is stated that a proclamation should Iki issued prohibiting corporal 
imnishmeiit of women and their oppression cither in tliis or in any otliei svay, in prison, 
courts, or by Bolitss oftieers, and that whoever does so would be punished. 

A proclamation to this effect^will be issued and a copy sonip to you. 

% 

No. 1731(U3, dated ItJth September 1874. 

From Resident, Bahoda, to His Highness the Gaekwaji. 

UKEEtiiUNn! to the proceedings of tiie Baroda t/ommissiou as marginallj^ iiuoted, and to the 
. „ , V .. .... ,, khurecta of His Exeelicncy the Viceroy ami (hi- 

,i„,; lU^T' ”■vcrnor-General, (Uted ir.tl. July hsl, t„ You,- liiglp- 

2 . Aijpumlix A. lirifviuict’K of the agrij'uitural nes.s’ address, I am desired by Government authori- 
i-iawseii. tetively to advise Your Highness not to le\y any 

artcession nuzzci ana where tiiere is a fixed land afiseasinent. 




No. 17320.14, dated Baroda, Ifith September 1874. 

From Rksibent, JUiutUA, to His Hij^^hnoss the Gakkwar. 

Kkfkiiiiino to tlie proex^edinj^s of the Baroda Ooininission marginally quoted, and to the 

, . kimreeta of His Excellency the Vicwoy and Go- 

I'„mgr.ph fi, gr„„i, M„. g. of <1„. (.o,„u„.,.o„ 25(li July last to Your 

iicss’ address, 1 am desired by Government to bring 
under Your Highness’ consideration tfie wise of the 
Bijapoor Thakooj-s, and advise Unit Your Highness may be pleased to cause a fixed arrange¬ 
ment of the ghasdhana claim tu i'e made tor a ]>criod of years not hsss than 1(1, taking into 
consideration the o]>iiiions expressed ly the (’ommisaion. i shall bo glad to afibrd any help 
that 1 am able to do in this matter. 


licport. 

Apjxsnill\ A., (.'liSt'H 2, Schitlule II. 

1 « 0> >< 41 


Translation of Durhar yad, No. llIoO, dated 2lRt Sejitember 1874. 

llKsn>Ki\OY yml No. l7o2f ■. N, dated Ultli Sejitember, stating Unit tlie ghasdhana jlne from 
the iJijiipoor'riiakoofs slioidd be fixed b> a eertain pcalod not less than 10 years. But the 
eess diie from tliem is jninmahniidee and not gimsdhana ; the matter will lunvi'ver reeeive due 
eonsideration, and any aid requirod from yon will be received witli pleasum 
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IVanslntion of Durbar yad, No. KifiS, dated 23rd Sejitemlier 1S74. 

As stated in our yad No. !4(i()/ dated 17th August IS74, we liavc jinqiareil and issued a 
proclamation, tw(» cojiics of which are herewith sent. 


No. IThotUo, dated Baroda. 24th Septendior 1874. 

From UiosiliKNT, Baijoda. to His Jlighiiess the GakkWAU. 

Till’, next subject to wltieli i am instructed r.«» invite Y(mr Higlinoss’ siubms attention for 
settlenumt ai-eording to njiiitj^ and reason in eoniiection witb Urn khureeta of Jlis Kxiwlleney 
tin' Viceroy and (Jovernor-Gi'iieriil, dated 2.‘)tJi iliily la.st, and the ]troceediiig.s of the Baroda 
Commission, is that of the grievances of ceitain State* and other bankers at Baroda, of eertain 
j«‘weller.-i and trailers of Abmedabad. and ollmr places trading with Baroda, as ,set forth in 
paragraph 8, groups S, J8, and 20; and cases 37. "*7, o8, 01, and 02 of S(hoduic II., and ca.si;s 
I, 2, 3. 4. and 7 of Schedule 111. of the Commission Bejiort. 

His Kxceliency the Viceroy and Goviunor-l leneral is of opinion that Vour Highness would 
do widl to put a. stop to procis'dings, su<*li as thosii taken towards respectable bankers and 
trswling firms, which are. descnl<ed by tin* Commiasiun as discreditable and spoliatory, arbitiwy, 
and iinju.si. 

1 ta"k(‘ this opportunity of liringlug to V<»ur Highnes.s’ noti<X) Unit representations jiave 
recently been received from tin* linns of ilunve Bluigtee, (‘huiii Lall ritambur, Lowjee Domed, 
Moti i^all Samul, Ainlba ll.iineliord, Butunjee Kliandass, and Banabai Balbliai, whieh witb 
4»tlier (uses of tliis class will form tlie subject of iiogoliation prior to autb(U’itaiive luivice lieing 
ultimately offered regarding them siundd such apjioar necessary. 


Translation ol’ Durhar yad No. dated 27th Scijjtember 1S74. 

liKsiDKNtT yad No. 17310.13, da^jd Kith Sejit’emficv 1874, about the noii-levy of acce-ssiiiii 
Ux wherever tliere is a fixed a.ssessmont. has been received. In reply we beg to state tlmt 
the advi(!e glvcui will receive attention. 


Ts^'o. 331-11 o9, dated Baroda, lOtb October 1871. 

hVoiU IllSSIOKNT, BaIUJDA, io SKCKKi’AUY tO OoVMUWAtENT of BoMBAY. 

Ivi'.rKRUiNii io Joy t(‘lograio of lids datt; lo tlio addroas of tbo Private Sccrctai'y 
lo llis Exc('ll('ncy Hie Governor, I have the honour to report the circumstancea 
Hiendii reforn^d to as follows it—' 

2. fJoverjiiuent will remember that' Hincr May last J have frequently adverted 
1o the caste eomplieations and dilVerenocs wliieh have avisi'ii between His Highness 
Hu- (iaidvwar and (certain Mahmttn Sirdars, Silladnrs, and MankimH^s in conse- 

of bis anarriago willi Luxnietibaec, and the (^imsequeiit introducHon into 
B.'iroda of her reputed step-father, llukliinajee, and other persons, ail of M'hora are 
ludd by the lieads of the easte not to bdong lo it. 

3. It ;q>pears in the instana^ under report that a Sirdar, by namt! Cliandcr 






V 
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recent occasion tlic sweetmtsats, provided at a dinner j)arty at E-uklunajec's, had 
been hrouf^ht from tlic bazaar by a woman of the Mussulman caste. 

<t. The Maharaja, it appears, took this up warmly; and, ac^cording to custom, 
the Sirdar was summoned to appear before th(5 Senaiaitttu^ to unswei* the charge, 
which ho did; and after duo erupdry ho was allow(Ml to return to his liome. 
Tills occuiTod on the Idith instant, and I have h(;on informed that on the after¬ 
noon of that day, in oonsequcn(!C of private information received that ho was 
to he put in irons and earned olT to jail, the Sirdar concealed himsoli* during 
the ivhole of yesterday, when a strong body of Police and karkoons were in 
search of him. 

5. This morning, however, lu; apjieared in public in the house? of a Sirdar, 
named Nana Sahib Powar attended by about 100 SiJla<lai>;, Mankuroes, &c., and 
an endeavour was made by the Police to arrest Jiim, whiftl) the assembled 
Sirdai'R, Silladars, &(?., told them would he resisted, hecauso the affair was not a 
criminal one but a caste or ndigious (lisj)utc, wiiich did not come ivithin the 
jurisdiction of the Pouzdar, and tliat by Mahratla law and custom all pci*sons, 
imduding the Maharaja himself, wore equally subject to caste. ]*ules in such 
cases. 

0. About 1 p,m. Mr. J)adahhai iaune to the Itesidency, and liaving related 
the circumsf.aucos set lbi*th in tlu* ^m^eeding paragraph, iufonned me that the 
procedure- deiijrmincHl u])on by llis lliglinoss was to try Sirdar Chandorrao Kudu 
by the Sir Pouzdar, IVIr. ITormusjct? Wadia, on a e-riminal cliargc of defaming 
lUikliinajcc, and if guilty, to puiiisli him accordingly, and luidcr the circum- 
stanc('s set foiih, Mr. Dadahhai asked me to intcrien' ivith niy authority to 
enforce^ the iJurhar’s ])rocedure. 

7. I replied that 1 did not see how I (X)ul<l ])ro])('rIy interfere in the ]>roseni 
stage of the ease, that since May last (ruste disputes have been I’iA; Ixd-we'oii Jlis 
Highness and llie Mahratla Sirdars, Silladars, and Mankiu’ces in eonK(!qii('nco of 
tln'ir having ndVised on ndigioiis grounds to tat with the complainant, Jtukh- 
majts*. I, Tium'ovfT, explairu'd lo Mr. Dadabiiai according to my present 
information t could not consider the Sirdar Kudu’s alleged olVence, as stated in 
parairra])h !i above, (o he a criminal one ; tliat oHi'm^es commit ted by thi? Sirdars 
arc disposed of in the Seuapiifletfs Kutclioriy, not. in the Pouzdarei'; and that if 
a caste oH'ciuh' had been committed, it ajipeared to me to he capable of adjust¬ 
ment ])y the Sirdar leiidoriiig an apology or making amends in such manner as 
the (rnstom of th(‘ cash* dictated. 1 added Hint my advice to ilis Highness was not 
to push mallcj's to extremity, Init to assure the Silladars, t%c., that the ea.se would 
be setthMl as caste disjiutes generally are, and that if thus relieved from the 
fi?av of criminal proceedings, they would jirobably disjicrse and gi\e, no further 
ti’ouhle. 

8. i assured M.r. Dadahhai that I was ijuite willing to assist, the Mahnrajji in 
all matters in winch I felt I could, do so with ])ro])riely ; hut that as 1 coiihl not 
regard the Sirdar Kudu’s tilleged oil'enee, as dcsiu'ihed to me, to he a criminal 
one, .T could not interfere in tln^ mariner and on the basis pr(ir|)osed by liim. 

0. 1 am hound to say iu coiudusion that I do not believe th«"C.as(; to bo a hmnl* 
fkh* one, but that it is mcridy a continuati{>n of tin? ('fforts that ha.v(i been already 
made, as reported to (iovcrnincut, to involve eoriaiu Mahratta Sirdars in r’uin, 
owing to their having refused to break caste by eating with Luxmciibai’s 
relatives. 


No. dated lUroda, 17th October 1874. 


Pr*om. Resident at Paiiod-x, to Seceetauv to the Government of Homuav. 

In eontinuation of my letter, No. 3IU-1130* of 1874, thitcd yesterday, 1 have 
the luniour to report that Mr. Dadabiiai Nowrojec told mo this morning that, orders 
had berm issued yiistorday evening to snsp(?u(l all fuiilier proceiHlings against llie 
Sirdar Kudu. 1 asked liim wluither he had requested Kudu to tender an apology 
for the alleged olfe.ncc, but he said that lie had not. I was led to conclude, 
however, that tin'- case was at an (md, and up to the time of my writing this 
report (3 o’clock p.m.) 1 have heard nothing fiudiher from the Durbar on the 
subject. 

2. 1 liave hiarnt privately, however, from a reliable source that no communica¬ 
tion was yesterday made to the assembled Sirdai*s and Sillcdars as recommended 
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in paraf^raph 7 of my report, of that date; and (consequently that at the time of 
Mr. Dadahliai’s visit to the E/<csid(niey this momirif*; tl»e whole, of the 8illt?dars, 
&CC., wave still assembled at Sirdaj* Iviidu’s house, wlucre tlu^y had i*omained all 
ni^ht. It. is said, however, to have heen intimattvl to them this morning that 
Mr. Diuhihhai himself would go to sp(cak to them in tlie course of to-day. Th(c 


(Lauger of such dilatoriness n(‘ods no (coirniicnt. 


it 


(t 


I have frequently during the last yc^ar or so liroiight to tluc notice of (xoveru- 
inent the serious results tlud may at any moment onsm* from the Sirdars and 
otlucr Military classes of tlu^ State being in arncars of pay for ujiwards of thn^o 
years; and 1 liavo lieim informed tluit the dang(U‘ of an entente lias lately betm 
heightcmed in conse(|uenee of the thrc(‘ Regular Native Infantry Rccgiincnits, &<•„ 
of t!ii' (laokwar’s houselutld Brigade hfcing also four moiiUis iu arncars, whieli 
I am infornu'd Tias rawtu* hefojv lia])pened since they av(T(c raiwid, and l.hat 
eoiiS(a(uent]y they too Jiave now beenme nearly as disc^miented as tlit.c Sirdars, 
Silledars, ite,, aliove n^Vi-n'd to. 

4. f (Itcsin* 1o bring b) tlu' ])ri>minent notice of (lover(im(ait that the Sirdars, 
Silledars, &.c., are ovcrwlielmed witfi dohis which have l>eon a(ccumulating for the 
last (‘enliiry, and Ibr wliieh the Durbar is iu a great nnnsure responsible; and 
that iiistejul of paying their arncars the Durliar (las ordi'red tine Bankers not, only 
to refrain from making any advaneics to tluau, hut l,o lile suits against them, 
cousiH|U(,cntly helug witliout the imrans of obtaining either credit, or their just 
arnjurs of pay. tliey and their familii's and loliijwt'rs are thrown in1,o (di'icum- 
staiHccs of absolute want, from which lain satistied the Gachwar will imvcr relieve 
them, unless under the jiri'ssure of authoritative adviec' from us. 

5. Added to all this, the Durbar iu its filial stal,i‘meut tudbre the CouimissioM on 
this (class of eas(‘s bus alluded to the “ ueeessitv of a jueduedion hi juiiuIxts oi' this 

V 

as well as other dejiartmi'uts of th(‘State s(>rviee, (M)nseHpiently ou a })rohah!(c 
ile(a'e,as(‘ of the n‘veriue from ilu* proposed revision and lo\v(‘i'lug of the laud 
“ assessment.” 

(). Moreov(‘r, notwitlistandiiig the pr(‘S(‘nt stab* of d('ht and arrears in which 
tin* whole mass is at present iin olved, a circular was issiucd on tin* 7th instant, i>y 
the Maharaja to tiie eflect tliat in order to reduce State exjieiuhturi* from tlu^ 
ciirnmi yi'ar oinvards, no less than 25 per e(mt,. will he diHlnebHl IVom the ])ay and 
allowances of Bagadars, Silhulars, HeelTuiidy, and other Karkhanedars, suhorilinate- 
to the Native Commauder-in-Chief (Senapiitb'e). 

7. I’hus from tlie two procediug jiaragrajdis it is seen that reduction in the 
numhiT of Sirdars, Silledars, &c,, in the first instance, and an excessive redmdiou 
of pay in the ncN.t, hitve l>(M3n ear(‘fu!ly jirovided for by tlie Durbar, without any 
just or equitable provision whatever having as y(U been made for citJier their 
diihts, their arrears, or just gritwances on loss of service. 

S. 1 would respectfully submit that instead of the unreasouahle mluetions 
conbnnplated by the Durbar liring |)rinuu‘ily carriiMl out. as apparently intended, 
the gnivc qiuistions of their debts, their arrears, their just grievanci's, andthiur 
claims to eompensatiou, gratuity, or ])(msion, as the case may he, should first he 
•(ousidered and sc'tiled agreeably to IIk*. terms set forth iti my yad to tlie Durbar, 
No. 1502G.7.* dated 12th August, 1^71. 

9. Agreeably to the orders of Govi'rnment, T have m^arly evray day for the last, 
siivcn w(3eks carried on negotiations with Mr. Dadahhai about Sirdars’ (sases in 
addition to other work, and'their agtmts attend at my ofliee daily iu (oniu'etion 
iberewith. Mr. Dadahhai himself appears willing enough to scittlc sonn*. of them, 
hut tlie Mahanija, though professing to aequiesei* in his proposals, has not as 
yet allowed an actual ])a,ymeiil, to he madtr. In fatd:, I regret to say that His 
Highness is still surrounded by certain had charaiders, wdio supjiort liim in his 


r(3V(mgeful feelinirs towards this ebiss. 


10. When writing to Govornmeut about the Contingent in my letter No. 24G~ 
StS, dated lOtJi August last, l*in tlie last paragraph particularly referred to 
tlie Military classes and copied in full niy final statement regardmg them, dated 
1st January 1874, in order to call to remembranco the increasing danger 
of allowing such a large mimb(3r of troops to fall into arrears of pay for so 
long a period; and 1 need scaroidy say that the present state of affairs cannot 
last much longer witliout a breach of the peace taking ]»laee, the responsibility 
for wiiich will, I submit, rest solely on His Highness the Gaekwar, agrecalily to 
the terms of His Rveellenev the Vieernv and GnvftrTinr-r3-eiw>rfiro Vhiiwmfn /Infa/I 


the terms of liis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-Generars khurecta dated 

rtKAU T-,l« 


11. 1 will addresB you further on tliis subject as soon as I have fully considered 
what, to rccoramond under the cixcmnstanccs, and in tlic mcantiirwi do not delay 
this letter owing to the emorgont importance of the question at issue. 


Telegram, dated 18th Octohor 1874. 

From Resident, Bauoda, to Tolitical Sbcbetauv, Bombay. 

The caste dispute reported on lOtli instant still going on. Aljoui, 500 imjn are 
said to bo assembled at Sirdar Kudu’s bouse, but arc quu^l. I posted explanatory 
report this morning in continuation of iny No. 331-1130,* Ititli instant. Uusseiu ^ r. la. 
procession on Tuesday, and unless Durl)ar takt^s proper measures al once to H(4th' 
dispute, I dit not think it would be ])riKlciit for our troops U)*go to city to pay 
the usmi] lumours b> Gaekwar. No conuuunhation I'cceived from i)url)itr about 
continuance of dispute, wliicli is impropt^r. 


Telegnini, dated 19tli October 1874. 

From Politi(;aj. Secjiktary, Bombay, to IIksiuent, Baroda. 

Your b'legram of last- night and ](dter Kith instant.. 

Becjnire Durbar to submit forthwith wriHtni Kiaiement of charge against Siolar 
Kudu, and of the manner in wliieJi they projiose to jmxaMid against, liini; also of 
the ])resent hwiring of the Smlars and their adhi'ViMits, and ainnuni and eliaraeler 
of assistanee soli(al.cd froiri you. 

Tf you anticipate disturbance at, Dusscra, intiinat(‘ to Burhav tliaf. you air. 
authorized to witlihidd troops from taking tludr usual part in e(Tcni()nie.N, and 
to hold them in readiness in c;is(‘ their intcrterinna^ is required for mainkaiaiiee 
of order. 

Snggf'st. to Durbar pro]iri(dy of placing tlie aceuse.d Sirdar undi'r yoiir t-tmqjo- 
vary protection, Avitli ti. viev\ to sn<h en([uiry on action being taken on tli<’ease 
alter the Dusscra as may lui eonsiihard proper. 


Telegram, dated TOth October TS74. 

Krom llKsniLNT, lUuouA, to PoniTicAj* Skcretarv, Bombay, Poona. 

• 

Vocji. telegram of tliis day. Had an interview with Jlis Iligliiuiss and Minis¬ 
ter this morning. Both assiivial iiu* tlial criminal proceedings against Sirdar 
Kudu iiad hreii abniidoiu'd on Kith instant. But it npjtears doubtful whether 
any cornimimeation to lliat. tdlect was made to tlu' Sirdar. Tlu'v promised to 
arrange mat,t(‘rs during t.o-day, and 1 will report the ri^suli of tludr iiroeet'dings 
wliieh are uoav in progri^ss. 


Telegram, dated 20th Octolna’ 187 

hVom IteiDKNT, Baroda, to Fkivatr StcoJtKJrARV, Guneshkhind. 

SiRiiAKK, &e., have, dispin’sed. There Ix^ing no IVar of disturhanee, ilio usual 
Dusscra (ieremonics will ju’Oeeed to-day. Jlejjort by post. 


No. 343-1108, dati.'d Baroda, 20th 0(;tobcr 1S74. 

From Resident at Baroda, to SKCUETAity toi;he Government of Bombay,, 

In the, last- paragraph of my Ictb'r No. 333-1148,1 dated 17th instant, I promisixl 
to submit to Government certain spoiafic proposals regarding what I consider to 
he the most important class of leases now pending. In order, however, that 
^ , XT 4 . . , Govenunent maybe in possession of all tlml 

jfl 74 . " Inia passed, 1 append copy oJ my yad to tin' 

KeBidency jud, No. itisa, datcfl aoth October Durbar olTast OVeXlillg, No. 1965, tOgCtlUT With 

their reply and my rejoinder as per margin. 
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2. I am respectfully of opinion tliat tlio complexion winch this important class 
of caH{iH has now assumed renders it imperative in the intisrests of the peace 
and ii-anquillity of the country that some immediate motion should bo taken by 
Government and authoritative advice tendered to the Durbar. 

o. The main points to whudi 1 would first inviU> attention arc— 

1st.—^Thatthc Sirdars, Sillcdars, Mankurens, Sindoos, Ai*ahs, &c., adverted to in 
the Commission Beport^ are at the present time in circumstances of absolute want, 
and quite indepondent of the settlement of the cases, rcquirii advances to be 
made to them at onct; in order to preserve themselves and families from starv’^ation. 

2ndly,—That, as stated in para-^rapli 9 of my letter No. 333-111-8, dated 17tb 
instant, I have been in (^onstaiit m'f^otiatioii with Mr. Dadahliai Nowrojeo 
regarding the saith^nent of eertaiu of those eases, l>ui. that up to tho present 
time not only lias not a single case hi'on siitiled by ihc Maharaja as agreed upon 
between his Minisier and myself, but, as in the case of Sirdar Kutlu, instead of 
])aying Jiini liisaiToars, a criminal case Avas got up against him for tlie purpose, as 
I believe, of getting rid of him filtogetlua*, and of intimidating the remainder. 

'k Witii I'ogard lo the first of lh(\s(^ points, Goverument will ohseiwc from the 
copy of my yad No. 1982 lo tlie Dm-bar of this day’s date (annexed) tliat I have 
|)ropos(Hl to meet t!ie unmediate ('incTgency ; that Ills lliglincss tho GaokAvar 
shoidd at (nice and Avdthout any furtluT delay advaiuio to all Sinlai's, Sillcdars, 
&V ..3 and tluMi* adluuamt s, aaOio have beem depriA cd of their pay for the last 3.^yea}'s 
and upAA^ards, from Four lo six iinmlhs’ pay according to circumRtan(j(\s. Tliis 
nu.'asure 1 holi^we to Ix' absolutely lu'cessary 1o avert, actual outbreak, and I 
would tbertdbrc earnestly recommend to Government that authoritative advi(^c to 
this efiect be at once tendered by Governnu'iit. Unless this is dom^ i think it my 
duty clearly to state that I cannot bo responsible for any (!onso<|UOiiccs that may 


ensue. 


5. Next. AA'il h regard to the enquiry into and st'ttlemeni of tJu'so cases, I AA ould 
respectfully invite attentuni to tin; folIoAving points :— 

Ist.—q^liat twi^ry singh; individual Avliose case is under jurisdiction is diu'ply 
involvi'd in debt to Baroda Bankers and others, Avln‘(di d(d)ts liriv(; been caused by 
a vaiicdy of circumstanc(‘s, but cbiefiy by the arbitrary and capricious mamun* in 
whitdi their fiuy and alloA\ances liavc frojn finui to lime been reduced or stoppt^d 
altogether by the present Maharaja aiid his ])v(‘dec.('ssors. 

2ndly.—That any settieimmt Avhich may !)('• made must ])rovid(‘. some means for 
the li<iaidation of tlii^se debts in jirojmrtioii to the responsibilities— 

(e.) Of the Sh'dar or Silhidar hi?ns(‘ir. 

(h.) Of the liead of the Baroda Static , 

(r.) Of tlui Bimkrr Avho lias probably Ixmmi willing enough to advariei^ 
moiuy at. iisurions intc'n^st. 

;trdly.— 'fliat if loss of s(.'rAie(' and consequent reduct ion in th<'. numlxn* of th(‘S(! 
lieivdiiary siTvants is, undm* jiresent einannstances, to Ix^ tJu^ basis of setthmieut 
of any of these. cas('.s. ut.fi'r ruin must. Ix! tlie result to the indi\ idual (xmeerned 
and the Avholc of his family and following. 

0. Tt will tims bo obs(Tved thift. tins last |)oint ennstitnU^s the main difiicuUy 
in the sc'ttlenumt of these eases. The IJnrbar have, already intimab'd to the 
t^uumission their intention to rediux^ tln^ nunihor of this class ostensibly for th(! 
]nirposes of economy, but practically s]>cakjng no economy either has h(>en or will 
he (dfected, beeaus(', ns a general ruh\ new favoAiritivi are usually substituted for 
old iuul berc'ditaiy familh^s. 

7. Wore it not for tlu^ accumiilaticm of debt and the ])roposed redimtion, tbc 
sfdtlcment of tlieso cases might be efic(d,ed without tho h\ast difficulty, excejit for 
tho })ersonal animosity and re\’'(uigcful feelings euterfiniu'd towards the <dass by 
Ills Highn(‘ss the GaokAvar. I hav<' mysidf during ilui Jtist s(‘V(*n weeks pn'pared 
Avhat I belicA O to he fair settlements oi' Hev(n'ul of the most im])ortant of these 
cases for the purpose f>f negotiation Avith llis Jfighucss* Minister. 

8. The principles Avlii(!h liavt* gukhnl iiic in tluisc negotiations arc shown in the 
statement which I diTw up and showed to Mr. Dadabhai as foiming the basis 
u})on wbieli I ^should advis(^ Government to act in any eases that wo might not 
be able to arrange amicably. 

9. I have*, also prepared notes of u])out 20 of those cases, and have given them 
to Mr. Dadabhai at his special request, in order to assist liim in procuring a 








■ITM' , ' 

» ' ^ 

hxmsyeit my Miftl mxit» exo^ promises idikh 
bBTe.iiotrbefm ceird^^o^^ 

W "Win tlmS be seen Uiet I bare from tbe oommenoement oordiaDy giTcn to 
Jfc. Dadabhai eveiy assistauoo in my power, in &ct I may ooiifidentiy say that 
but for my assistanoe, he irotild have |>e6n from his utter inexporioace m the 
details erf* adinimstratipn htteirly to have grasped the gcnei^ prmciples 
upon which alone any Statesmatdike settlement of these diflaoult cases could bo 
effected. ' » 


11. Bearing in mind the serious complexion that affairs have now assumed in 
oonsoquenoa of the non-settlement of this class of cases, I deem it my duty to 
exptoss to Government my conviction that no satisfactory settlement of them, 
including debts and arrears, can possibly be attained, until i am formally 
omppwe^ to arbitrate and adjudicate in them, subject to the approval of 
Goveymkenti the Durbar having already stated all they had to mge in each before 
tl»e Commission, > In order, however, to enable mo to do this ei^tually, I must 
bo invested with powers to call uj)on the Durbar to produce from the Sirdars, the 
Bankers, and State records such evidence as I may require, and until that is done 
I believe that the Maharaja will merely go on temporizing until a general* 
outbreak takes place. > 


No. 1905, dated IDth October 1874. 

From RKsiPKN'r at Hahoua, to His Highness the Gakkwau. 

RKFKHiiiNti to personal communications wliich passed between Your Highness’ Minister, 
Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee, and myself on the Uth, ICth, and 17th instant, relative to the case of 
Sirdar Chandra Rao Kudu and certain Sirdars, Silledars, &c., associated with him, said to 
amount in all to about 500 men, also to tlie further conference which took place this morning on 
the same subject between your Highness, Mr. Dadabhai, and myself, I should feel obliged by 
your informing me as soon as possible whether the said Sirdars and Silledars have dispersed and 
proceeded to their respective homes or not. 

Also whether, referring to my yad No. 1502C.7,* dated 12th August 1874, any, and if so, what 
steps have been taken by Your Highness towards stalling the grievances of this class. 

If these men have, as 1 am informed, decline to disperse up to the hour of despatch of this 
yad (5.15 p.m.), it will bo necessary for me to advise Your Highness to take such immediate 
measures as may appear to be required to maintain order during the approaching Dussera festival 
to-morrow. 

Jt will also be my duty, under instructions from Government, to refrain from attending the 
festival with British troops, unless 1 am satisfied that such stop will be taken by Your liighness 
Govemraeut with regard to the Sirdars, Silledars, &:c., iu question as will obviate any risk of a 
disturbance occurring. 


Translation of Durbar yad, No. 1887, dated I9th October 1874. 

I HAVK received your yad No. 1965, dated 19th Oct(»ber 1H74, stating that certain Sirdars and 
Silledars had assorahlcd in the matter of Chandra Rao Kudu, &c., &ic. JiVith regard to this T 



In’ Rmeshreo Ma Mungesh Wagle. They in the presence of 60 or 70 people assembled near 
Chandra Rao Kudu’s bouse, told the latter that “ your case has been brought to a close, no pro- 
" coedings will be taken against you. In connection with the joy arising from the birth of a 
son to His Highness, he has abandoned this business and brought it to a conclusion. No one 
“ should therefore be anxious about it, and all should return to tlieir respective homes.” The 
pith of what the people assembled said was this—“ All of us have some other grievances ; unless 
“ all these are settled we would not go from here.” This was reported to me T>y Rajoshree Bala 
Mungesh Wagle, whom I sent again to ascertain what their compyiints were. He and the people 
spoke to each other, and they finally said—“ We would attend to-morrow’s procession (sowarree) 
. ^ « /mv V ^ 'as usual,* there will be no obstruction in that. To-day 

the whole of our people “Mandlee”) are not here, anS 
therefore we cannot give a reply to-da^ After giving “sona” (leaves distributed in Duasera) 

Thuraday and give a reulv. and until our complaints are 

c coming to to- 
particulgra in r^ply 

to the above yad will be hereafter communicated. 



1’. as. 


r 




dated .vVij. iv;; 

From Rbhidxvi' at Bahoba, to His tiighaoss ilie OABX]!ifM£'0S>^M^MpA* 


With reteteiice to Your Highness’ yad, No* 1^«7 oi yestcr^y’ji d8tei.|«iM!»Ted iast nteht; and 
ateoadverring tothe oral communicetionB made to me yesterday eyeniwg^ by your IlIgAnMs* 
Minister and Mr* Bala Mungesh, after the lattor had visited the Siraara, Sifledarsi &c., at^tdar 
Kudu’s hou^, T hav^ reason to believe that there is no fear of ihc peacd bc^ng dishirbed at tiie 
Dussem procOswon to day, and therefore the British troops, &c., will attend to aOeOtd tiife mlUtary 
honoitte to Your Highness eustotnary on tlie obeosion. , • . 

With reference to the desire which the Sirdars, &c., expressed to Mr. Bala Mu|]ij[eBh to 
assemble, together again on lliursday next, the 2^nd instant, for the purpose of representing 
tboir grievances generally, i would recommend fi>r Your Highness’ consideration that it shduld 
notified to them that a fair hearing of what they have to state will be accorded to them on 
some early date that may he named, and as absolute want arisiug from oxc^sive arrears of pay 
appears to bo theiv most pressing grievance, as communicated by me personally to Your Highness 
yesterday, I would suggest for your consideration that pending the final settlement of each man’s 
case, which will take timet, advances on account of their arrears varying from four to six months, 
according to circumstances, may be granted to them. ''Fhus their immediate wants will be 
relieved and the inquiry into, and settlement of, tboir ju^t claims will proceed without fear nf 
^rther demonstration of tho dangerous kind that has been going on for the last four or five 
days. 


No. 360-1196, dat^d Baroda Residoncy, 27th October 1874. 

From Ebsident at liAitODA, to Secketa jiy to tho Government of Bombay. 


In forwarding, for the information of Govommont, copies of my yad No. 1986 
of this.date and accompaniment, 1 liavti the honour to bring io noti<re that th(5 
action of Ilia Highness regarding these Sindliecs who with the Arabs are fast 
getting beyond tbt* control of tlnnr Sirdars and demadars, and may at any 
moment burst fc»*th inio open rebellion, appears to me to be most unjust and 
miBchicvous. 

2; On the Sind Frontier we have reclaimed thousands of the same class of 
people by talcing great* pains to provide land for them, encouraging them to 
cultivate* and follow pea<M®ble occupations; and although the Sirdars of these 
men lmv(^ spontaneously initiated tlic system iii Barodu territory, yet it will be 
seen from Ihe accompaniments to this letter that the DurlMir, instead of supporting 
and encouraging it, is doing all in its power to drive this ignorant but warlilce race 
to dt^speration. 

3. T1m 3 Sindhees and Arabs hi the Baroda State are tlie least under control, and 


more likely than any othc]*s of llio military classes to attempt to obtain their jtist 
lights by rebolliou. 

4. I need scarcely say that the. system of populating the largo extent of 
unotumpied and waste lands which now exists on the Baroda State by tho 
sup(»rfluous military ohnneni in the scnicc is one, which if rightly applied, 
wj^nld soon prove to he of ih(‘ greatest benefit to th(‘. Baroda State, and provide 
a remedy for the gross injustice and c<mse(juont danger of turning large 
numbers of old and faithful soldiers adrift without compensation, gratuity, or 
pension. 


• No. 198?, dated 20th October 1874. 

From Resipknt at Baroua, to His Highness the Gakkwak of Baroda. 

Rkferiuxc to my yad* No. 2693, dated 8th November last year, and to the recent obullitioii 

of discontent amongst the military elasBes of the State, 
• Copy appended with Uurbai- vcpij. I ljpg ^ Bring Specially to Your Highness' notice the 

accompanying petition received this day from a number of Sindhees, the adherents of Sirdars, &c., 
some of whom for some years past taken to cultivation in Your Highness’ mehals in order to 
obtain a livelihood. 

Instead of such a desirable mode of provitfing for superfluous military retainers being encouraged, 
08 it oiwht to be, it appears from-the petition of vthese poor people that the very reverse is die 
case. J request, therefore, that Your Highness wiB at once order that substantial justice be done 
in this case, which has been sostromjly incalculated by His Excellency the Viceroy and Otwernor- 
General in his khuteetauf the 25th July la8t.> js . 

Sow that the peace oi’ the country is ^mdangerbd on all sides, i must beg seriously to press 
upon Your Highness’ notice tlurt: nothitq^jihort ^f an. immediate performance of the prooi||Bp 
which you have fifom time to time made to^ Oov<^'ui»ent during the last year and upwards will 
satisfy His Exifelkncy the Viceroy and Govemor-^enend that there any meaning, oy reality 
in those promises; ^ f ' ' 

F.S*—Copy Of TOtitiou of ^Sindhees Ibrwaxdtng to Durbar on the day of the Dussera 








f «Wonl ^tisd iiCMibber 1874;aUi4|M>>8kid SUi. i-SSli. 
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From Stiipaas OtTM Mithoo Mbba/ and 19 to EfistbENT at BaabDAi « • • 

• ' . * * i ‘ * V ' 

t’bJii ^jpetiUpb of, tile wn3^rfflgne4 Sindheea of Q^kwar Goverament retoding in & 
yi^pB of the ^bda Attuw6om^\^iyraloo Pergun Our officer, Shah ATahomed 
|ta4hunaa^ea*9 auoest^, the late Homed. Jemadar,, enW^ the eerylce of tie Gaekv^ 


introduced them into the soi^ice of the Goekwor Government, on usefiil to fight and conquer 
tenitorieR for them, and as our Jemadar ohtained Wnttuns, &;c., from the Goekwar Govern- 
niont, wlio considered them as their children, so finding us aseful in the conquest of countrieH, 
some of our ancestors obtained in(mth]|r emoluments and 'ap]K)intments^and others landed 
property, thus leaving our own country we settled in this strange land, and we were taken 
care of by the Oaekwar Goveniinent as arranged by our Jemadars. Since otir settlement here 
we acquired landed property by pm-cliase and mortg^e, and continued enjoying thejn without 

In the reign of ihe late Kbundei^ Mabaraj they commenced forcibly levying from us 

Inani Committee and other cesses, but on our repre- 

NoTK.—Tii« petitioner* producoii whut ]niT- g^nting the inattor to Government these cesses were 
portH t(i be a iormai nnier <>i the htle Muharuju , ii i i 
oxpreMsly exempting tlie lanil liehl liy llieni on COlleotOtl. 

the Uanidii pergunnah tVom tiie payment of new Meanwllile Mulbor Kao MallflTCtj ow^ended the 
‘^“^*** throne, and a rumour was circidated that the Jnam 

■ Committee fee was abolished, which pleostjd the people 

very much. Subsequently Khanvelker, the brother-in-law of the Maharaja, oecaine Minister, 
and the Inam Committee and otiior new cesses were ordered to bo levied ; and the Waliivutdars 
cominouced pressing us for tint ]tayment of those cesses. Finally, ouf Jemadar Kadbuumeea 
was adopted by Hhah Molimed with the sanction of the Gaekwor Government, and the 
juanagemeut was conducted by him, altlurngli no einoluinenis were paid, and many of us too did 
not receive ou)‘ proper emoluments, whicli inconvenienced us very much in our expenses. We 
several timcR petitioned Oovornmont to make proper arrangements; but obtained no redress; 
wc were tlnis disticsaed in every way, and therefore reported the matter to you ; before the 
Comnussion ouj' Jexnatlar representeil all our grievances, and petitioned the Bombay and India 
Governments, but nothing has been arranged. After this fbulabhai was appointed Minister in 
the place of Klianvelker, who was made Pritiuidhi; and we petitioned Dadabhai personally 
for redross, but did not attain it. Meanwllile the Wahivutdars coutinmsd pressing us for the 
payment of tho new cesses, so we reported the matter, but obtained no reply. Our helpless¬ 
ness increased daily ; at last we sent a registered petition by po.st on the 2nd of Bh.*vduraud 
Wild Sumbiit IIKU, and enclosed oiio anna po.stagc stamp for a rejdy, but up to this no 
arrangement has been nuKlel ueitlnu' lirive we received a reply. If we poor people go to the. 
house of the Minister Dadabhai, we find liirii secluded, and with giMat lUtfieulty get the seiX)yK 
to convey our message and receive a reply to come to the Palace. Very often our message even 
is not conveyed ; thus although we go there Wti very seldom get a reply. If we go to the 
Palace, we^nepoys, cannot etfect an outrauce owing to our arms ; but sbould we finally succeed in 
getting into tlio Palace we find the Dewan engaged on important business of tlie State, and he 
does not think of the case of us poor people, neither do w<i receive a written reply. If we wish 
to coinjdaiu orally we cannot get in owing to the large gathering in the Durbar: and if we 
wish to speak we cannot do so, because people are warned that tliey are not to speak until 
they are called. It is therofore difficult to see the Dewau in the Palace,^d the Devvau himself 
does not send for us, because we are poor and our complaint is trifling ; and for want of funds 
we are unable to engage a’Vakool to plead our cause ; for tbose rejvsons we cannot obtain rodreas 
from the Durbar. If we send reports they are never heard of; we cannot even find out whei-e 
they go to. Our last registered report has not as yet been replied to. We therefore now beg 
^ „ mu 1 . I u r .1 . to state that we hate already petitioned you ottce 

* Notk.—T heyhEtc alwuys bt*eji roferri'd to j i . i i i - *.-» 

the Durbar up lo thu preeeut time when tho befoi’c, and being uu&ve helpless, petition yoU again.' 

jntttter has become nehmifl. You wiirkindly^take our case into conshieratioiir and 

(Sd.) B. r. arrange tliat we may without obstruction receive our 
usual emoluments, and tliat we may not be harassed with new cesses on our laud. Our ances¬ 
tors actiuired these our Wufctuns by shedding blood, and v/e are deterred from enjoying them 
owing to the obstrttctibns complained of above; those obstructions are not removed, ami no 
arrangements to continue our rights to us are made; but we hear that a. reduction of SS 'iner 
cent, in the emoiaments has been ordered by Govoimment. As E^oWn above, we are qutlfe 
destitute for Tyont of food ^nd clothing, and have contracted hujadredH of rupees debt, 
the above:<ordea: about reebmtion is brought into force, oursely^, our wives, and childiw will 
have to die. We request, therefore, that you will take all these circmuptances into considers- 
WPO i, g«,r»i wrangw^mts form ■ 

whew. our crops are standing in the fields, ana . the; time fbr 

(Sd.) ' Hv F. rAftbinir hfift aihriv^ if W6 attcfrmt tb them the 


Waluvufe&i’lnr^ents ttt fHnn doi 
named ettendrftg 


potitly dtstroyM' 



( p ) 

These oppressions annoy iw, and the state of tiie crops ready for harvest is as stated above. 
Some liavo sublet their kods to those that have no land of their, own, they too are obstmcted, 
this leaves us entirely destitute. Strict an-angements should therefore be made to put a stop 
to Mohsals, and to allow ns to reap our crops. Owing to the rednotton of 25 per cent, ordered, 
the Sowcars do not trust us. Wo have petitioned the Bombay Government on tJie same 
object, copy of which, as also the copy of our petition to the Calcutta Govemmwit, is hereto 
Appended for your information. If you take the circumstances of this petition into cohsidfira- 
tion, and make proper arrangements for us it is* well, otherwise each day will add to our 
hardships. Arrangements should therefore be made within eight days, and a reply given to us. 
One anna ijostage stamp is enclosed for a reply. 


* p. 77. B,—Letters forwarded to the Government of India under 

their orders,* on November 19th, 1874. 


No. 21P., dated Bombay Castle, 31st July 1874 (Confidential). 

From Secrbtaey to the Government of Bomrat, to Resident at Baroda. 

I AM directed to forward to you a khurecta, of which copy is enclosed for your 
information, from His Excellency the Viceroy to His Highness the Gaekwar on 
the subject of the Report of the Baroda Commission, and I am to request tliat 
you will place it as soon as possible in the hands of His Highness without comment 
of any kind. Should tlu^ Gaekwar make any reply, it should in like manner be 
acknowledged with an intimation that it will be forwarded to Government, 

Yon W'ill sliortly receive full instructions as to the steps which it will he your 
duty to take in connection with this matter. 


No. 22P., dated 6th August 1874 

*Prom Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to Resident at Baroda. 


In connection with the khurecta from His Excellency the Viceroy to His High¬ 
ness the Gaekwar, already forwarded to you with my letter No. 21P. of 31st July, 
I am now directed to communicate for your guidimcc a copy of letter No. 1686, 
of 25th ultimo, from the Govcniment of India, and to add the following instruc- 
tions from His ExceDency the Governor in Council. 


2. From the 8th and following paragraphs of the leth^r of the Govommoni of 
India you will perceive that yoti arc directed to offer authoritative advice to the 
Gaekwar on the points dealt with in the recommendations of the Commission, tlie 
most important of which are set forth by the Government of India. ^ These points 
are recapitulated in this letter, with subsidiary directions in the margin on the part 
of His Excellency in CounoU, t 

3. Before determining the od^ce to be offered on each point, His Excellency in 
Council desires that you will communicate on the subject freely and in a friendly 
manner with the Gaekwar or his Minister; that you will then reduce the advice 
to writing in concise language, and submit it for tbe approval of Government 
before fonnally presenting it to the Durbar for adoption. After the advice 
has been finally settled and given, it wfli be your duty to note carefully in 
what way it is acted on, and to vraxn thfc Gaekwar in writing, in biief and con¬ 
siderate tends, of each instance of peglapt to follow it within a reasonable time, 
and to furnish, Government with a of such warning. You should in no 
instance, unlfiss specially authorised by Qovemment, insist on the advice bein^ 
followed, but sho^ simply ufform the Qt^wxt that he is still free to act on his 

;^nent, but that a dote W been tak^i of his inattention to the advice given, 
way atone ^ the orders of thi^ Government of India, for giving the 






Ghekwsr « his kial, be oanied oat^ aad moreevBt no othei^way h likely to be IM) 
effdotual in inducing His Highness to adopt tM de^red reforms. 

4, You will doubtless pei^ivo that, by the orders of the Government of Indiai 
the choice of the Mini^r is left entirely with His Highness. 

5, I am directed also to observe that a careful moderation and courtc=>8y in your 
communications with the Gaekwar, whether written or oral, and a scrupulous 
regard for his dignity, is rendered even more nooessary than before by the present 
situation. 

6, The recapitulation of the most important points on which advice is to bo 
given, alluded to above in paragraph 3, will occupy the remainder of this letter. 


You should note that tlus direction 
pointi exclosively to the oatahlishmcnt of 
proper EuIcr under which the fhture 
uMrations of the Durbar for rcduciaf; 
thrir military exponditare are to be carried 
out. If you Nhould be presnod by any of 
thoio whom tbe €!oramitwioii held to have 
been unjuatly treated, to obtain conipeii* 
ution for tuom, you will apply for iu- 
•tmotiona before making any auUioritative 
reprtMientatiou to the ]3urbBr. IhiH will 
not preclude friendly suggeotionN fur an 
equitable oettlenient. 


1. Military redMCtion ^,—The Gaekwar ** should 
“ be advised, in consultation with the Resident, to 
" frame some general rules for adoption in giving 
“ effect to such reductions in future, which will 
ensure their being carried out with due considcra- 
“ tion to the clainis of the parties concerned, and 
“ will prevent the scandal and the risk that must 
“ attend the sudden deprivation without compen- 
satlou or other provision of any sort of large 
numbers of old or hereditary military servants of 
” the service on which they are wholly dependent 
** for the mc^ans of subsistence.” 


In tendering tbU advice you Rlimitd 
rccugnitic the admiKHioti of tlie Cotumis* 
siou that the demamls do not iipiniur to 
have been exceaMve, and that what is to 
be chiefly desimt is a flxed arraiiguuieut 
to last for not less than ten yearn. 

Before forttmlly advising th«> issue of 
the proclamation, you may well explaiu 
that the object of preventing this spccioM 
of sale of oflict' is to intrudiu-o the systfm 
of jNiying fxir and e<}uitablu haUricH for 
the iwrConnauee of duty, and to suppreHs 
extortion on the part of oflice-holders. 

Ko notion should be takon on this by 
}'OU pending further onivrs. 


2. “ He should bo advised to make a si^ttlcment 
of the Gliasdaua claims for a ya'riod of years.” 


3. To forliid levy of nuzzorana. on iippoint- 

rnents, and to issut? a proclamation notilying the 
Kam<% a copy being furnislu‘.<l for the ini'ormaiion of 
Government. c 

4. To take no accession nuzzerana where there is 
a fixed land settlement. 


Tbit) will admit of no delay. 


’]*biH inatmctlon ia of a very important 
and comprehonmve character, and before 
formally adviHiog it, you ehould invite an 
expresaioo of opinion by the Durbar, tu be 
RubmiUed to dovemmont with your owu 
obaervatione. 


This advice should be given nt once. 


Thu directions in para. C will apply to 
thla also. 


6. To prohibit the barbarous processes employed 

for realizing revenue. , 

G. And to remove the cause of such difficulty by 
a modiTate and equitable land settlement, and a 
faithful adherence to its terms in future, all futiue 
exactions of every sort- or description Ix'ing abso¬ 
lutely interdicted, and the continuance of such 
oppressive pra^diees on the part, of Durbar officials 
being strictly forbidden. 

7. To exercise the strictest supervision over tiio 
subordinate officials, so as to prevent th<? liorrible 
practices of torture which were established before 
the Commission, and to severely punish tliosc who 
may bo guilty of t.hcni^ . 

8. To adopt some equitable mode of dealing witli 
the Wuttims and Inams, so as to remove all ground 
for anxiety and discontent among the holders of 
them. 


Adviot to thia effect ahould be given at 
onoe^ 


llw iniiruetion ahould be acted oa at 
OBe4*. 


9. To see that punishments awarded for offences 
bear some i-casonable relation to the crimes com¬ 
mitted, and be not scandalously excessive, as in 
some of the cases proved before the Commission. 


10*. To put a stop to proceedings ^h:»s those 
taken towards respectame bankers and trading 
firms, which are described by the Commission a 
^'discreditable and spoliatory/’ "arbitrary m 
uxgust.” 


And ill UuK 


Attd Id tbin also. 


Aud ill thiH alxo. 


Thin rt^quifiition HbouM l>o luoiilo iiniiu'- 
diate io the cane of Rulthmahai'e. N(* 
oommuDication ahoutd he iiiwie to the 
tiaekwar or to thti Durbar about auy oibur 
iaiiy, without previoiiti oouaiiitaiion with 
Govemmeitt, 


11. l^pui .a stop to 
pmoa conoeofnad in tfa^ 

forced service m the Pakee, ia'toltowd; tovhidi 
the Conunifiaion record “tl^t jtefetol eases of the 
“ description stated have undoubteiUy i»- 

“ Yolving an abuse of power on l^e t^^ 

“ Maharaja and oppmsion by certam ini^pr, 
“ Durbar officials and servants, which have brewg^t 
“ a most serious scandal on the personal otuwKstor 
« of the Chief himself, and the administratfon 
“ which he is the head." 

12. To prohibit the infliction of corporal punish^ 
ment on women, and to issue a proclamation 
absolutely interdicting under severe penalties the 
personal ill-treatment in this or any other way of 
females, whether in Jail or before the Courts, or 
under examination by the Police, and to forward a 
copy of the proclamation for the information of 
Government. 

13. The Gaekwm’ sliould further be required to 
desist from the harsh and vindictive treatment o\' 
the relatives and deptmdants oi‘ tluj lat(’. Ohi(vf, and 
extend to them the justice and consideration due to 
their position and so'vices. 

14. He simiild ho required to make suitable 

provision for all the immediatti members of the late 
(hiekwarH famDy, and pennit the ladies to rt'side 
away from Baroda. allowances should be 

fixoii nith the approval of the Govemment of 
Bombay, and they can be paid according to lists to 
be furnished by tlie Gaekwar, the money being 
rec.ov(n'ed from the Bai’oda State. 


The Oa^kwar fihoaM at oner l)<‘ made 
oequaioted with the opiniuu fnt<jrlaiiu‘d 
by the Vieeruy of the h1iiiisb.rK named, 
few Uiu eouHeqaence of whofte reU-ntion in 
office he will he ftiliy rcniKinsible. 


16. “ It only ronuiins to say that, judging from 
the inforiiiatioii sulnuitUui by the Commission, His 
Exc^Uoncy in Council (iannot liope tiiat tlie uetics- 
sary reforms will be effected so long as tlu! Dewan 
Syajee liao aud soirui otlnir officiafi, notably Bul- 
wuj.it Bao Deo, the llevtmue Commissioner Huriba 
Gaekwar, the Sir Pouzdar Bulwunt Rao Eshwunt, 
and the Deputy Rtwenue Commissioner Narayen 
Bhai, romjiin in power. His Excellency in Council 
is tinirefore of opinion that His Highmjss would do 
well to remove these men from office, making for 
tlami suidi provision as His Highness may d<iem 
rcasonablt!, and to apjKiint more suitable persons to 
fill the offices they hold.” 


No. 244~8ib, (fated Baroda, lOtli August 1874. 

Prom Rbsiddnt at Bahoda, to Sbchetahv to th(‘ Govkrnmrnt of Bombay. 


above. 


I HAVJiJ the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your (jonfideniial letter 
No. 22P., datixl 0th instant. 

2. This morning His Highness the Gaekwar paid me his usual visit, wh(sn 
1 informed hiiu tliat iustructious as to the Authoritat ive advice referred to in His 
Excellency the Viceroy’s khui-epta to his itodnsss had bt^cu received by me, and 
that I w^oxdd communicate theii* tenor to shim from time to time as appeared 
advisable. ^ . 


3. I then told His Highness of expressed in the accompanying 

_4k _^ i . 1 ? .11 1 • 1 *i 1 j. 


\ ’ copy* cl|my y^ to his address, and said that 

^ most important point of all at 

fte pi'eseut tune was to m adminisTOtiifa of experienced men of known 

«klia«vi/<‘f at* ftii.l nK!lf4ir -itrl.ii -n’MilAl 1-tA ' _1 :_ ^. 1 %^ 




be I added Ibat l^^sNndd be 

9wly with.Wm flist ae-to thia Iraportetit point, and after eom- 
minucatjpg te (^Ternn^ the result of nor d^b^tions, <3ffer him sueh wxctt^ 
adytee w W Goremment might finally approve ofi 

4. 1 have thus commenced the routine laid down in paragraph 8 of your itetto 
under replyi aiid will oontinne it on each subject separately. 

5. His Highness asked me for a wy of my instruotionB, but X told him that 
ap<dt was not necessary, nor could it be complied with; but I promised that I 

for his information what wae proper in each case* 

6. He expressed himself satisfied and Rao Sahel) Bapoobhai is to bring up 
tgeday lists of the appointments he wishes to be filled up, and by whom. 

7. I told His Highness that the most important departments of his State witli 
which we should have most to do were tlie Eevenuo and Police Departments; 
and after discussing dtitails and gtittiug some insight into the present system in 
force, of whiol) I am at present wholly ignorant, I will report t^ result to 
Government; but until an administration is formed, tliore will be no real 
progress. I will therefore take u]i that point first. 


^ 0 . HSOCJ, dated Baroda, 10th August 1874. 

N 

From Rksident ftt Babolia, to His Highness the Oaekwao of Baroda. 

RjiirKKiiiNo to the latter part of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General’s khureeta 
to Your Highnoss’ address, dated ^J5th ultimo, in which it is stated that “ the Resident will now 
*' convey to you under the instructions 1 have sent him authoritative advice in regard to several 
“ important matt(>rp affecting Your Hi^lmcss’administration ; ” moreover “ on any occasion on 
“ which Your Highness may consult him, he will freely advise you and give you such help as 
“ he can.” 

2 . 1 liave therefore the honour to forward, for Your Highness’ consideration, the following 
Opinion expressed by His Excellency the Viceroy reganling the members of yonr present admi¬ 
nistration named below. It is as follows:— 

“Judging from the infomuition submitted by the Commission, His Excellency in Council 
cannot hope that the necessary reforms will be effected so long as the Dewan Syajee Rao and 
some other ofHcials, notably Bulwunt Rao Deo, the Revenue Commissioner Huriba Gaekwar, 
the Sir Fouzdar Bulwunt Rao Eshwunt, and the Deputy Revenue Commissioner Narayen Bhai, 
remain hi power. His Excellency in Council is therefore of opinion that His Highness would 
do well to remove those men from office, making for ttimn .^nch provision as His Highness may 
doom reasonable, an<l to appoint more .suitable persons to fill the ofiices they hold.” 

1 . Should Your IJiglmcss ask for the services of British offiiiers, European or Native, to assist 
you in the work of reform, endiuivour.s will be made to meet your wishes, and to furnish YQur 
Highness with the officers you may require, provided the conditions of thoir oinployment and the 
powers to he vested in them arc such as Government can approve. 

4. I am instructed to inform Your Hifhness that the choice of Minister is left entirely with 
Your Higlmess, and that on this or any other occasion upon which Your Highness may do me 
the honour to consult me, 1 .sh.all, according to my instructions, freely communicate with you 
(jrally and give you sucii help as 1 can; final written advice will be offered in each instance after 
it has been approved of by His ICxcolIjncy the Governor of Bombay in Council. 


No. 247-844, dated Baroda, August 1874. 

Fi’om Eksident at Bauoda, to Skchetahy to the Govbknmbnt of Bombay. 

In continuation of ray letter No. 244-840, dated .yesterday, I have th(! honour to Sec ebove. 
rt^port that the Maharaja lias be-cii consulting m6 fJiBough liis Karbharees (and a 
few days back personaUy also) about the retention in office of Mr. Dadabliai and 
his party. His Highness has long wanted to part from Mr. Dadabhai himself, but 
bo fears, us I before reported to Government, his homo influence,, and tliat ho wjU 
give lura a bad name. Mr. Dadabhai, I am reliably informed, went so far a day 
or two ago as to draw up an agreement of 26 articles to the effect that the Maha- 
luja was to make over the Eaj te him and his party, in order to effect Hve reforms 
specified in His Expelienc^ the Viceroy and Govemor-GeneraPs khureeta of 26th 
ultimo. This the Maliaraja was dissuiiod by the old Karbharees from dolngi but 
owing to the impression made by Mr. Dadabhai and his followers as to the weight 
of responsibility which the l^uroeta throws on His Highness, he isnearljrdisteaoted 
by indecision, notwithstanding the assurances of help which I have given. When 
ooniulted I gave my deeided ^mion that M.>. Dadabhai and his party had not tha 
knowledge, abU%, estpertenceii, or weight ef chai*aeter abfficient to cany out the 
reforma iieed©d^'«Very departtheiitof the Sta/te; that none of the from 





8«(> aboTC. 

» 


I 


the Sirdar downwards had the least confidence in tliran; and that judging fw^n 
the fiur trial which Mr. Dadahhai has had for the last nine m<nith$, £^&d Mr. Kaa^ 
ShaJmbudin for fire, togetlier with the results of that trial, I saw no h<^e of the 
riHjuisite work being done by them. That I doubh>d if men of ability and character 
fi*om British districts would serve under Mr. Dadabhai; and that os regards His 
Highness* signing m agreement to make over his lliasut to any one wliatOTcr 
except the British Govemmeut, I looked upon the very proposal on Mr. Dadabliai’s 
part as an offence against tbe sovereignty of tiie paramount iwwer; and that if 
such a matter were to come officially before mo, 1 should take most serious liotioo 
of it. 

As might naturally ho suppowid Mr. Budabhai and his friends are indignant at 
my having expressed such an oi)iniou regarding them, hut at the present crisis I 
felt bound in duty to say honestly wl\at 1 believed to be true, and leave it for the 
Maharaja to uc(!e])t or not as might ]ilaise him. 

Several factions are now ii 7 ing to make capital, out of His Highness. The 
notorious Bamodur Bunt hits brought a man nanuri Bam Bhow, said to have been 
Karbharce of a small State hi Uppisr India, and he hopes to have him appointed 
Bewan. 

J told Ilis Highness tJiat rather than work should suffer for Avant of a Bewan, I 
would lend liim my Native Assistant Mr. Munibhai to bo ^oint karbharce with 
Bao Saheb Bapoobhai, who is really doing tins Bewan*s work at present; so that 
in the event of Mr. Badabbai going, which I hear he threatens to do, unless the 
Maharaja signs the above-mentioned agreement, the dutitjs of the Bewan would 
be temporarily provided for inorij efficiently than they have yet been during the 
present reign. 

Knowing the difficult character of the work that has to be done, independently 
of the amount of it, I feel sure tliat unless ] can persuade Ills Highness to intro- 
due(! some lli’st-rate hai’dworking men from our districts into the administration, 
there will be no rt‘al progress. 

I intimated to His Highness tliat he liad better inform Mr. Biidabliai that Iliad 
privately expressetl the o])inion aliout not velaining him iji power, and that if he, 
came to the Besidem'y I would give tlie suiru! j*easons that 1 have expressed 
above, aiul assure him of my unali-erabh^ (lonvieiion that ho has not the qualifica¬ 
tion for Ministijr of a State in the thoroughly disorganized condition that Barodu 
unfortunately is. 


No. 24P., dated Bombay, ICth Auf>U8t 1874 (Confidential). 

From Skcretauy to Governmknt of Bombay, to Eesiuent at Bahoua. 


I AM directed td acknowledge the receipt of your letters not(xl in the margin. 

No. 244-840, ,i«e.nothAii),mt 1874 ,.iihva,I niportiriR Oil tilio coui' 81 ! of tlio negotiations 

qiejicd by you with His Highness tbe Gqckwar 

Ko. 2J7-a4d,<iati‘«iuthidt'in. ill coiisequencc of the instructions communi¬ 

cated to you in my confidential dCspatcli No. 225, dated tlio Cih instant. 

2. In reply, [ am desiied to state that the (lovermnent liave no objection to 
offer tf» the yad Avhicb you addri'ssed to llii! Gaokwar when conimunicjating to him 
tbe opinion eiitertaini^d by His Excellency tbe Viceroy with rcsiicct to certain of 
Ilis Highness’ old Ministers. J!^(i they would have Ixien very glad if ut this early 
stage of the negotiations the Gaekwar liad.bi*en left without further intervention 
on your part to Aveigh well the responsibility from Avliich in this matter he could 
not es(jatK\ 

Ti. It is to be gathered from your letter No. 247 of the llth insUint that you 
had been consulted by the Gaekwar respecting Mr. Badabbai NoAiTojiiC and his 
Assistants before you communicated to him the opinion of the Gowrnor-General 
in Council regarding liis old Ministers, ttn4 it is therefore greatly to be regretted 
tliat you did not observe tbe entire absenetf of. ail notice by the Guvcamor-Geneial 
of Mr. Badabbai, from which it was reasijnably to be inferred ithat the Govern¬ 
ment of India would not object to hi*: 60:0 tinned employment if such should be 
the choice of the Gaekwar. ■ 

^ 4. His Excellency in Council would nofe' of oom*se wish you to advocate such 
a* course if you were comfoiontiously opposed to it. But the advice whidi you 

ivmi*AHent vminiAlf tn bfiVA cpivnn ixrATif nrhn.f woo xi... 


•nj 


aol tvas kdoed hardly to be sustained the case. Ton urg^ that 

** judg^ing from the fair trM” tliai Imd been ^ren to Mr. Badabbai and Mr# 

Ka^iico Slmhabildm you saw no Iw^e of the requisite work being done by tb^.. 

■But it cannot witiii any certainty be stated that they liave had a fair tml. $6 
far as the Government arc aware , the men objected to by the Governor-Gencroi 
in Council have all Uie time been retained in ofdce, and it cannot be known to 
what extent the efforts of Mr. Dadabhai and Mr, Kazee'a may have been frustrated 
by thorn, 

Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojec himself may be fairly open to tlic objection of being 
inexperionoed in matters of administration, but a.very high opinion is entertained 
in many quarters of his oharaotor and abilities, while certainly in the case of 
Mr. Kaxee Shaliabudin there can be no lack of either abilities or oKpericnce. Tlio 
Government therefore while abstaining from expressing the opinion tliat no bottler 
selections could he made, at the same time fool that tlioy cannot take objeetion to 
the continued employment of these gentlemen if the Gackwar should so dooide in 
the free exercise of Lis choice. 

6, Ill conclusion, I am to impress upon you, especially at tlie early stage of 
these negotiations, tlic cxti’cmc importance of your ahsinining without previous 
communication with the Government from giving iwlvicti to the Durbar which 
may go beyond the. instructions you may have from time to time received. 

No. 252-852, dated Baroda Eesidcncy, 12th August 1874. 

IVom llKsiDJiNT at Bajioua, to Secretahy to the Goveknment of Bombay. 

No. i482C.a,.i.itcdiuh August IH74. In continuation of my letter No. 217-8J4,* *p.33. 

„ 14830 . 3 , ditto. dated yesterday, 1 have the honour to forward 

Z ditto! the five yads marginally noted, which I have 

» i4«oc.(i, ditu). sent to llis Highness the Gackwar. 


No. U8iiC.2, dated Baroda, lltii August 1874. 

Kroin Ri:sh)v:nt at Bakoda, to His Highness the Gakkwau of Baiioda. 

In continualiou of iny yiui No. 1480C.1, the next subject to which F am to invite Your High* 
ness’ early attention for thorough reform is that hetuled by the Commission group o, paragraph H, 
of thoir report fu* “ grievauces of the agricultural classes in connection with the ill-treatment 
“ and oppression to which they aro subject in the collection of the Government land revenue and 
** other cesses,” 

His Kxcellency the Viceroy and Governor-General advises Your Highness to prohibit the 
barbarous processes emi)loyod in your State for realizing tho revenue, ana as this is a matter of 
importance which admits of no delay, 1 am to express the hope that such measures may be 
adopted as will, in Your Highness* judgment, elfoct the desired reform iu this particular. 

Any aflvicc that Your Highness may wish to have regarding the mensuros to be adopted iu this 
respect, I shall be iiappy to offer after communicating with you on the subject, and obtaining the 
approval of the Bombay Government as to the fonmd .idviee to be given. ^ 


No. 1483C.3, dated Hth August 1874. 

From Residknt at Bahoda, to His Highness tho Gaekwah of BAueuA. 

• ♦ 

In continuation of my yad No. 1482C.2, dated 11th instant, the next subject to which I am to 
invite Your Highness* consideration is “ that of a moderate and eijuitablo land settlement and a 
** faithful adherence to its terms in future, all further exactions of every suit or description 
“ being absolutoly interdicted, and the coutinuaucc of such oppressive practices on tho part df 
“ Durbar otficials being strictly forbidden.*' 

This subject being of a very important and comprehensive character, 1 am instructed to invite 
a written expression of opinion upon it by the Durbar, which will ho subinitled to Government 
beibre formal advice is given regarding it. In the meantiiue I shall be happy to communicate 
with Your Highness freely upon the subject. 

No. 14840.4, dated Uth August 1874. 

^ From Resident at Baeoda, to His Highness the Gaskwas of Baiuwa. 

In contihuatidii of my yad No. 148dC.3, the next subject to which I am to invite Your High-, 
nessVconsideratkm in ■ um adoption of Isome equitable mode of dealing with the wuttuns and 


enamt of your State, so retnove all ground :^:flii^ety and discont^^ h^ders 

'* of them.” . , ' . 

This subject being of a very important and very comprehensive character, 1 «n instructed to 
invite a irritten expression of o|nnion upon it by the Durbar, which will be siit^itted to Govern-^ 
ment before formal advice is riven regarding it. In the meantime I shall be happy to commuhi- 

cate with Your Highness freely upon the subject. 


No. 1486C.5, dated ] Ith August 1874. 

From RtGsinKVT at Bahoda, to His Highness the Oafkwax of Baroua. 

Thf, next subject to which I am to invite your attention in connection with the proceedings of 
the Baroda Commission and the khnroeta of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor>Generri, 
dated 25th ultimo? to Your Highness' address, is ** the exercise of tho stricteet supervision over 
“ the subordinate officials, so us to prevent the honible practices of torture which were esta- 

blished before the Commission, and to severely punish those who may be guilty of them.” 

As this is a matter of importance which admits of no delay, 1 nm to express the hope that 
such measures may be adopted as will, in Your Highness’ judgment, effect tue desired reform in 
this particular. 

Any advice that Your Highness may wish to have regarding the measures to be adopted in 
this respeet, 1 shall he hapjiy to offer after communicating with you on the subject, and obtaining 
tile approval of the Bombay Government as to the formal advice to bagiven. 


No. 1486C. C, dated 11th August 1874. 

From Rksidknt at IIaroua, to His Highness the Gakkwak of Baroda. 

Tiik next subject to which I have to invite Your Highness’ attention is, to arrange iliat 
** punishments .awarded for offences bear some reasonable relation to the crimes committed, and 
“ be not seaiidalously excessive as in sonic of the eases provinl before the Commission.” 

This refers priueipally to Foujdarce cases, and is capable of arrangement in that Department- 


Ko. 264-854, tlatod Baroda Residency, 12th August 1874. 

Prom Rksidbnt at Bauoda, to Siocrigtaky to the Government of Bombay. 

In eontinuatlou of ray letter No. 252-852, datiid 12th instant, J have tho 
honour herewith to forwaj^ copies of the two yads I tliis day sent to His Highness 
the Gaekwar, Nos. 1502C.7 and 1603C.8. 


No. 1502C.7, dated Baroda, 12th August 1874. 

From Rksidknt at Baroda, to His Highness the Caiokwar of Bahoda. 

IIevkrbino to those portions of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-tilenerarB khuroota 

^ •' I •. .1-..r 4 . 1 ,^ M _j_ _•_. 


to them, life and property beii^ proieiaeo, ami uie goiiviui wcnaia ui uic auu vuuuu^ him. 

being neglected, 1 am, in continuation of yad No. l48(iC.O, to bring under Your Highness’ con¬ 
sideration, and for free communication with myself prior to tho adoption of final authoritative 
advice on the part of the British Government, the subject of the grievances of the Sirdars and 
MiliUry classes of the State as set forth in paragraph 8, group 1, of the Baroda Commission 
Report, and other parts of those proceedings, viti/i marginal note No. 1 to paragraph 9, and 
marginal note paragraph 12, fee., &c. 

Amongst the general instructions riven for my ffuidance by His Excellency the Viceroy and 
Governor-General of India is tho following, which 1 think it expedient to bring to Your High¬ 
ness* notice as applicable not only to this group of cases, but to all the recommendations of the 

Commission:— ‘ , r i. i 

“Irrespective, however, of any request on the part of the Gaekwar for advice, the Resident 

should call upon Hia Highuoas to effect a thorough and lasting reform of his Government in 
those matters in which the Commission have shown that the administration calls for r^orm, and 
urge him to conform to the recommendations maw by the Commission.” 

In addition, moreover, to the ndbject specififed in par^raph 1 above, and with regard to ika 
future, 1 am to invito Your Highness in cqnaultltion with me, to frame such generri Tufes for 
adoption in gi'^^ effect to reduction of Sirdars^s^d Silladars os will insure their being carried 
out with duo consideration to the claims of the concerned, and will prevent tho scandal 

and risk that must attend the sudden deprivatibih without compensation or oAer provision of 
any sort, of large numbers of old or hereditary ^iptary servants of the service on which they 
are wltolly dependant for the means of subslsten^. ‘ 

Th^ rules when framed will be submitted |o the Bombay Government for approval after 
wMck withbritative advice will bo offered'to Youf Highness regarding them. ^ 



No. 18080.8, dittsa Ai|utrt mi: 




Fipm R&6ifi£N.T at Ba»oda to HU Higbxiew t^e Oaekwaa of Baroka, 


W's 


Tnanext subject upon whidb I am instructed to in^ free oommunicatioii with a W^ to 
authoritative advice being uliimaiielji offered to Your Highness regarding it„ U that vHthi die 
object of preventing the sal© of appointments generally in Your Hignness’ service, of iho levy ^f 
ndzeeraiia, and suppressing extortion on the part of omcerholders. Your Highness should Intro¬ 
duce the systeni tif paying fair salaries tor the perfortnance pf dpty, and issue a proclamation 
forbidding the levy of UusnEorana on all appointments ; copy of such proclamation being fiiniished 
ibr the intormation of <jovernment. 


No. 268^00, dated Barodii Hosidenoy, 13th August 1874. 

From HasiDBNT at Bakoda, to Skcketaky to the Goveknmekt of Bombay, 

. In coutinuatiou of my lotte No. 202T.,* dated l«t instant, paragraph 18, and 
^ ^ with rcl'creiioi^ to case No. 3, about tlie di^ten- 

* T|ii 8 ttt u fftmeral report ou tbu Rubject of .• i* • 11 < j tr 1 

the allege* coutrabaurt traffic in opium in Gaek- tion ot opiUm belonging tO a Itewa ivUnta 

war territory. subjcct, I liavc tlio honour to fonvnrd trans- 

lation of Durbar yad No. 1402, dated 10th 
instant, and to state tliat, although tlio opium has at last been returned, no 
explanation whatever lias bei^u on'ered as to its illegal sciaurc and detention for so 
long a time, and I am respcelTully of o]iiniou that the complainant is equitably 
entitled to reasonable compensation for the said injustice. 


Translation of Durbar yad, No. 1402, dated lOth August 1874. 

Rkktdkncv yad No. 1835 of 1874, about roturning the opium of .Tetha Unpoojeo which was 
detained, has been received in roply to our yad No. 1700 of 1874, In reply, we beg to sUte that 
the opium has Wn returned to the petitioner, and his receipt obtained. This is written for 
your information. 


No. 255-857, dated Baroda, 13th August 1874. 

From Resident at Baroda, to Seohetauv to the Government of Bombay. 


In continuation of my Litter No. 247-844,* dated lltli instant, I have the 
honour to submit that, in a dcmi-offi(iial letter to tlui address of His Exc.elloncy 
the Governor, dated 5tli May last, I spoke of the contingency of Nana Sahib 
ILhanveikor being deprived of the ofRec of Miiiisbir, and reverting hi his appoint¬ 
ment as Sir Soobah. Accordingly after His Excellency tlui Viceroy and Governor- 
Generars advice regarding certain Durliar oflicials bad been comnni nLiated by 


me to the Gackwar on the lOtli inatixnt, Nana Sahib came to consult me as 
to his future prospects. 1 told him that ho Avas th(^ Sir Soobali of the Coai ingent, 
and tliat he would be rcceh^od by me on all o(icasious as such.“^ Ho thou asked me 
whether he could not bo acknowledged as Fritinulhi, and I distinctly U>ld him 
that he could not with tlu? sanctioji ol* Governmeui) in. the face of His Excellency 
the Viceroy and Governor-Generars expressed opinion. He then said Huit he 
liad no wish to interfere in public mattes, but tliat his duties as PritiaLilii would 
only he of a ceremonial character at Durbars, and to give him rank. I distinctly 
told him that his request was impossibL; with tlui consent of Goveraraent, 
and that he must be content to remain as Sh Soobah. Before leaving lie 
expressed his intention of living the greater jiart of the year at the several Con¬ 
tingent head-quarters of Dct;sa, Manekwarni, and Sadra. I replied that the plaii 
was a ^od one. 

2. Next day (11th instant) the several persous recommended to be r«moved 
from their appointments ceased to perform their usual fmicUons, and the 
negotiations went <ih with Mr, !Dadabliai and his party^ the rasult of th^ir con- 
sufiations being that last night the Maharaja resolved to retain Mr. 
as Dewan, but sent Bao Sahib Bapoobhai to me to press mo in regard iio' Nana 
Sahib’s appointment os Fritinidbi. Bapoobhai said that as yet the usual 
or dress of honour, had hot Tiech confeirS Salub, because His Highness 

bad been waiting for a recognition of his appointment by the British Govern- 


\ ) 

ment, ITe added that the Maharaja had been on tlie eve of granting hun tlio 
poahack at 4 p.m. yesterday at Mr. Dadabhai's suggestion I pr^ume, indepen- 
dontiy of me; but tliat Bapoobhai had stopped the cCTemonjr pending pother 
reference to me. I again repeated that the act of promoting l^ana Sahib to a 
higher office than that from wliieh iie had been displaced on the advice of His 
Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General, which th^ professed to respect 
and obey, would be a direct mark of disrespect to His Excellency the Viceroy, 
and that it woxdd be regarded as such. Bapoobhai then argued that the Maha¬ 
raja was left to do as lie pleased, and why tliis restriction about the appointrnent 
of Fritinidhi ? I replied that tlio Mabamja might do as ho pleased, but that if 
he did this, as coulemplated, I should write a yad to the effect that I considered 
it to have a niillityiug effect upon His Excellency the Viceroy’s advice, and that 
I should according to my instructions “ not imiat upon my advice being fol- 
“ lowed, but that I should simply inform His Highness that ho is still free to 
" act on liis judgment, but that a note has been taken of his inattention to the 
“ advice given.” Bapoobhai tlien asked me why I could not allow the installation 
and appointment and communicate about it with Government 

at some f utme date. I replied that I had only one course to pursue, that whether 
privately or publicly conducted the act would be one of distinct disrespect to 
Ifis Excellency the Viceroy and Govci’nor-GeQeral, and therefore that I would 
have nothing whatever to do with it. 

3. Tins morning on His Highness paying me his usual visit with Hao Sahib 
Bapoobhai he resumed the matter, and pleaded precisely as he did at this time 
last year, viz.,tliat “ Nana Sahib was his “ relative, and that his dishonour was Ins 

own,*' &c., and entrcatel mo to recognize Nana Sahib as Pritinidlii privately, 
that his duties would be merely ceremonial at Durbars, and nothing els(', and that 
it was only ixy save his lioiiour in the sight of tlu! people that he m^e the rct|ueNt. 
Jl(5 said that Bapoobhai would speak to me privately about it, hut 1 replied that 
tlie thing was impossible in the l‘a(je of the advice I had l)ocn ordered to give him. 
Moreover, I reminded His Highness that a Fritinidhi was to all intents and 
puq)ose8 the deputy of the sovereign, and in his absence from any cause would 
Dccome llegeut by virtue of his office. 

4 After His Highness left, Bapoobhai and Govindrao Mama repeated the same 
arguments as beforci, and I told them that it. was no use for them to write yads 
ostensildy consenting to the advice offered, whilst secretly they were doing all 
in their power to nullify and thwart that advice. That if this was the kind 
of reform IJis Highness was going to carry out under Mr. Dadabhai’s adminis¬ 
tration, it could only end in one result, and that very shortly. They said that 
the Maharaja did not wish- to retain Mr. Dadahhai, and that if the British 
Government would advise liim to that effect he would dismiss him. I replied that 
the orders of His Excellency the Viceroy were distinctly that His itighneas was 
to fchoosc his own Minister, and that the choice accordingly must rest with him; 
that 1 had openly given, liim my opinion of Mr. Dadahhai when asked, coupled 
with a repetition of the above order, and, therefore, that as the Maharaja liad 
distinctly asked to be allowed to appoint his own Minister, his request liad been 
granted. I, moreover, jiointcd out that when I gave this opinion of Mr. Dada- 
bhai, I showed how the Government could be carried on provisionally pending 
the selection by His Higliness of an able man, but that my advice had been 
rejected, and there the matter must rest. 

5. Every one, including the Maharaja himself, and excepting only the Dadahhai 
party, acknowledge that in the offer I made of lending them my Assistant to 
act as a kharbharee jointly with their own Durbar, I consulted their real interests 
and opened the way for a satisfactory solution of the many lieavy cases on hand, 
at the risk of considerable inconvenionoo to myself; and at last Bapoobbai him¬ 
self remarked tliat everything appeared to have been tumesd upside down, that 
he, who was recommended by the Commission, has been rejected, and that Nana 
Sahib 'v^ho has been rejected wus to have ptomation. 

6. I have not received the official yal yet regarding the arrangements for 
the proposed administration, but wh<m. T do, it shall be forw^ardtS with my 
remarks. 
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No. 259-668, dated Baroda, 14th 1874 

Jrom Resident at Baboda, to Seceetary to Government of Bombay, 

Political Department. 

In oontinuatfon of my letter No. 256-867, dated yesterday, I have the honour 
to forward, for the information of Government, Durbar reply No. 1434 of this 
date to my yad No. 1480C.1.,* copy of which is already with Government. 

2. It will bo observed that under Mr. Dadahhai Nowrojce’s advice Ilis Highness 
has not commenced the fulfilment of his promises of reform well, he in the first 
instance having addressed mo in terms ruwer bofovo usc»d towards the Resident; 
and in the next having plainly shown that he does not wish me^to give liim any 
advice by saying that when it is wanted it will bo asked for. 

3. The first of tliese manoeuvres is meant to express tlmir indignation at my 
having withstood their unreasonable reiiucst in regard to Nana Sahib’s appoint¬ 
ment of Pritinidhi. The second is jmt forward- in orde-r as far as possible to 
prevert my seeing real reforms carried out and the orders of Government 
respected. 

4 I knew boforcliand, from information i*occivcd, tiiai cveiy effort would be 
put fonrnrd to avoid reoeiving any advicc! fi*om me at all, licn<;c I was not unpre¬ 
pared for the anrioimccment ma(h^ in the last paragraph of the Durbar yad, 
No. 1434 of this date, and tliorcfore in most of the yads sent to tlio Durbar on 
the subject of GovernnK'nt letter No. 22P.^| dated fitb instant, and especially in 
my yjid No. 16020.7,+ I was (iand'ul to ex])laiii what my intentionH were regarding 
my own advice as llesidcMit, as dislitici from the autborilativc advice of Goveni- 
moutp; in souk^ ciw(^s onh'i’cd tt) be given ai» oikm^ and in otJier al’ler consullation 
with m(‘. 
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5, 1 Imve cxplaiiKMi this distinction orally to Mis Highness, as well as bis 
Karbbaroes, on scvt'ral occasions, tlan’cforci I cut(M*iain no (loul)t tluit the 
announcement made :it the end of the yad herewith forwarded is intended to 
thwart iny cflbrts as far as possible, and nnh^ss corrected at once it could not 
fail in course of time to nullify the bond fide intentions of Government 
altogether. 

{>. The original yad to which I object, as wtdl as a translation of it, together 
with my reply, accompany tliis letter for the information of Government. 

7. In order, moreover, to show how unsatisfactory the state of affairs still is 
at Baroda, I bog to state tliat even y(^ster(lay evening an oecurreuce took places 
in the open street in the city which has created a great scixndal; and in which 
the Maharaja himself, Nana Sahib, and the notorious Damoodur Punt were en¬ 
gaged. Rao Sahib BaiK>ol)hai and Govindrao Mama spok(i to me about it this 
morning, and asked my opinion, which I of course said I could not give unless I 
heard both sides of ilic case. Numbers of people wcr(^ present; the altercation 
which lasted for inore tliau half an hour was between the Upliaraja and one of * 
lus Sirdars about the latter’s Avifu, the dauglikif of tlic late Gunputrao Mahamj. 
The hwly it appears is suspoeted of being on friendly terms with the Maharaja, 
and the latter drove up to the Sirdar’s house and sent for her. She came doAvn 
into tlio street and began to talk with the Maharaja. Her husband avIio was'in 
the house, eating liis dinner at the time, on being lold Avliat was -going on, came 
down into the street, and by this time a large coneourHc of people had assembled, 
before whom the alt^oation took place. I find tliai this Sirdar, whoso name is 
Anandrao Wislnvasrao, alias Nana Sahib I'owar, complaintid to me a year agtj 
about his domestic affairs, and that I did not movti in them under thti hope tliat 
some general settlement would take jdacc. 

8. I submit ]*espectfuliy that the actual oceun'onces of even the last day or two 
tend to confirm the suspicion I often entertain that His Highness cannot possibly 
be in his proper senses, or that he lias lost all moral sense of right and wrong, autl 
is not responsible for his actions. 

9. The enclosed yad, however, is the work of Mr. Dodabhoy and his followers, 
who are responsible for it as well as the Maharaja. 


I ; 


TransWon of Durdar Yad, No. 1434, dated 14tli August lfl7A 

• 1*. 8». With reference to ResidOTcy Vad No. 1480C. 1/ dated 10th August 1874,1 have tl»e honour 
to state that agreeably to the advice of His Excellency the Viceroy and Hovenior-General the 
following has been done:— 

Ym* are aware that Azmn Sivajirow was nominal Dewaji for carrying on pmmunication with 
T..- -.v f * . 1 ...»From the time that the Resioencyyad, No. 2729, 

In us«i in tpeakiiig of and A»um In ww sent the duUes of DewM were oondn^d 

ofNanaBahib. by Azum Dadabhoy Nowrojee, and the res^nbiliW 

rested on him. Having told liujoJi/im' Siviyirow agreeably to the advice of His Excellency the 
Governor-General, he has resigned tijo office of Dewan ; and agreeably to the recommendation 
of His Excellency suitable arrangements will be made for him. When Rajashree Rala Mungesh 
Wagla was appointed Nyayadish (Judge) ol' the Warisht Court he was made responsible not only 
ibr all ordinary diitifs Imt for looking porsonidly into tivery.caae. Bulwuntrow Deo was doing 
slight work connected with the Courts Being told agreeably to the advice of Hia Excellency, he 
has resigned his po^t. 


offict* and Siraooba. The same about‘Naraycnbhai. 

Since Hormusjeo Wadia’s appointment to the Fou/darou Department Bulwuntrow Yeshwunt 
looked after alight judicial work. Being warned iigreekbly to the advice of His Pixcellency, he 
has resigned hia office iu the .Fouzdaree Department 
Agreeably to tlie advice of Uis Excellency, suitable provision will be made for die said four 
Kamdars in accordaitce with tlie wish of this Government 
The British Government has. expressed its willingness to lend tlm assistance of British officials 
m the work of reform, for which 1 beg to thank them. A sepai’ato yud will be sent as regards 
my availing myself of tlie offer with pleasure, 

A separate yad will be sent about my Dewan. 

You write to say that when 1 have tweasion to obtain your advice you will freely give it, and 
help me as far as you can; for this 1 .am thankful to you ; when necessity arises I will gladly 

avail myself of the offer. 


Notk.—I t will be observed how particular the writer is in using Azum and Rajashree in 
3i>eakmg of the persons turned out, or supposed to be so. All this makes the contrast of Toom 
blie more impertinent. 

(Sd.) 11. PllAYJlK. 


No. 1519, dated Baroda, 14th August 1874. 

P'rom Rksidkxt at Baroda, to His Highness tlie Gakkwar of Baroda. 

Rkkj-:hrino to tlie last paragraph of your yad, No. 1484, dated 14th instant which states that 
when necessity arises Your lligUness will gladly avail yourself of my offer of advice, J think it 
right to explain, in order te avoid any misunderstanding upon the subject, that 1 have the orders 
of His Excellency the Viceroy and Govijrnor-Genoral to call upon Your Highness to effect a 
thorough and lasting reform of your Government in all matters in which the Commission have 
shown that tlie administration calls fur reform, and 1 am also to urge Your Highness to conform 
to.tbe recommendations made by the Commission, and that in all this J am to act irrespective of 
any request on the part of Your lliglmebs for advico. 

This 1 shall accordingly do as noccssily arises. It is optional with Your Highness to accept 
^ such advice or not, and to act on your own judgement, nevertheless the advico has to be offenm ; 
and if not accepted, 1 have instructions o( Governimmt to inform Your Highness regarding each 
instanoe separately, that a note has been iakeu of your inultention to the advico given. 

J observe at the commemiemout of lli« yad umler reply that Your Highness twice uses the 
word *‘Tuom” in connection with me personally. 1 would therefore bring to Your Highness’ 
notice that this style of addressing the British reprosontative at your Court is wanting in proper 
respect, not only Ui me personally, but also to the Government which I represent; moreover that, 
it is altogetlier unprecedented in Durbar i^oinuiunieations to the Resident up to this day. I have 
thcrefoi'c the honour to request that Your Highness will ho pleased to substitute a properly 
worded ya<l in the part objected to for the one under reply, and fowaid it to mo for record aa 
spun as cH)nvenieut. 

It does not escape my observation tliat towards the close of the yad under reply the proper 
mode of address “ass” is used, which makes tlie use of the word “loom ” twice at the beginning 
of the yad the more marked, 1 hope therefore that Your Highness will make the alteration 
suggested above. 

? 

No. 2(50“864 i, datfjd liaroda lle|idfincy, 14th August 1874. 

From REBiDfiua’ at BAiiouA, to, Secebtary to the GovTsiiNiiENT of Bombay. 

Ik contiimatiori of my letter No. 259^8, dated 14tli ihstant,'! have the 
honour herewith to forward a copy of tliciyad this day addressed to the Durber, 





■ No. I£[16C.0, dated 1874. 

Fr<un Rbsioent at Bailopa, to His Highnm the Gakkwak of Baiiooa. 

Thk next etibject which I am to bring under Your HighneBs’ consideration for thorough and 
lasting reform is that Your Hi^ness will be pleased to put a stop to and severely pu^h.anv 
person concerned ^ the abduction of women for forced service in the Valace, in respect to wbicn 
the Commisaion record that " several cases of the description stated have undoubtedly occurred 
** involving an abuse of power on tho part of the Maharaja, and oppression by certain inferior 
^‘ Durbar officials and servants, which have brought a most serious scandal on the personal 
** character of the Chief himself, and the administration of which he is the head.” 


No. 261-865, dated Baroda, 16th August 1874* 

From B-EsiuteN'r at Bauoda, to Secektart to the Goveenmeut of Bombay. 

In submitting the accompanying translation of Durbai* yad No, 1466, dated 
yesterday, requesting that the usual military honours due to the ©evni/n of Hie 
Barod'x State may be paid to Mj*. Dadabhai Nowrojee, 1 have the lionour to 
submit that, considering our experience of Mr, Dadabhai’s connection witlj tho 
Baroda State since tlic close of the year 1872, and his invariable line of conduct 
Inwards th(i British Government, we should, I think, he incurring a veiy gnive 
responsibility were we formally to recognize Mr. I)a(lal)!iai as Dewan, thereby 
virtually appwmng the Gaekwar s selection of him and his party to carry out a 
work of reform, which we haver reiaaon to believe from the events of the past 
8 or 9 months they are entiridy incapable of effecting. 

2. I have already shown at various times since April 1873 that Mr. Ilailabhai 
was the principal adviser of tlic present Gaekwar at tlie close of ] 872, when his 
contumacious conduct in refusing h> attend His Excellency tins Viceroy and 
Govomor-Gonerars Bui*bar in Bombay cdicited the dispie^isuro of tin* Bombay 
Government, an example like that l)eing sot by one of the j)rincipal Native Princes 
in India, no doubt liad a very bad political effect at the time, and is still remem¬ 
bered by many ; and ihenr (5an also be no doubt From what has since occuixed at 
Baroda, that it has exercised baneful off(5ci- upon tho character of M ulhai' Rao 
Gaekwar e,v(x since. 

3. Subsequent to that Mr. Dtulahhai wrotcr the precedence kliurceta for His 
Highness, and under various prctcnecs persuaded the weak-minded Mulhar Bao 
i,o appoint him his Agtmt in Euglrmd to conduct that, and other imaginary cases 
of grievance, and it should be (ispccialJy noted that whilst Mr. Dadabhai was at 
Baroda at that period, h(^ was both oj>exily and secretly aidtid in his designs }>y the 
then Pai'seo head clerk of tho Baroda ll(?sidency Office (establishment. 

4. Having seeured Rupees 60,000 from the Gaekwar for thcise supposed good 
si^rvicos, Mr, Dudahhai went to England in about April 1873, but nd-urned io 
Baroda in the following Ih^cmbor, and has htnui luw over since. 

6. My reports give a sketch of Mr. Dadahhars eart^er as JDewau of t lui Baj'odti. ■ 
State from tho 24th of Beeetnbcr 1873 up t6 the pr(^s(mt*"tinie, duriiig which 
time I submit that stweral of tlu^ khurectas which Ik^ has writbui, notahly tliose 
in the Luxmaebai case, contain ample proof of his unfftncKS for the officie of 
Dewan of such a State as Baroda. Suponulded to th(3se proofs, how*wer, there 
is the deli])eratc neghict of the I'ccommendations of the Commission tor eight 
months, the increasing injustice done to- British subjects, the continued oppres¬ 
sion of the ryots, the systematic resistance to all roasouablc demands of the 
British Government as reprcstnited in th(.‘ large nximbcx of cases still pemding; 
there is tho neglect to takt^ notice of Govt^mment references of the most urgent 
kind; there is the injury done to our trade and the direct iw^t of disrespect shown 
to the Resident in the opium cas*^; and tluxe are others also in whicdi we have 
exorcised forbearance xmder the hope that as soon os tho dixsision of the Govern¬ 
ment of India upon the Commission B^;port arrived a change for the better 
woxdd take place. 

6* ffis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General's khureeta of 26th 
ultimo was delivered by me to His Highness on the 3rd instant, but instead of a 
change betto lUanifesting itself. Olio of the first efforts of Mj. DadaUiai 

and Ms party was to tu^ the advice contained therein to their owa account by 
endeayourjlng to induce the Gaekwar to sign an* agreement to the general ef^t 
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that the aflministration should be placed in their hands for a certain penod. This 
I am i;ivm to understand the Maharaja declined to <io, upon which Mr. Dadabhai 
and Jiis party tbroatonod to ioavc Baroda. I wm then consulted as to the advM- 
bilitv ofndaining Mr. Dadabhai in power, and I at oiico i*eplied that he ought to 
be allowed to depart. I at iho same time pointed out how good provisio:^ 
Govc'rnmont could bo organized, pending the selection by His Highness of a-suit- 
iblc Minister. Dadabhai iqxni tliis took into his counsels the notorious Domodur 
Puntb, tb(i present favourite of tln*^ Gaekwar, the panderer to his giessest vices, 
iilie oppressor of woinon, &c., and the unfortunate result has boon tliat the 
Maharaja decided in favour of Mr. Dadablmi and his party. 

7. On the lot!) instant I cornnieiiced giving the authoritative advice of His. 

Excellency tluj Vjeoroy !iu{l Govenior-G(!neraI as conveytid in my yad No. 01,* 
advising that the Pewau Nana SaUib, c^e., should be removed from employ¬ 
ment. * 

8. S<iareely bad this advice btH‘ii givi'U to llis lOgliness ilian J was pn^ssed as 

, . alr(‘ady,reT)oried in mv letter as per niai'ein to 

f IVo. (IlBuil iViiJiust •< tit ct l •! xi T^i *1^ j * 

' 0 permit Nana Sahib, the Ex-Dowan, to receive 

ih(! honours due to a Pritinidlii. Tlio riiqucst itself being insulting to tbo British^ 
GovernTiKMit as evincing a (hdiberato desire to jinimoto the man to greatei* honour 
than llis Excellency the Viceroy Lad advised his being deprived of, and this too 
whilst the impression as first made by the khurticta was still fresh. 

9. Having been foiled in this luanceavrc, Mr. Dadabhai commenced his corre¬ 
spondence witli me in tlie yad No. 1431,1 whieb I forwarded to Government 
yesterday, with my ripoH of the saimi date, Avlicreiti it has been slunvii how 
Mr. Dadahliai followed ii]> bis systtnn of insulting the Jlijsidtmt, and endeavouring 
to rid liimsolf and bis master of his advice in all matters connected Atitli the 
thoiough ami lasting reform Avhieh has to bo carrioxl out. 

10. Sucli being briefly our cxperic'iiee of Mr. Dudablml’s measures as an ad- 
ministra-tor, even since the reoeipt of llis Excellency the Viceioy’s khurccta, I 
respectfully submit that, so far from our Ixjing able to confer military honours 
upon him, and rcooiiinicnd his contiTiucd emjiloymcut by tlie Gaekwar, it would 
be absolutely subversive of our own ])voposal8 for I'cform, our own interests, as 
Avtdl as our own honour and digjiily, were avo to do so in tlie face of the actual 
facts on record ; on the contnii*y av(; are bound, T sulnnit, to caution llis Highm^ss 
that a man avIio has ])roved hinisell' hitlua-toto he so bad an adviser, and so utterly 
devoid of all Aveigbi in tlie Shite, cannot possi])ly initiate or ean-y out that 
tliorougli and lasting reform ujjon Avliieli the ])resont GaekAvar has been solemnly 
assured that his teniu’e of sovereign poAvor dcjiends. 


Tratielalictu of Durl)ur yad, No. dated Hth August 1874 

A/iiM O.vnAnHAi Nowiumkk has my full oonlidonco, and is a worthy man. A yad No. 2729, 
dated 23r(l litu’-cinhor 1878, was snil, to iho Residency, lo the eiVect that^hc had been ap¬ 
pointed to tlic duties of Dewati, and ho has been doing work accordingly. Kindly therefore 
Arrange that h® niay get the customary inilitavy honours, &o. due to the Dewan, and send an 
answer. 


No. 264-874, dated Baroda Residency, 17th August 1874. 

From Resident at Baiioda, to Skohetahy to the Government of Bombay. 

In continuation of myleth^r No. 260-864, (luted 14th instant, T have the honour 
hcircwith to foiAvard copies of tlie following vads this day addressed to the Durbar, 
Nos. 1532C.10,1533C.11, and 15340.12. 


No. 1532C.1(S dated Baredi^ 17th August 1874. 

From Rkbident at Bakooa, to IDs Highness the GAEKWAa of Baropa. 

Thk next snbjoet to which ! am to Your’Highness’ sorious attention for settlement 
wjcording to equity and reason, in connection with the kbureeta of His Ehtcelloncy the Vieeroy 
aad Oovernor-tTeneral of the 25th ultimo, and tbe^ proceedings of tho Baroda Commission, are 
the irievances of the late Uaekwar’s family, and ^ the followers and the servants of the jato 
Chw, as Mt forth in paragraph 8, ^oupe IT and 12, and paragraph 12, paged, and caSca 42 



A. w ; 


* 

Hk Excellency the Viceroy and Govomor-Qenetal is of opinion that Youf Ui^nesa would do 
well to extend to the relatives and dependants of the late Chief the justice and consideration duo 
to them, and that as regai-ds the future, Your Highness should desist from all harsh and vindictive 
treatment towards them. 


No. IdSSC.ll, dated Baroda, 17th August 1874. 

From Residkkt at Bauoda, to Uis Highness the Oakkwak of Baroda. 

The next subject upon which J am instructed to invite the serious attention of Your Highness 
with a view to settlement, according to equity and reason, and further authoritative advice being 
ultimately offered regarding it, should such lie nccossaiy, is that Your Highness should make 
sifitablo provision for all the immediate members of the <jlaekwar family, and permit the ladies 
to reside away from Baroda, should such appear to be desirable, tboir allowances should be fixed 
with the approval of the Government of Bombay, and they can be paid according to lists to be 
furnished by the Gaekwar, the money being recovered from the Harodu State. ♦ 


No. 1534C.ia, dated Baroda, 17th August 1874. * 

* 

From Resident at Baroda, to llLs Highness the (rAEKWAu of Babooa. 

The next subject which T am to bring under Your Highness’ consideration in connection with 
His Excellency the Viceroy’s khureeta ol‘ the SHth ultimo, and the proceedings of the Baroda 
Commission, is that Your Highness will bo pleased to issue a proclamation prohibiting the 
infliction of corporal punishment upon women, and absolutely interdicting under severe penalties 
the personal ill-treatment in thk or am/ oihr iray of females, whether in Jail, or before the Courts, 
or under examination by the Police, and that a copy of such proclamation be forwarded for the 
information of Government. 


Translation of Durbar yad No. 1458, dated 17th August 1874. 

I UAVK received the Residency yads* Nos. 1482C. 2, 1483C. .‘J, I484C. 4, 1485C. 5, and 
1486C. C, about the advice of His Excellency the Govenior-General. With regard to these I 
lmv(i to state as follows:— 

With respect to yad No. 1482C. ‘2, reijuesting that the Irtirbavous processes employed in my 
State for realising the revenue should be prohibited, find stating that the mutter being one of 
importance could not admit oi'delny, 1 beg to assure J lis Exitelleney that the matter has engaged 
my serious atUmtion. The rules ami mode of realising th(' revenue, mid all such matters are at 
present under my consideration. A complete Revenue Code will be prepared as soon us possible, 
which will leave no room for committing oppression. Offeudci's in this respect will he duly 
punished. 

In yad No. 14S:>C!. o, you have bi’ouglit to notice the subject of a luodevato and equitable land 
settlement and a faithful adherence to its terms in future, all 1‘urther exactions of every sort or 
description being absolutely interdicted, and the continuance of such oppressive practices on the 

f Mirt of Durbar officials being strictly forbidden. With regard to this I have to state that the 
ast ten years’.settlement has expired in most of the Mahals, and it is necessary that for the 
current year some reasonable settlement of rates should be immediately made. Azum Kazeo 
Shahabudin made inquiries with regard to the jummahundcc of the four of the northern Muhnls, 
viz., Bcejapur, Vusnuggur, Burmiggur, audKhyridoo, and has submitted a report, which not only 
suggests an iramedia^ reduction of rates, but contains information which will he useful in making 
a settlement for a term of years. With regard to other Mahals arrangements will lie made as soon 
as possible. In the Nowsaree districts the Hoozoor Snobah has been jiiaking the necessary 
inquiries with a view tb make reasonable reductions in th% rates of asseKsment. The advice of 
His Excellency as regards the rates of jummabundiie will be carried out as soon as possible ; the 
terms of FCttiement will be adhered to, and no illegal increase; no oppressive practices on the 
part of the Durbar officials will be permitted, and any official found guilty tlicreof will be 
punished. 

Yad No. 1484C. 4 relates to the adoption of some cquitabje mode of dealing.wdth the Wiittun 
and enams of my State so as to rcniovo all ground for nnx'ety and discontent among the holders 
of them. With regard to this, 1 have to state that the Wuttuns which hud been attached by His 
llighness Kbunderao wero released from attachment lost year; a general inquiry is to bo made 
into the matter. T shall hereafter communicate my views on the important siibjcefc of Wuttuns 
and Enams. 

Yad No. 14850. 5 has reference to tho exercise of the strictest supervision over the subordinate 
officials so us to prevent the horrible practices of torture which were established hefore the Com¬ 
mission, and to severely puuisli those who may be guilty of them. With regard to this I have 
to state that this important subject Under notice lias already engaged my attention, and without 
loss of any time whatever such measures will be adopted as will in my opinion effect the desired 
reform. 

In yad No. 1486C. C, I have lieen requested to arrange that punishments awarded for ofleuces 
bear some reasonable relations to the crimes committeib aud be not scandalously exccesivo as in 
some of the cases proved before the Commission. With regard to this 1 have to state that this 
subject too has enraged my attention. Bettor reflations Tor civil, criminal, and revenue matters 
than that now in iorce arc under preparation. When thesq^are brought into operation several of 
the heads of advice given by His Excellency the Governor-General will have practical effect. 


I’lK S 5 , 36 . 
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1 will at short uitNurals coiiiiBimicftto to you, fijr the infonnation of: the^BoiQbay Gave!!Uitai6Dt 
and the Govermnent of tedfa, particulare as to the progfress towards re&nn in each -of the matters 
above set for^ ,* and I vilJ gJadiy avail of your advice as necessify arises. 

I trust that if suitable ^portunity is given to me, and f obtain hearty assistance I 

will be able to assure His ExcelJency the Governor-General that the confidence reposed m me 
will not go for nothing; and that every advice of His ExcelJency will be really carried out as 
soon as possible. 


Translation of Durbar yad No. 1460, dated 17th August 1874, 

*l'p.s 8 , 27 . I HAVE received the Residency yads* Nos. 1602C. 7 and 160SC. 8, dated 12th August 1874, 
t I’.Si. and 1516C 9,t dated 14th August 1H74, and with regard thereto, 1 have the honour to state us 
follows:— 

Yad No. 1502C. 7 states that His Excellency the Governor-General has directed you to urge 
on me to conform to the recommendations of the Commission. In connexion with thi^ I have 
been requested in consultation with you to frame general rules for adoption in giving effect to 
reductions of Sirdars and Silladars, &c., &c. With regard to this some information ds to Iw * 
collected, and the matter is to Ik* fully thought over. 1 will therefore further communicate with 
you about it hereafter. 

In yad No. 1503C 8 the Ibllowing subject was biought to my notice, viz., that with the object 
of preventing the sale of‘appointments gfinerally in my service by the levy of nuzzerana and 
suppessing extortion on the part, of office-holders, that I should introduce the system of 
paying fair salaries tw the performance of duty and issue a proclamation forbidding the levy of 
nuzzerana on all ^pointmenta, copy of such proclamation lieing furnished for the information 
of Government With regard to this I beg to state that 1 am about to adopt full measures for 
nving adequate salarios to officials; the prat^ice of taking nuzzoranas has been done away with 
for some time past, still a proclamation will he made as desired by the Resident and a copy scut 
to the Residency. 

In yad No. 1518C. 9 you requested me to put a 8to]> to and severely punish uny persons con¬ 
cerned in the abduction of women for forced service in the Palace. With regard to this I bog to 
state that the forcible abduction of women for forced service does not take place. If any one is 
coDcenied in such.t^prossiou he will be punished. 


Translation of Durbar yad No. 1560, dated 4th September 1874. 

t I HAVE received the Residency yadsj Nos. 15.‘12C. 10, 15330. 11, and 1534C. 12, dated 17tli 

August 1874, 

with reference to theao, I heg to state—In yad No, 1532C. 10 the opinion of the Viceroy and 
Governor-General as regards the relatives and dependents of the late Gaekwar is given, which 
Ivill be taken into consideration and attended to. 

In yad No. 15380.11 It is stated that proper provisions should be made for the nwir relatives 
of the Gaekwar, and if any of tlm ladies wish to live out of Raroda they should be allowed to do 
so after an allowance is nuule In them witli the approval of the Kombiiy Government. With 
respect to this 1 l)eg 16 state that I quoted the decision of tlie Bombay Govitrnment about iiol 
interfering with the Gaokwar's family affairs in my yad N(*. 177 of 1874, and fully trust that the 
British Government will not iiiterfert* with the Gaekwar’s family affairs. I'lui anaiigcnieiits for 
the near rektives of this Government are made according to their rin^rits ; RuklimalMiee's is 
known to you, and accowling to yad No. 1346 of 1874, sent (to the Residency), arrungemnnts 
have l)een proposed for her in accordance with the advice of ihc Governor-General, and has been 
communicated to you orally. * 

• In yad No. 153lC. 12 it is stilted that a prockmation should he issued prohibiting corporal 
punishment of woman, and their opjtrawion either in this or in any other way in prison, courts, 
or by police officers, and that whoever does so woidd be punished. 

A proclamation to this effect will be issued and a copy sent to you. 


No. 26P., dated Poona, 24ith August 1874 ((jonlid(intiiiJ). 

Prom Skcrktaky to tho Government of Bombay, to Eesibeni’ at Baroda 

With rofortmoo to your yad to His Highness the Gaekwar, No. 1533 of 17th 
August last, calling on him “to make siiitabh^ ])rovkion for all the immediate 
“ rm^mbt?rs of the Gaekwar family, afid io ])ermit the ladies to reside away 
“ i‘n>m Baroda, &c.,” I am directed to rojiucBt that you will explain your 
apparent disregard of the instnicdions tjonfained in the last paragraph of my 
letter No. 22P.§ of 6th instant, to the' e^fiPoot that, except in the case of Her 
Highni^sa Eukmabaeo, no commumeatloa should he made to the Gaekwar or 
“ to the Durhar about any other My without previous consultation with Govern- 








19^0; 25F., dated l^om, 24th Atiguri 18?4 (Cdnfid^^), 

From SsoEETABT to the Oovsenment of Bovbay, to Eesxdskt at Baeoda. 




I AM directed to acknowledge the receipt from, you of the follomng commmai- 
cations:— 

1. —Iietters* Nos. 252 and 254 of the 12th instant, and 264 of the l7th instant, 
forwarding copies of 10 yads containing advice on various matters addressed by 
you to the Gaekwar. 

II. —Lettort No. 266 of 13th instant, reporting that the officials objected to 
by tlie Government of India had ceased to perform their functions, but that 
the Gaekw^ar desired that Nana Sahib Khanvelkur should be confirmed in the 
^)ffioe 'of Pritinidhi with merely ceremonial duties attacluri; that you had in- 
formed the Gacikwar and E. 8. Bapoobhai and N. S, Khanvelkur himself, that such 
au arrangement was impossible in the face of the advice you had been ordered to 
give. 

III. —Letter No. 259t of 14th instant, forwarding yad frcjm the Gaekwar of the 
same daic, in wliich he states that the officials objected to had resigned their 
offices, and acknowledges with thanks the ofler of the services of British offe^ 
and of your own advice, animadverting on the use of the exprossion “ toom ” as 
addressed to yourself, and on the terms on which tiui Gaekwar accepts your office 
()[ advice. And forwarding copy oJ‘ your answer to the Gaekwaris yad of the 
same date, in which you intimate that you are ordertni to offer advice on certain 
))oints wdiether applied for or not, and req[U 08 t the Gaekwai* to substitute a new 
)'ad with the rcoUfication of the expression objected to. 

IV. —Letter No. 260§ of 14tli instant, with copy of yad advising the Gaekwar 
to put a stop to tlie abduction of women. 

V. —Letter No. 261|| of 16th instant, forwarding the Gaekwar*s official request 
that the customary military honours may be paid U) tlie Lewan, Mr. Ladabhai 
NowrojeCj.aiid givmg your reasons for considering that-this should be refused, 
and aU other recognition of Mr. Dadabhai’s appointment. 

2. I am now to communicate to you the observations of Government on your 
proceedings as reported in these papers. 

3. Tlie prompt manner in which the Gaekwar caused the officers objected to 
to resign their offices deserved recognition, and Ilis Excellency in Council cannot 
hut regret the strong terms in which you objected to his very natural wisli to 
hrt^ak the fall of one of them, his hrother-iu-law, Nana Sahib Klianvelkur, to 
Avliom he lias always shown much attachment, by conferring on him tht‘ honoraiy 
title of rritiiiidlii, without, as he positively assured you, entrusting to him any 
administrative functions. Such an arrangement, if really carried out, would not 
b(' contrary to the spirit of the adviee given by the Government of India, and it 
would have been sufficient if you had confined your opposition to impressing m 
the Ga^^kwar tiie dangerous results that would ensue to himself, if, in violation 
of his pledges, he permitted Nana Sahib Khanvelkur to become the instrument oJ' 
further misgoveniuient. It will still be well for you to take an opporluuity of 
making an intimation to the Gaekwar that the Govermnent wiO. not objciit to his 
cimferring this honorary title, althougli they cannot authorize any greater honour 
being in consequence paid to Nana Sahib Klianvelkur than those to which he may 
now be entitled as Sir Soobah. 

4. Eoferring to the Gaekwar's yad^J of the 14th instant, the use of the woiri 
“ toom ” as addressed to you was undoubtedly disrespectful, and lli.s Excellency 
in Council desires to know the result of 'your request to the Gaekwar for its 
rectification. But the objection taken by you to the concluding sentence of the 
yad, in which the Gaekwar courteously acknowledges your offer of advice, and 
promises to apply for it on necessity arising, was, in the opinion of Government, 
most unreasonable. It is difficult to sec what other answer the Gaekwar could 
have been expected to give, and your rejonider, that in many matters he would 
have to listen to your advice, wliethcr he requested it or not, of which he had 
been abeady informed in sufficiently peremptory terms, was uncalled for. 

6. The report of yoiir opposition to the appointment of Mr. Dad^bhai Nowrojeo 
as Dewan, as expressed by you to the Gaekwar and some of his officers, and your 
protest to Government ^inst according to him ihe military honours customarily 
^'d and in feet any recognition whatevM on the part of Govern¬ 

ment, have-been road by His, Bxc€dlenOy in Council with the greatest surprise. 
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You have been made aoquainted in the clearest language with the determination 
of Government not to fetter the Gaekwar in the choice of his Minister, but to 
look only to the results of his choice. Wholly i^ioring these instructious, you 
have placed yourself in a position of such decided hostility to the Dewan, whom 
the Gaekwar has appointed, as to impede most scidously the cordial co*opcration 
of the Minister and yourself, in (jarrymg out the administrative reforms which it 
is the sole object of the Government to induce His Highness to effect. 

6. The Government are fully sensible of the distinction between the authoritative 
advice wliich you are directed to give in certain matters, and the friendly advice 
whioli you are to give in tlie matters about which the Gaekwar may consult you. 
Aud it has not esciaped observation that the Gaekwar consulted you on the 
expediency of a]j])ointing Mr. Hadahhoy as his Bewun. But His Excellency in 
Council cannot admit that you can divest yourseif of your public characler in 
your friendly any mt)r(i than in your authoritative communications; and you were 
hound to say nothing under tlui former IiCiid which would be in auy way contrary 
to tlui spirit of youi* instru(d,ions. The expression of your determined personal 
opposition to Mr. Da<labhoy was, in the opinion of His Excellency in Council, 
inconsistent with tlu^ order that the Gaekwar sliould be left fi’ee to appoint liis own 
Minister, besides being injudicious iu view of the jiossibility that Mr. Badabhoy 
might he appointed in spite of your advice. I am also to notitre jis injudicious 
your observation to 11. S. Bajioobhai and Govindrao Mama reported in paragraph 4 
of your letter No. 255 of 13th August. “That if this was the kind of refoim 
“ His iliglmess was going to carry out under Mr. Badablioy’s administration, it 
“ could end only in one njsult, and that very shortly.” 

7. His Ex<!ellcncy in Council is much coiu’crned to find in these transactions 
a most serious raisajijn'eeiation of the a(;tual position of affairs, and of the line of 
conduct you have been ord('red by tlio Government of India and this Government 
to pursue. 

8. In ord(ir that the falsi*, steps yon have taken may be rctriuied, T am dinicted 
to request that yon will, on returning to Baiixla, inform the Gaekwar ui writing, 
and without comment, that you have* hetni piTsonally Consulted by His lilxcclleney 
in Council on the present situation, that His Excellency desires to aciknowliMige 
the promptness with whicli Jlis Highness has attended to tlie advice of tlu! 
Government of Inilin. in tlu^ iuatt(*r of r(*inoving certain officials from office, and 
that the Government, while refraining from pronouncing any opinion on the 
qualifications of Air, Badabhoy, di^ii’i*. to otrer no objection whatever to liis 
ajipointment as DcArau, if tlu* Gaekwar in the exercise of his indepinident discretion 
should think ])roper t^o appoint him, and yon shouid add that you will afford him 
every assistan(!C he may need, and accord to him the usual military Jioriours. 

\). You will be good enough to fovw^ard, for the information of Government, a 
copy of th(' yad by which you Avill communicate to the Durbar the instructions 
now given respecting tluj vi^i^ognition of Mr. Badabhoy as Bewau. 

10. Jlis Excellency in Council much regrets, being compelled by an imperative 
sense <»f duty, to address to you this communication, wdiich he feels cannot but 
b(? painibl to you. And it will* afford him much gratiffcation to find himstdf 
enabled to give you cordial support in the Future conduct of the difficult task you 
havi* before you. 


No. 2G4A., dated Baroda, 28th August 1874. 

• 

Prom Hesidknt at Bakoua, to SECEF.TAnv to the Government of Bombay, 

Political Bepartmout. 

In acknowdedging the receipt of yodr letter No. 25P., dafod 24th instant, I 
bavi^ the honour to express my deep regret that I have unwillingly ineunxid tike 
disj)h*asuiv of His Excedlency the Governor in Council on the alleged gi'ounds of 
liiiving taken two false steps; one in the matter of Nana SahiVs appointment 
us Pritinidhi of the Gtu*kwar State, and the other in riigard .to the opinion I 
expressi^d whqn (jonsulted })y His Higluiti»sa the Gaekwar as to the advisability or 
ntherwisii of his retaining the servieiJB of'Mr. Badabhoy Nowrojee as Minister. 

2. I trust to be able to offer such exjilanation of my conduct and advice in 
regard to these questions a« shall remove tlie strong dissatisfaction which has been 

mmAam wumU. 


S. With regard to th© question of Nana Sidub’a appointment as Prttixu4iu there 
were t vo p oints at issue:— 

1st. Whether, taking into consideration Nana Sahib’s recent removal for inis-t 
conduct from the office of Dewan at the instance of His Excellency the Viceroy 
and Governor-General, we could recognize him in the higher appointment of 
Pritinidhi, even though the duties of that office were made purely ceremonial as 
promised by the Gaekwar. 

2ndly. Whether, as such recognition on our part consists only in the gi-ant of 
military honours, superior, or at all events cqu^, to those granted to the Hewart 
of the Baroda State, we could consistently accord to Nana Sahib such honours, he 
having just been deprived of them on his removal from the office of Dewan. 

4. Tile decision of Grovernment upon these points is— • 

Ist, That the Government will not object to His Ilighiiess the Gaekwar con¬ 
ferring the honorary title of Pn’tinidhi upon Nana Saliib, provided the functions 
of the appointment arc merely ceremonial and not of an administrative character. 

2ndly. That the Government cannot authorize any greater militaiy honours 
being paid to Nana Sahib in consequence of his lionoraiy appointment of Priti- 
nidhi. 

5. Thus with regard to both points tlie decision of Government confirms my 
original suggestion, that mi could not rec.ognizc oven the ceremonial appointment 
in tlie manner that tl*6 Gaekwar wanted, viz., by military honours. All else it 
was in the Ghickwar’s own power to give without reference to us, and therefore 
his sole object in asking us was to obtain that which the Government have found 
it im])ossihlo to grant. 

(5. I respectfully claim tlieri^fore, imdi^r this explanation, to he exonemtod from 
the charge of having taken a false step in this matter. 

7. With regard to the expediency of our intimating to-His lliglmess the Gaekwar 
that we have no objection to his apjxnnting Nana Sahib Honorary Pritinidhi on 
the terms stated under present circumstcinces, I resjKiotfully submit tliat time 
alone can show whcthciv tin? elfect of promoting Nana Sahib to a higher rank in 
th(! State; tlian he held bid'ore will he good or bad ; and that witli the orders and 
facts which I had for my guidancso, I am not to blame as having taken a 
false step in opposing that measure when first praposod to me.. 


8. His Highness tlie Gaekwfir paid mc» his usual visit last evening, and I com¬ 
municated i{) him the Governmtmt order on this subject. He was very much 
pleased indeed wiih ilu; Governimuit intimation, that the objection to his appoint¬ 
ing Nana Sahib to perform tlu^ cei*emonial duties of Pritinidhi was withdrawn; 
hut insi(;ad of being contented wiili that cioncession. His Higlmess repeated with 
great im])ortunity his request that 1 would give; tlu; militaiy honour due to Uie 
office pr'imdely, as tlio honorary appoiiitnicut was of little avail witiiout them. 
He also was cnc;ouragcd to repeat his request, made some time ago, that I would 
grant the militaiy honours of a llanee t-o Luxmeehacic. 


9. I feel sure that the Government taking into consideration tlie whole of the 
(sircumstances stated, in conjujiction with the; cUffieulty of my position here, will 
do me justice in this matter. 

10. Again with rcigard to the appointment of Minister. The Gaekwar up to this 
day has not finally confirmed Mr. Dadabhoy as such by conferring on liim the usual 

or dress of honomr; that ceremony having been postponed pending the 
sanction of military honours for Mr. Dadabhoy, ^vhich was submitted to Govern¬ 
ment NO fai' hack as the 24th December last. Latterly, however, His Highness 
lias been very undecided about retaining Mr. Dadabhoy as his Minister. He was 
directed in His Excellency the Viceroys khureeta, dated the 25th ultimo, to seek 
the llesident’s advice whenever ho required it, and in paragraph 7 of the Go¬ 
vernment of India letter No. 158flP. of the same date, the Resident was ordered 
to grant Ids advice and help to the Gaekwar, should it he sought in any matter 
connected with the administration. 


11. TThen, therefore, I was consulted by the Gaekwar regarding Mr. Dadabhoy, 
1 felt it to be my imperative duty to furnish His Higlmess with an opiinon ai^cord- 
ing to the best of my ability, reminding him at the same time of his entire 
independence in the matter ; and in thus obeying the orders of His Excellency the 
Viceroy and Governor-General, I deferentially submit that I have not taken a 
false step, but on the contraiy have openly and honourably aided the Gaekwar by 


my adrioe vrhon His Higlmess was in a state of pimfiil suspense and Mecision 
grfiatJy noetling it, and that had I withheld it ho might justly hate complained of 
my conduet, as he no doubt would have done. 

12. The opinion that I offerea was purely official; it was based upon official 
evidence wliieh I have already quoted, evidence which appears to me to show 
beyond a doubt that Mr. Dadaoliai has from his arrival in Bai*oda in December 
last, not only called in question tlni justice of appointing a Commission to enquire 
intoBaroda afrairs, hut has systematically ignored their recommendations in many 
ways during a period of eight months; consequently I failed to see how that 
gentleman could reasonably he (expected to carry out tlio thorou^ and lasting 
reform baswl ujwri the recommendations of the Commission wliicli His Excellency 
the Vitseroy and ftovtsruor-Goneiul has enjoined. 

13. 1 respectfully submit that this expression of opinion cannot possibly pre- 
j udice the uJtiniai.c settlement of the (|uestions at issue one way or other: because 
independently of it an unquestionable array of facts will present themselves, in a 
few niontlis, showing whtjther the requisite reforms and the recommendations of 
tlie Gonimission are really in course of b(‘ing effected or not, and on those facts, 
and those (done, not on any mere opinion oC mine, Die ultimate verdict of 
Government will mainly depend. 

14. Agr(H3ab]y to the insti*uctions conveyed in the 8th pitragraph of your Icticr 
under reply, I have tlus honour to foiward a copy of Die letter which I addressed 
ycsteiyiay to the .Durbar ixigarding Mi*. JJadabliai; that gentleman has attended at 
Die Residemey for tluj transaction of business Ijoth yt'sterday and to-day; and I 
have assured him of my cordial support “ in ofTectiug a thorough and lasting 
“ refonn in these matters in whicli the Commission Jiavt' showm that the admi- 
“ nistration calls foi* reform,” to which Mr. Dadahhai re])licd tliat lie felt satisfied 
that I w'ould do so. 

15. deferring to paragraph 4 of your letter und(?r reply, an amended yad con¬ 
taining the alterations suggested by me has been received, and tliut matter has 
thus been saDsfiujtorily settled. 


No. iGlii, dated Uaroda, Si7th August 1S74. 

From Rksiijknt at Bakoda, to His Highness the (takku ak. 

IIavikc. been consulted by His Excellency the Governor in Council regjirdiug the presemt 
situation of affairs at Haroda, His Excellency hj« desired me to acknowledge the promptness 
with winch Your Highness has attended to the advice of the Government of India in the matter 
of removing certain officials from office, and with reference to Your Highness’ yad No. 143.5, 
daUid the I4th instant, I anr instructed to say that the Govoniment, while refraining from pro¬ 
nouncing any opinion on the (pialilit^ations of Mr. Dadahhai Nowrojee, desired to oiler no 
objection whatever to that gentleman’s appointment as Dewan, should Your Higliness in the 
exercise of your independent diacretion think proper to appoint liim. 

It will be my duty to afford Mr. Diulabhai every assistance he may need, and accord to him* 
the usual military honours. 


No. 271-922, daDid Baroda, 31st August 1874. 

From llBSiuKNT at Baeoda, to Skcketaey to the Goveenment of Bombay. 


Repkeeing to paragrajih 6 of your confidential letter No. 22P.,* dated the 6th 
instant, I have the honour to report, for the information of His Excellency in 
Council, that the only points upon which I liave not as yet made any communi¬ 
cations to the Durhai* are Nos. 2 and 4 of your list, the former referring to the 
case of the IHiahoors of Beejapoor, and the latter to the question of accession 


nuzzeraua. 

2. I think it right to state, witli reference to the Beejapoor Tliakoors, that they 
resisted the payment of an accession nuzzdrana, mainly owing to their giras claims 
not luiving Been settled, aaid I have rei^n to l)clicvetlmt before settling the 
Ghasdanai or any other claims of tliese ^en, the Durbar will insist upon their 
paying the accession nuzzeraua which I h|ve every reason to believe* the Thakoors 
will resist. Moreover I am aware that tha payment of the balance of the accession 

ler mahuli 


nuzzeraua still remainmij unpaid*in other 

TliviiEa,* nt ihet uviil la 


uls is being strongly pressed by the 


CommiMion Bcport, paragraph 8, group Ko. 3 , 
Ai^odix A., oaae No. 2, S^edulc if.* 

also 

Appeadib G.; caae No. 2» SohodtUe ll., ooiitain< 
lag tho reply of the Purlmr and flonl Htatemeut 
of the Resident. 


8 . Ifc wag only yesterday tba* in conseq^ce of a, border dispute l]^t!?reen one 
Nd. I61S, dated S 8 & Aaguat. o£ tbosc ThaJcoors and a Malice Santa l^akoor 

of Deyrole, that I was obliged to address a yttd 
to the Durbar, of which the accompanying w a 
copy, and although this border case nas nothiag 
to do with those which wore investigated by the 
Commission, vide references in the margin, yet 
I feel sure that it will bring on the whole question of the Thakoors’ grievances, 
not one of which has been redressed though promised by the Durbar, and henoo 
my desire tliat Government shovdd be informed of the matter beforehand. 

4. Tlie Ghantoo Thakoor’s conduct of a few days sinc^e in. entering Mahee Konta 
territory Jippears to me to demand that he should bo given up for trad by Major 
LoGeyt on the production of a satisfaetory pnma./acw? case, hut 1 apprehend that 
the Durbar will have to use force in order to arrest him, and such of hls followers 
as fired on the Deyrole 'riiakoor and slightly wounded two persons, unless care is 
taken to explain to the whole,of the Tlmkoors tiiat an equitable settlement of their 
accoiuits generally is intended. 

5, bhould the Durbar apply to mo for julviec how to act, and ask for the 
aid of tho subsidiary force, which I know tboy are disposed to do, I propose U^ 
inform ihem th&t they must- use their local police and infantry and horse to nui,in- 
tain ilicir authority, because it is only wln^n they are unable to assert I hat autliority 
with the ordinary jueans.at tlieir disposjil that the subsidiary force can properly be 
called upon to interfere. 

0. T merely draw attention tf) theses (dvcAiinstimees in consequence of the border 
affray now reporh^l having prindpitated tln^ Be( japoor Tliakoors’ question gcnemlly, 
though, so far as I am aware, tin; Gliantoo Thakoor and his followers were 
alone implicated in tlie DeyroJc' husiiuiss. 


P.S.—Since writing the above* 1 have heard tliat in the Kiirnio and FaWon 
Fergunnas inululy s<wcn^ ni(*asures an; being taken to <!o]leot the arrears of the 
gudde(» nuzzorana or aeax^ssion hix; aTui, witli rcferi^mic theix^to, to solicit early 
ordei*s alK)ut advising His JLighness tlu^ Gackwar not to le^'y accession nuzzorana 
where there is a. fixed land settlement. 


No. 1613, dated Karoda, 2Dth August 1871. 

Worn JlnsiuKNT at Uahooa to Hw lllglmess the Uakkwak of Hakoda. 

In December 187tJ the boundary Commissioner, T/ioutcnant Staco, decided a long standing 
boundary dispute between Ohantoo in Your Highness’ Hoejapoor Pergunua and Deynde in tho 
SubuT Kanta "I’alooka of the Mahoo Kanta. * 

S?. Your Highness'Kamdor accompanied Lieutenanb Staee at the time, and all the details of 
the settlement are known to the Durbar; Lieutenant Staee’s decision being that th(j river 
Soburmute being the true boundary between the villages of Ghantoo and Deyrole, and that the 
•whole of the disputed laud on the north bank of the river, as well as that in the bed of the river 
itsolf, belonged to Deyrole. , • 

8. It apjwara from the Residency records that in February last year (1873) the Thakoor of 
(lhanioo, disregarding this settlement, wont to cultivate the disputed laud which had been given 
over to Deyrole, and committed some damage, as brought to the notice of the Durbar in 
Residency yad No. 499, date<l 4th March 1878, and subsequent correspondence with th«5 
Durbar. 

4. From this correspondence, which lasted for about seven months, it appeared that tho 
Ghantoo Thakoor brought <tounter-charges against the Thakoor of Deyrole for having seized 
some cattle of his and for liaving wounded one of his men, &c., but at length the Durbar in their 
ya<l. No. 2147, dated 7th October 1873, agreed Jo band over tho Ghantoo Thakoor and eight 
other offenders to the Political Agent, Mahee KantJi, for trial, on the strength of the primd 
fadn COSOS furnished hy the Politiciu Agent, Major LcGeyt. 

fi. On the 23rd April lost I forwarded to the Durbar a copy of Political Agent’s yad No. 261, 
dated 15th April 1874, in which it was intimated that the case had been settled between tho two 
Thakoors ana a razeenama given by the Deyrole Thakoor that he was satisfied. 

Q. It now appears, however, that notwithstanding this arrangement the Thfikoor of Ghantoo 
again obstructed the cultivation of the laml in question as hrouMit to Your Highness' notice in 
Residency yad No. 1457, dated 7th instant, when I requested the Durbar to takri speedy measures 
in the matter in order to prevent a recurrence of last year's obstruction. 

7. No r^v to tliat yad has been reemed hy me, and I have now again the honour to forward 
for Your Highness’ inibrmatiem copies q£ Yad No. 8587, dated 22nd instant, and accompaniments 
to my address from the Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, odniatning an account of further serious 
ot&nces oommttted by the Thakoor of Ghantoo and (khers with him in Deyrole Irniits, and to 
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request that, as the Ohantoo ITitkoor is thus alleg^ to have been guilty of unlawfully assem¬ 
bling an armed force for tho -purpose of rioting vdthin the limits of Deyrole Talotika, Sabur 
Kanta, under tlie Mahoe Khanta, immediate maeuns may l>e taken by Your Highnes-s to put a 
stop to these riotous proceedings, 

8. The vrimdfacie case promised by Major LeGeyt will lu' sent to^ Your Highness as soon as 
received -wuh a view to the surrender of the Thakoor and others, his associates in t)\e recent 
alleged outrage, for trial by the Political Agent. 


P.S.— Sintte writing the above J have received Durbar yad No. 1534 of this date, in which it 
is stated that the Deyrole Thakobr came and quarrelled witli the (jhanloo people, and requesting 
that as two of the Gliantoo people had been injured by gun-shots, the Deyrole people may be 
prevented from coming into (jJhantoo limits. 

} shall at ouce despatch a copy of this yad for Major LcGcyPs information, and request him 
to take the necessary steps for preventing any further disturbance of the peace pending a settle¬ 
ment of tlie (tasc. 


'J ranslation of Durbar yad No. dated i?9th A\igust 1874, referred to in the P.S, of my 

yad No. 1613, dated Sf2nd August 1874. 

Thic Kamdar of the Fouzdaree lias submitUd yad No. 768 of 1874, and I iiavc tlierefore tho 
honour to state that there being a disjmto about land botween tlie Thakoot of Ghantoo under 
llejapoor and the 'I'hakoor of Deyrole in tlio Mahee Kanta, the latter came with a number of 
men and quarrelled with the (Ihantoo people. Two of the Ghantoo people have been injured by 
gun-sbots, and a KamdUr has gone thore from here to make enquiries. On his investigating 
into tho mailer jiarticulars will be coniniunicated. Hut just at present arrang-cments may be 
mado that the Deyrole people may not come into ilie Ghantoo limits and make a di.«4turbance 
or quarrel. 


No. 2(>8A., dated Baroda, 31st Auf^ist 1874. 

Eesjuent at Baroua, to Secrktauy to the Government of Bombay, 

Political Department. 

In reply to youi* confidential letter No. 2(»P.,* dated 24itli August 1874, in which 
you require me to ('xjdaiii why I called fcpon His Iliglim'Ns tlui Gackwar to make 
suitable provision for all the immediate HKimbcTs of tho Gaekwar family, and to 
])crmit the ladies to reside away from Earoda, 1 have the honour to ]ioiTit out that 
a rcpcjrusal of my yad to the Durbar, No. 10330.11,1 will show that I did not vail 
npon His niglmcsK to do as you stat(‘, but-1 mei-ely mentioned thes snhjcci (which 
is one of the most serious treated by the Coniniission) for His Highness' serious. 
att(mtion prior to authoritative advice being offered if uecemanj: I jmrposcly 
mentioned uo wdirndnaJ, (‘itluu- male or female, in (!onsequenc{j of the orders of 
His Exitellency the Govt'rnor, and thougli I might have mentioned Euklima 
Bace, yd, as iicr ease was then b('foro Govi'vjiment, I thought it best to defer 
tliat also. 

2. Thus, whilst agreeably to the orders of Ilis Excclloney the Viceroy and 
Goveriior-GenoraJ, 1 have iiivitc^d general attention to this class of cases with a 
view to their settlement according to equity and reason, I have not eoinmithid 
th(^ Government to the advocacy of any case in ])articular, whether amongst the 
imilc Of female relations of His Highness the Gackwar, and it is thus in tho hands 
of Ilis Highness to do justice to those much-oppressed and ill-used persons, without 
further intervention on our part if he dcsmis to do so, but that justice has to he 
done to them is clear from the orders issued ou the subject. 

3. Since writing my yad dated lltli to tju^ Durbar, 1 have received the orders 
of Government in Her Highness llukhuia Baeo's case, and I will now speak to 
His Highness’ Minister on the subject. 


No, 274-929, dated Barodji, 2nd Septemixir 1874. 

From llEsinKNT at Baroda, to Hporktaiiy to the Government of Bombay, 

Political l)e|)artment.. 


In continuation of my hitter No. 271-822, t iated 31st ultimo, and referring to 
the P.S. t-hcToof, I liaVe the lidnour to report that I have received acommuni- 






adopted fey the Dm*fear to recover the guddoo or accession nuzzerana from certain 
Rewa Kimta subjects holding Sulamec land in a border vilJi^o belonging ^to 
His Highness Uie Qaekwar, and requesting mo to move the Hurbar to put a 
stop to them. 

2, I bog respectfully to request the favoiir of early orders on my communi¬ 
cation above quoted, pending the receipt of which I have refrained from atkUvss-. 
ing tho Durbar on the subject. 


No. 279-945, dated Bnroda, 7tli September 1874. 

Rrom Hksiuent at Bauoda, to Secuetary to tlu^ Government of Bomba y. ' 

In continuation of my letters as p(n* margin, on tlie subject of tin; gucldcHi 

Nn. 27 i..!) 22 , datedniBtAuKiwt 1871. luizzerana 01* tlio iiccessiojL tftx, T have tJio 

No. 274 - 920 , dntwi and SepU‘mWi87i. lioiiour to TCport that petitions liave laHm sent 

to'me by post hy stweral of palels and ryois of tlui Pergimnas of Puttun, 

Wumiiggur, Jluddet', and Petlad, eompiaining of the oppressive mcasurt' adojited 
by tho Gaokwar Govei’nnient to rwilize Uit*. arrears of the guddets nuzzerana. 

2. Under tluvse circumstances, I should feel much obliged by early orders as 
to the act ion whitdi I am to take iqioii His J3xccllency Hk; Viceroy and Governor- 
Goneral’s advice to His Highness the Gaokwar “to take no accession nuzzerana 
“ wlioro there is a iixiMl bind scttlenuml.” 

3. In all t!ic districts named there is a iixed land assessment which in itself 
is alleged to bcai* heavily upon tho ryots. 


, No. 29P., dated Poona, 7th S(ij)tember 1874. 

Prom Secretary to the Goveknmicnt of Bombay, to Hesident at Baroda. 

I AM dirt'otod t.o acknowledge? your let.tcr No. 2(i4A.* of 2Sth ultimo, replyitig to 
the remarks of Goveriiinent eouiained in my letter No. 25P. i of 24lh ultimo, on 
your action with regard to tlie ai»])oinimeut of Nana Saheb Khaiivelkur to the 
iionoraiy jiost of Priliuidlii, and of Mv. Dadabluty Nowvojije to thi* l)(;wanship of 
the Baroda State. 

2. You now exidain that your wholt* o])])osit ion to the Gaekwar’s di^sirc to ajipoint 
Nana Saheb Klianvtdkur to a pundy eer(‘Jnoiual offici? appli(?d to the que.sfion of 
liis reeoiving military lionoiirs on the ])art f»f tiu* Besident. “ All else,” you writi?, 
“ it was in the Gaekwar s own powen* to give without reference to us,” and you 
argue that as the. Government have now'themselves direet(‘d that no military 
bouours should be paid to Nana Salnd) Khaiivelkur in virtue of any ecrcfrnonial 
office to wliich tlie Gaok^var may apjioint liiin, your proceedings have been in 
accordance with the views of Gov('rnim*Tit, and are not open t<rcensure. 

3. In reply to this ex])lanat.ion, 1 am directed to make the following quotation 
from jiaragraph 2 of your B^qiort No. 2551 of 13th ultimo. 

“ The Maharaja sent It. S. Baiioobhai to me to prt'ss me in regtird to Nana 
Sabeb’.s a]q)ointmcn1. as. Pritinidbi. Bapoobhai*sriid that as yet. tlie usual J\>shak 
or dress of honour liml not l)C(?n conferml tm Nana Salufe, bec'ausc liis jligbness 
liad been waiting for a recognition of bis appoint ruent by tlie British Govornnient. 
lie added that the Maharaja bad Ikscii on the ev(i of gmntiug him the Posliak at 
4 P.M. ycstei'day at Mr. Dadabboy’s suggi’sHon, 1 presumii, iruUipembuitly of mo; 
but tliat Bnpoobliai Juid stopped Ibo ceremony i)<?nding anotber nrferenee to me. 
I again rc[>cat(jd that the act of ]iromoting Nana Saheb to a liigber office than 
that from wbicb lie bad Ixion disjiluced on the advice of* His Excelbmcy the Vice¬ 
roy and Govemop-General, wliicU they jirofessed to ,res])uct and obey, would be a 
direct mark of disrespect to His Excellency the Viceroy, and that it w^ould be 
regarded as such. Bapoobbai then argu(?d that the Mabaiaja was lefi to do as be 
pleased, and why this restriction about the ajipoint meat of Pritinidbi ? 1 ixqilied 
that- ihc MahoYaja might do as hcqileasod, but tliat if he did this, as conteniplat.ed, 
I sliould write a yofl to tlie effect tluit 1 considered it to have a nullifying eflbot 
upon His Excellency tlio Viceroy’s advice, 


S(,'0 ttbovr. 
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4 T)io Government oonld not infer from this passage that , you .restrioted jour 
communications to merely declining to r^gnize the |tfopoaod Britinidhi hy 
military honours. Whatever you may have intended by: thm, your observations to 
Bapoobhai clearly implied tJiat, if the Gaekwar were to appoint Nana Saheb to be 
Pntinidhi without your recognition, the act would bo regarded as a direct mark 
of disrespect to the Viceroy. Tliis communication constituted a very, senous 
threat to the Gaekwar, as nsgarded his conduct in a matter which, as yoh admit, 
was within his discretion, aD(l as such, it was disapproved by Government. The 
explanation now offered cannot be pronounced satisfactory. 


6, As regai-ds your opposition to the appointment of Mr. Dadabhai as Bewan, 
you have explaintid til*at tlu) Gaekwar being in a painful state f)f doubt consultetl 
you on the suljject; tliat you honestly gave your opinion tliat Mr. Badablmi 
wa'nted the ijwressiuy qualifications, “at the same time reminding His Highness 
“ of bis entke independence in tlu; matter.” 

6. Had you restricted yom* c^>nimunication to this effect they would have 
reoeived the full appnival of Government, but your reports show that you made 
otluir communications which were inconsistent with tin; Gaekwar’s itidependcn<Hi 

* V. 33. in the olioico or otherwist* of Mr. Badabliai. In your Report* No. 247 of 11th 
ultimo, when writing of an alleged attempt on the part of Mr. Badabhai. to secure 
to liiinstdf full power for cllecting refomis by a written agroenunit with the 
Maharaja, you stated that you informed tlio Gaekwai* that, as regards Uis High¬ 
ness signing an agi’eenieut to make over his lliami to anyone whatever, oxeoi)t 
the British Government, “ I looked ujxm tlic, very jn'c^posiil on Mr. Badahliai’s ])art 
“ as an offence against sovendgnty of the British Power.” Again as alremly 
t r. Be. quoted in pamgrupli 6 of tht‘ Government led,tor,t No. 25P. of 24th ultimo, in 
reft^rence to Mr. Badabhai’s snjqwseil ailvicii in the inattef of N. S. Khanvelkiir’s 
appointment, you observed, “that if this was the kind of reform His Highness was 
“ going to carry out under Mr. Badabliai’s administration, it could end only in one 
“ result, and that very sliortly.” 

7. But the clearest proof that you di<l not contoTn])latc the indejjendejice of the 
Gaekwar as i*egards the choice of Mr. Badabhai is to ho found in your letter to 

P.31. Government, No. 2G1{ of 16th August 1874 iu which you pn)tcstod against any 
recognition of Mr. Badabhai^s aj)pomtni(mt whiclx bad binm made on the part of 
Government. It does not appear to liavo occurred to you that by this prohjst you 
were igTioring the express orders of the Government of India, sinc(^ any Ministo 
would be in a false position if d(*nurt the customaiy roc50gnition on thi^ part of 
Government, 

% 

8. In conclusion, I am directed to statii that His Exeelloncy in Council hopes 
that you will S(je the propriety of abstaining from further discussion on these points. 


* No. 30P., dated Bombay Castle, 7th September 1874. 

« 

From Skcrjstary to the Govkrnaiext of Bombay, to Restuent at Baroda. 

^f.4o. I AM directed to acknowledge your letter No. 268A.§ of 31st August last, 
answering the request of this Government for an explanation of youj* having 
apparently disregarded their instrmjtions by communicating with His Jlighnoss 
the Gaekwar on the subject of the ladies of his family without previous reference 
to Government. 

2. His Exotdlcncy in Council rcgi*e.ts that he (iaanot accept your explanation as 
satisfactory. Having been directed by Qovenimtnit to make no communication to 
tins Gaekwar, or to tlui Burbar about any lady, except Her llighnc4?8 Rnkmalm**'. 
without pivsvious consultation with Qovernmwit, you made a communw^ation 
about all the ladies. Your emission to mention names in no way alters the lact 
of your direct disregard of the orders of Govenunont which did not admit of sucli 
misconstruction, * , i. 
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No. 3«2-122e of 1874 

From the Eesidbn'D, Bakooa, to the Sbicbbtabt to Govkrttmbnt, Foliiacal 

Department, Poona. 

f 

Sir, Baroda, 3rd November 1874 

In forwarding the accompanying Progress Report No. 1 of yesterday's 
date, which lias been drawn up by me in a<;cordance with the instructions oi His 
Excellency th(5 Viceroy and Governor-General as conveytsd in paragraph 11 of 
Government of India letter No. 15B6-P., flated 25th July last, I liavo honour to 
submit that the Report in question bo printed and that three copiers of the same 
may be furnished to me for use. 

2. I last night at 9 o'clock receiveck from the Durbar a xliarita for His Bxcel- 
lentsy the Viceroy and Governor-General, and one for His Excellency the Governor 
of Bombay. The former of those dtjcumeni-s (x)ntains matter of the most serious 
kind, which I will report upon as soon as possible. In the meantime I am induced 
to submit tliat the Report now forwarded be prinh^d, bciiause the Kliarita just 
referred to renders it necessary, I think, that it should be so. 

3. I shall be happy to correct the Press, if the work (an be expedited by my 
doing so. 

I have, &c. 

R. Phatrb, Colonel, Resident. 


No. 361-1225 of 1874. 


PuooiiKRH Repokt No. J. 

From Colonel U. Piiayke, C.B., UESiOENr, Bajioda, to the Secketaby to Govebnment, 

1\)litica] Department, Bombay. 

Snt, Baroda, 2nd November 1874. 

Advruttno to the lost clause of paragraph 11 of letter No. 1686P., dated 25th tiuly 
1874, from the Secretary to the Government of India to the Sc^ci'ctary to the Government of 
Bombay, in wlii<‘.h tlio Hcdidcnt is directed to watoli with care the progress of ilie reforms 
which the Gaekwur has been e.alled upon to initiate; and to report, for the information of 
Guvernilicnt, on such occasionH as lie may see fit, what progress lias be(5n inaile, or is to be 
hoped fur in carrying out the said reforms, 1 am res])ectfully of opinion that the time lias 
7 IOW arrived for me to submit to Governinent, in as brief and comprehensive a- shajie as 
possible, a sketch of the present situation at Baroda, showing— 

1st The authoritative advice already tendered to Ilis Highness the Gaekwar in accordance 
with bis Excellency the Viofjmy and Governor-General's instructions. 

2nd. The replies made by His lliglmess the Gaekwar with reference to the advice so 
tendered. 

3rd. A detailed summary of events, showing the substantial results obtained up to date in 
the several nmtliTs adverted to by His Excellency the Viceroy and Govcfuor-Gciieral. 

In order that this Report may Ihj presented to Governinent in as mothodicnl and compre- 
hensive a shajie a« jiossible, I have thought it desirable to arrange in separate parts the whole 
of ray remarks relating to each of the several heads of* advice adverted to by His ExcjcUeno}' 
the Viceroy and Governor-Geuend, which were separately recapitulated with marginal instruc¬ 
tions for my guidence by Uis Excellency the Governor of Bombay iu your letter No. 22P., of 
Gth August 1874. These parts will be numbered consecutively, and i shall conclude my 
Repi>rt by making such remarks upon the general subject of reform as may appear to me to be 
required* 

2. His Excellenoy the Vitieroy and Govenior-GencralV Kharita, dated 25th July last, was 

delivered by me to His Highness the Gaekwar in 
delivery of IIU ExcellTOcy the Viceroy’s person on the flrd August last; and from that date up 
Klmnta,dated2St nyi . present time 1 have, from time to time, us 

opportunity offered, l>eeu careful to impress upon His Highness, in the manner least distaste¬ 
ful 0: him, the aorious nature of the oominuulcation made to him, and of the necessity of effect¬ 
ing a tliurougU and lasting reform of his Government in those matters in which the Commission 
showed that the administration called for reform. 

In accordance with the instructions contained in Bombay Government letter No, 22l?,, 
dated Gth August 1874, 1 from time to time forwarded to His Highness separate Yads inviting 


hia aer'ious attention to the varloue important matters in the Government of India metruotlonSv 
Copies of these Yads and of the replies received frofc Ifm Highness the Gaekwar Itave been 
forwarded to Government. The fimt of these communications was addi'essed to the Durbar 
on tli /3 loth August 1874, and related to the dismissal of certain* prominent members of the 
old administration, including the Dewan Nana Sahib Khanvelkar. It is satiafactory to notice 
that this advii^ft was at once acceded to by the resignation of the officials referred to, and the 
Government, in their letter No, 25P., dated 24th August 1874, were pleased to acknowledge to 
His Highness the .Guekwar the prompt manner in wliicli he had caused the officers objected 
to, to resign their offices. 


PART r. 


GptKVANCES OP TIIK AGIllCtJL'nTftAL CLASSES. 


ri. On this subject I addressed the Durbar in three Yads, as follows 

(«.) Yiul No. 1482 of lltb August 1874 (C.2), advising Ills Highness the Gaekwar to 
]>roliibit the barbarous ]trocc9ees <*inployed for realizing the revenuo. 

(h.) Yad No. 1483 of 11th August 1874 (C.S), advising Hia Highness the Gaekwar to 
remove the cause of the difficuily now experienced in realizing the revenue, by a 
moderate and equitable land setth‘m<‘nt, riiid a faithful adliercnce to its ttwms in 
future; all future exactions of every sort or description being absolutely inter¬ 
dicted, and the (Continuance of such oppressive prafdicea on the part of the Durltar 
otricials being strictly forbidden. 

(c.) Yad No. 1781 C,!8 of Ifitli September 1874, advising His Highness the Gaekwar 
to take no aeet^ssion Nuzzuraim where tlier(' is a fixed land settlement. 

With reference to the first of the above Yads (0.2) I was informed that the matter had 
en'^aged the Durbar’s serious aUontion, and that a complete revenue rode would be jirepared 
as soon as iiussible, which would leiivi' no room for committing oppression.-^ Kn/c Durbar Yad 
1458 of 17th August 1874. 

With reference to the second Yad (0.3) the Durbar informed niv. in reply that the ten years 
settlement having expired iu imwt of tbc Mahals, a new and equitable settlement would 
forthwith be commenced.— Vida Durbar Yad dated 17th August, above referred to. 

With I’ofereiK'c to my third Yad (C.13) relating to the non-levy of accession Nnzzurana, th« 
circumstances under whicli this adviee was tendered to the Durbar, and the Durbar reply that 
tlie advice given would rct^cive attention, will he separately noticed hereafter, 

4. It will bo remembered that this class of eases, relating to the grievances of the agvicul- 
al classes, was amongst the most sorions of those investigated by the Commission. Hundreds 


liiral 


of representatives from caeli separate Mahal in th(> Gaekwar Stale were flocking to Haroda to 
give evidence, and the evidence of a large number was recordetl, which sub.stantially eunfirnied 
the ifo.neral allegations of oiipression, iSiC., that were made. The fin't result of tins In^'eatigation 




general allegations of oppression, 

was the issue of a Proclamation by His Highnek 
tils Hiplnu-ss’ Proclaiaatiou, 27il. Qaekwar, dated 27tli December 1873, inviting 


OommiK-sam Hoport Uih llijiflnHsa 

Mill April 1S74, • 


the 

viting all 

ryots having complaints to come fearlessly forward. 
At the same time tlie Resideney was closed to all petitioners, who were systematically referred 
to the Durbar. 

5. On the 11th April 1874 a copy of the Commission Report and proceedings was delivered 

. _ to His Highness the Gaekwar, and on the lUth April 

in n Kharita to JUs Dxeelloncy the Viceroy rind 
Ooveinor-Cieneral, acknowledging the same, His 
Highness a.ssnrcd His Excellency that “the I’eformH suggested by tin? Commission under 
“ jmvngraph 10 of their Itepori. have already engaged iny serious attention.” 

(i. On the 27th May 1874 I forwarded to Government, with my letter No. 152-553 of that 

date, three important petitions, which were received by 
Cmapliunis from Poiom Wuningjrur mu j>ost from ryots belonging to the ihittun Wurnuggur 

and Kiieiraloo Mahals, alleging the most serious 
opjwe.ssion that was then going on in o-.-rtain villages named. 

7. On the 8th .Tunc 1H74, with reference to tiic above letter, I reported to Government, by 

telegram, that large uumboM of ryots from the five 
T.iifw assembly of rj'ois nt lU'.wlency from northern districts Inul come to the Residency ; that I 
111 iiTgnnna!*. (ferlined on and had referrei them to 

' tha Durbar. 


8, On tlio 16th Jumj 1874,1 forwarded fo Government niy Administration Report for 

.l873-?4, with its confidential occompaniraenU In the 

lil.»uU.u, . Ad.mu„.mUDn Iteport, 1873-,4. j j 

graph 11), that, at the close of the Coinmisaiott I had received 1,385 petitions, most of which 
were from tin; agricultural classes, and that nip to the date of the Report 296 more bad been 
recMYcd. 



9. On Iho 17th June 1874 1 forwarded to Government a petition received by pest from 

_ } certain ryots of the Nowsnri Pu^unna^ complaining 

Nowsari Uyou. obstruotcd in cultivating the laud, a large 

proportion of which wae lying waste, but that the i^owcara would uot lend thorn money to taxo 
it up and satisfy the demands of the Durhiir. ' 

10. On the 8th July 1874 I forwarded to Govornment a petJlion from tlio Patels of the 

,, , - vilhige of Mogrcc of tlu^ Pitland Purguuna, complain- 

iMogree Kyotn, 1 i|lau . MoliHuls Were in»itosed on them by His High¬ 

ness the Oackwar to compel them to come to Baroda, wliithcr they liud been summoned by 
Messrs. Dadabhai Nowrojee and Nari'aycnbhai, and that thci'o they were forcibly compelled to 
sign a paper which had been previously prepared directing the pelitiomirs to cease from 
performing the functions of Patels. It is alleged that this action was taken by the Durbar to 
punish the pctitioucrH for the part whicli they had taken in representing to tlie Commission 
^llu? grievances of their village : thus infringing the 
a tation con raiy o n ib i roc nmn ion. proclaumtion already adverted to aS having been issued 

fifr the protcctiori of hand fide complainants. 

11. On the Util July 1874 I forwarded to Government, by telegram, information that 

certain cultivators from ihu Wurnuggur and Beesnug- 
KurDistricts wer. .Icserting tl.eir lands; that 2.000 
cultivators were said to have (jolJected at the Gackwar 
village of Goonja, for reasrms to he Hiilw(*(|ucntly stated, and that cultivators from the Kheiraloo 
and Bcejapoor Malyds wlicrc said to be emigrating to the Maheo Kanta and Piuntej Districts. 

I also stated that Mr. ICazco IShahboodin was on the spot, and that the assigned cause ibr the 
emigrati(»n alluded to was the iion-confirination of certain pvtauiscil remissions. On the Kith 
•Inly, in continuation this telegram and j>rcviou 0 comiimnicationH, 1 forwarded to Government 

with letter No. 202-728 of that instant, copy of a 
petition received from the Patels of Pchtj Purguuna, 
Pitlaud, remarking that the niattcr alleged in the said petition appeared to indicate that the old 
]M'a<^tice of extorting iigrccinchts had been resumed by liis Highness the Gackwar in a spirit of 
retaliation entirely opposed to the }»roclamation issued by mo under the authority of the Baroda 
Inquiry Commiaslon.— Vide Appendix D. to their Report. 

12. On the ICtli July, in continuation of my letter of the 13th idem, I forwarded to Govorn- 

, meat copies of two further petitions from the represen- 

Kl...niH.ora and Hyud Wa»..a 
111 the Baroda Purguuna, remarking that apjiarently no 
measures of reform had up to date been instituted by the pi'Csent administration in the Revenue 
Di'partincnt of the ( jackwar State. 

1.3. On flic 17lh idcm*l received from Government ietier No. 4041, dated 15th July, 

inl'onidiig me that Government awaitoil my Report on 
tlic subject of my Udegram of the 11th instant. This 
Ropox't I submitted to Govennnent in my letter 
No. S414-753, dated 23rd .Inly 1874, whii h was to the following effect:-That the cultivators 
from Wunuiggur. wlio w'ere reported to Imvo IcI’t their village and have gone to the Gaekwar’s 
Mcliwasoc village of Goonja, ctime to Baroda to coiuphiiu ; and, not htwim/ been h'stened (o by 
the Darhai'i they came to the Residency : but that* I had deeiined to see themf and had advised 
their votxirn to the Mahals at once, which ad\ic(5 they followed. That, in congeqncncc; ol their 
departure, I had not been able to take down their statements, but that their casi^ was substan¬ 
tially ns follows, viz.: That a large number of cultivators in the Wurnuggur district, after 
being induced tp pay up arrears of assessment amounting to 12 annus In the rupee, on the 
understanding that the remaining four annas would bo remitted, were informed by the 
Wahivutdar, as soon us their seed was in the ground, that the remaiuipg four ainms would be * 
exacted. Wh('reu])on a large body of men, said to aumunt in number to 2,000, decamped in a 
body to the Mohwasoe village of Goonja, which is situated lietweeii Wurnuggur and Beesnugger, 
close to the Mahcc Iviuita border, and placed thciu-sclvcs under the protection of the Mtdiwasce 
Patois of that village. 

14. 1 mentioned to Government that I liad questioned the Dewaii Nuua iSahcb on the 
subject and was iiilbrmed by him that the assembly of Wurftuggur ryots at Cbwnja was true, 
but that the numbers had l)eon exaggerated.' 1 couiinciitcd upmi this atlmissioii as un iinpor(ant 
on(!, because it afforded reliable evidence, that a naturally quiet and peaceable race oJ people 
Imd been driven to throw themselves on the protection ot the Meliwasee Girassia eleiiiont, 
which, it is well known, would tight for any one who churned their protection under circum¬ 
stances which tlicy believed to be oppressive. 

25. at the same time, submitted to (iovonmiont copy of a jiGtltion from the reiircsentatives 

of the Boesnuggur ryots, alleging certain serious nets 
Inactivity of the new adminirtraiion. Oppression, which it was stated had been reported to 

Mr. Kajioe Shaliboodin, who gave no reply, and to Mr. Dadabhai Nowi’ojcc, who did nothing. 

• Norn.—The Government will roraember that this course was systematically followed by me from 
the departure of the Commission up to about 3 weeks ago, when 1 was forced to interfere, owing to the 
repeated assemblies of large numbers of this class near the Residency. 


l€. ItSneluded by eipwesii^ the oonviotion that there could be no ddubt-regarding the 
g^rni spirit ofdiswatent whioh gtiJl oontintted to manifest itself amongst the agricultural 
clttflses in the Gaekwar districts generally; owing to the same causes as were found by the 
CoinniisHi.>n to exist, brightened by the spirit of retaKation which had since been mamfeated 
towards ti)em by the Gaekwar district officials. 

17. On the same date I forwarded to Goyernment, with my letter No, 216-^758, copies of 

of No«»ri.«! Kh«ge. Mat,). ccrtuu. TyoU residing in the vUlageB 

^01 Auramu in Nowean and Grotree in the Khangef^ 
Mahals. The first petition alleged that the petitioners were subjected to serious oppression by 
the Durbar Kamdur and Mahal VVahivutdar. That the old settlement of their viilage having 
expired, they could get no new settlement made ; that they had petitioned the Sir-Sooba ana 
Mr. Dadnbhai on the subject, and were first informed that, as their ptition was not written on 
starai>H(l pajjor, nothing could be done; and, in reply to ii petition subsequently made on 
Htami»ed paper, weresnfttrmed that the matter should be reported to the Sooba who had himself 
referred them t(» the Durbar. * 


18. The second petition alleged that promises had been made to petitioners, Uiat if they 

1 VJ I 1 fujoi paid up the old assessment Government would see what 

KhuiiKC** Mahal alJegra breach ot imtli. u i i i. i 

I'ediictions could be made; the whole assi^ssmcnt was in 

conwKiuouco paid up, but many ol' the oultivatorH are not j)ermitled to cultivate; that four of the 

Tutelw had been thrown into confinement,and the ryots were ordered to pay assessment m exfeai^ 

oi' the old rates. 


111. On the 15tli August 1874 some 20 persons residing in the village of Hurnee, Khangee 
Ktangoe Mahal. “' /he Rcaidcncy and were at once 


the Durhar. 


told that they shunld po and represent their cumplamt to 


The i)etitionerft represented that the Wnhivutdar was oppressing them to pay up four onnas 
in the rupee of arrears. That ihey had represented their case to Mr. Dadabhui and Kazoo 
Sbahboodin without any redress being obtained. They also represented that certain persons 
of their village had boon iJl-treiitcd and iiiiprifloned the day pi-eviously for not supplying certain 
articles tliat were required to be given gratis on the occasion of the ex])ected visit of His 
Higbiu^ss the Maliamja. 

20. As having an intimate connection with the general subject of tlic grievances of the 
, ’ ^ agricultural cla8B(*s, it will be remembered lhat His 

Arreain of Gadcr Ni«*ui*anii. - n \r • t* i i* 

' Excellency the Vicu^roy, in Government ot India, 
letter No. 1686P. of 25th July 1874 to the Government of Bombay, .unougst other measures, 
recommended by the Commission, which tJie Uesident was direcled U> advise His Highness the 
Gaekwar to adopt, made special allusion to tlic acjcession Nuzzurana lax which His Highness 
the Gaekwar was advised not to take where there was a fixed land settlement. 


21. Widi reference to this advice, I was directed by Bombay Government, letter No. 221'. 
of 6th August 1874 to lake no action on this advice pending furlher orders. • 


22. So numerous, however, were the compiaints which were constantly being received by 
.. „ me regarding the <5ontinucd oppression in connection 

Comi)tmiWr.Bar.lmK(maerNu/zu^^^^^^ with this tax that I found it necessary to address to 

Govenuuent a letter. No. 271-822 of 3Ist August 1874, hi the post.^cript to which I brought 
.,, „ to notice that utiduly sevoi'c measures were being taken 

* 1 in the Kurree an.l Put.tuii Purgunniw to collect the 

arp(tai*ri <t f fh« (Tadee Nuzzurana or accession tux ; with roforonce to which i solicited eiirlv 


arrears of the (.Tudee Nuzzurana or accession tux ; with roforonce to which T solicited early 
* ordeifi ulMiut oilviwing His lligbm^ss tho Gae.kwar not to levy acoessitm Nuzzurana when* thoro 
was a fixed land settlement. 


211. In contiuiialioii of this letter on tho 2nd September 1874, I ro})ort.od to Govorement in 

^ iny letter, No, 274-929 of that date, that T Imd received 

Political Atrcnt, lewa an . otmmiunication from tlio Political Agent, Hewn ICniita, 

comphiining of tho forcible moans adopt^*d by th(; Durbar to recover tho iirrenrH of 'Gadeo 
Nuzzurana from certain Rewa Kauta subjects holding SulsMiieo lands in a border vilhige 
belonging to His Highness the Gaekwar, and requesting me to move tlio Durbar to put a stop 
to thm. ” I again solicited early orders n'garding tho propriety of issuing authoritative advict* to 
the Durbar on the subject. 

24. In continuation of my letter of tho 2nd September, I reported to Government in my 

letter No. 279-945 of the 7th Sfjptember, that I had 
T^-voiiu.* compWuts from Purjrumins rejmrding fey po^t HOVoral wtitions from Patels and ryots 

CO uMurniia. of the Pdrgunnas of Puttun, Wurnuggur, Kurree, and 

Pitlaud complaining of the opjiresaive «3opted. by the Gaekwar Government to realize 

the arrears ol'the Gadee Nuzzurana. Und^ thd^ circUinstances I again solicited enrly orders 
as to the action w^uch I sliould take upon His JjJxcellency the Viceroy and Governor General^s 
advice to His Highness the Gaekwar to take i|o accession Nuzziurann where there is a fixed 


AttihorhAtivo advice given regarding Gadec 
Ntuumraua. 


26^ Ofl ^he 16th September I received a Govepuiaent; BoHoIutionj No. 5376 of.l4th S^temher 

in which I was directed to commnnif^te to.HHiffi 
neaa the Gaokwar authontative advice in the matier oi' 
the accession Nuzxurana in accordance with the orders 
of the Government oi* Imha^ viz.^ that he should take no accession Nuzaurnna where there is a 
fixed land assessment. 

26. in accordance with these instruotions I, on the 16th September, addressed a Tad to the 
Durbar to the required effect. 

27. As reported to Government in paragraph 3 of my letter No. 316-1100 of 7th October 
1874, 1 spoke to the -Minister, Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojue, on the subject in conseqaenoo of my 
receiving no reply to the Yad above referred to and as the complaints of the ryots continued, 
he then informed me that the subject was under disous!>ion, and that it might have a very bad 
pulitical effect were it to be u<linittod to the people that the Ga<lee Nuzzuraria would not 
positively l>e o(»Uoctcd. lie therefore proposed to enter it into the accounts us outstiinding 
balance’’ (Baki). I mfonned Mr. Dadabhai that I could have nothing to do with the private 
arrangement referred to, and that all I had to do was to advise Ilia llighnoas not to collect the 
lax in accordance with tlm advice of Ills Excellency the Viceroy. 

28. Finding, however, by the 23rd Septcmibor 1874 that, no order had bc^*n issued by tiic 

Dukar and that pressure was still being put on the ryots 
Septemher jn connection with the tax, I OH tliiit date addressed to 

the Durbar u Yad in which 1 infonntMl them that tin* 
nearly a. month jaist written petitions lia<l been i(;ceived by me? through the post from tl»c 
Furgiiruuui of Puttuu, Wimuiggur, Kun ee, Pitlaud, Beesnuggur, Khciraloo, complaining 
of the oppression to which they were subjected, by M<»1 jhuIs and other means, to pay up tljc 
balance* of the accession Nuzzumna still flue. T tluTeforc again invited Hi« Plighnesa’ attention 
to the autlioritative advice; of GoveTiiujent convoyed in my Yads above (quoted. 

2t). On the 24tb St^pftnnber. 1 again had a conv(‘r»atum with Mr. Dadabhai on the subject, 
in which he repeated the same argmne.iits that, he had previously luscd, viz., that it might havi; 
a had i)olitical (;ff(‘ct were it publicly admitted that the (ladee Nuzzurana would be i*cmittc<l 
under the pressure of Government. 1 replied to Mr. Dadabhai the same as before, saying, 
that T was instructed to tender the advice which 1 had offered, ami that though anxious in 
every way to uphold Uis Highn(;.s8’ legitimate authority, I was not at liberty to qualify that 
advice in the manner suggested. 

30. On the 27th Septeud^er I received from the Durbar the following Yad iu reply to 

. , . ,r. 1 mine of the 16th idem, conveying the authirt*itative 

W'riiu*n ivuly iwotvoiHrmii Ok; Diirlmr , . -t* n -ir* 

advice oi TIis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor 

General:— 

‘‘Kesidcncy Yad, No. 1731 (0.13), of 16th Sc[)tcml)cr 1874, about the non-levy of accession 
tax wherever there is a fixed assessment, has been received. In reply, w<‘. beg to state timt 
th(5 advi(*e given will receive; attention.’* 

31. On the same date 1 receivcal from the Durbar another Yad in reply to mine of the 

23rd September 1874, alluded to above, relating to 
r.fWabvrrir,r™ "i-ningcmente ivhich it was proposed to make for 

. ^ the ryots uf Kurree, Puttun, &c., &c. In this Yad 

the Durbar expressed their satisfaction that the people who came to the Residency were 
referred to the Durbar, but nllejrcd that some of the persons had not appeared there. „Tiicy 
also stated that the cases of those who (fid vome were pnyperly eiuf uired into. 

32. On the 28th idem largo numbers of agricuUurists again assembled at the Kcsidcucy 
gates, and ns I^luid repeatedly referred them ito the purbar, where they doclnrcd tlujy could 
not obtain any reply, 1 resolved to take down their statements, and T forwarded them to the 
Durbar with my Yad, No. 1798, of that date. 

33. In this Yad, after (Numerating all the correspondence which liad previously tiik(m place 

« V , 1 u the subject, I brought to Ilis Highness* notice; 

Ucsitluiirv Yad No. I?.*!! (CMS) ol 16tti .i . xi i * /■ _ ‘x* - I u >1 K 

U'nih«'r tidvlHing not to levy GiuIkIi Nujsmrana. taat on the day oi yyritmg 1 had been again imp()r- 

liiwidcucy YikI No. 1771, datc.d a.lrd Sepk-mber. tuned by large numbers of agnciiltunsts regarding tlm 

burbur Yml» Nos. J691 jmd 1692, dated 27th collection of the accession tax, and bad taken down 

X 'ptember 1H74.* etatements of the leading man, muned Keywal 

Purrihotum, Patel of the villagt; of Panchotc, Purgunna Kurree, who stated that about (.iglit 

llM Excclkmcy the Viceroy and Goveruor- <>1* J^outUif ago foot MohsuU were iiupohud at his 

Gcneml’K Kharita of 2 dth Juiy 1874 vhh do- village ill connection with the Gadee Nuzzurana tax, 

UveKdtf>HiBUighiimontlH.-3rdAu)?n«tl874. Mohsuls they had to j«iy about iU 70, 

but that they were afterwards removed; ho further stated tliat since the Intier pari, of Auyust 
l(iMt,Jive SowdTH and four foottnen had again been posted as Mohsuis at his village in order to 
procure the payment of the balance of acoesaion tax which amounted to Ks. 2,000. The 
do[>onont greatly complained of the additional expense incurred by these Mobstds, which 
amountedi as he alleged, to no less than Rs. 108-12-0 per mensem, the details of whioh were 
furnished for the infonnatlon of His Highness the Gaekwar. The deponent further stated 
that besides being incessantly dunned for payment by these Mohsuis they were threatened 


\,Ti>reai" of tW. Mturc, affeotins *0 c».to of with impriBomnent in it cage with Dhew if tliey reftised 
rciipoetabic pcrHORB, were frv(|ueiHiy compbM to pay Up. Deponent further stated that ho and many 
of' othnrA fi'om liu vUlngo had represented (heir grievances 

to the Wnhivuldar of Kuvrec, who, aflor importuning them ,to pay up the arrears, and refusing 
to listen to anything what they had to say, threw eleven of^tlicm into prison. The deponent 
I)vo(!ce<lcd to add that ho and two of hia villagers thereupon proceeded to JBaroda and waited 
upon Mr. Kazee Shahboodin, with whom they obtained an interview, and were informed that 
tlie arrears of accession Nuzzurana must he pait/, and that if they would u^ee to pay, they 
should be allowed a reasonable time. Under theec, circumstances the petitioners, J informed 
Ilia Highness, had conic to me, and I suggested that should the allegations made bo found to 
he correct, Ilis Highness would do well to take immediate steps to give substantial effect to' 
His Exc^ency the Viceroy and Governor-GeneraVs advice regarding the non-levy of this 
tax. 

34. On the 1st October another large assembly of the ryots took place at the Residency 
gates, and on this occasion 1 confronted them all with Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee when he paid 
his usual visit ou that day, T at tlic same time hand<*d to him a statement showing roughly 
who the petitioners were and what were their claims. This statement, which was given at 
length in my letter to (iovernineni, No. 31()-1100, of 7th October 1874, paragraph P, pru- 
niineiitly draws attention to the ibllowing grievances;— 

Jst, Refusal hy Durhar village authorities to allow the crops to be cut. 

2n(]. Demand made for the security of two So>\cars (bankers) for n/rcars and current year’s 
revenue. 


3rd. IiK'reasc of Sulamec tux hy short, ?>., fraudiilojit inensuremcnts. 

4th. That in eonHCf|ucnce of the obstructions above uieiilioncd their crops were being ruined 
and carried offby thieves. 

Titli. That they have represented their <*{ise to thi^ Duibav, but could obtain no redress. 

With reference to this complaint J was ini’ormed verbally by Mr. Dadabhai Nowciijce that 
the petitioners had been allowed to cut their e.rops. 

35. On the 2ud October 1 received a reply from ilu^ Durbar to my Yad, No. 1798, dated 
r.„Iy ahom Kunec. 28th Scptcinbor (eec purafrrai.li 32 above). The 

iJurbar alleged tliat ii the rcjtroscutations made to me 

It offtirml long after I luul tciiUeml the (Jit- regarding the imjiusition of Molisuls he correct, such 
venimeiit nrtviee. reprcscntulions Imd rcfenmcc to a time preceding the 

Nota-Caw -f <l,e I)„rh„r Ya.I ac.cpimR an-anffcincnls wl.icl, ll.e narbiir state;! that they had 
ic given ill |Ktrugt'n|>li ao abovi*. tVoni which made Jii tlioir lad, No. 1(>91 ol 27ili *!>cptcinber 1874, 
it win he Hiicn that im urnmgeniont« ore n f.md hi rcjdy to my Yad of IGth idem conveying th(^ autho- 

ritative advice of His Excellency the Viceroy. 

The Durbar also alleged lliat tlu; rc]>re.srnhdlons maile to me by tlie j>etitl(mcrs that they 

Notr l,y c.r,.r,.l <''>^>>>‘'‘1 »>> interview with Mr. Kape, yhalihoodin. 

niqniry into ihi.8 pomt, I hclii'vf lhat th<‘htftti*- and liml been iwormcd by liiin tJiat tJiey wouhl Imvc 
ment made to me by the petitioners is snhsfaii- to ]>av the arrears of (radoc Nuzzuranri were not 
tially envet, 

,3ft. On the 5th October Mr. Dadabhai came specially to thn Residency after his usual visit 
to ask Ui(A to giv(; n, Ihirwana for local troops of the Gackwar to jirocoed to Pitluud, as dis- 

UiMturbanns in ilu- (iaeUwar rurgmuni nf Inrhaiices hiul broken out there. T granted the retiuircd 
l*itlau(f. Pnrwana lor 100 infantry and 25 sowars, wliich were 

despatched on the same ovening. 1, at, tlie same tiim*, addressed llic Magistrate of Kairii, 
informing liint of the despattdi of troops, and reque.'^ting information regarding the alleged 
disturhanccs, in which, 1 was informed Hy Mr. Dadabhai, certain Dritish subjects from the Kaira 
District. w(irc concerned. 


.37. On the following day 1 received a formsd Vad rmin the Durbar ndating to the dia- 
turlwmeos in rjiicstion, stating that alHuit 50 armed men from the Ilritisli District of Mata wont 
to the (lackwar village of Mangrole to creab* a difturhance, hut that no collision actually took 
jiinco; pitnilarly that the (hudvwar ryots, who had emigrated to British villages, weni in the 
habit of coming into (hickwar territory to remove their crops. The Durbar, therefore, re¬ 
quested that communications might i>o made t«' the Magistrate of Kaira to put stop to these 
]»roceodhigs, ■ 

.38. In reply to thi.-> representation I, on the same date, addressed the Durlmr a Yad, saying 
that 1 laid issued the Pass for the infantry and sowars as rctjoc.-^b'd, but that with regnrtl (o 
the causi's of thi^ di6turbaue(*, wliich were alle ged have ernnnatod jiartly from British districts, 
I had called for information from the roUectof and Magistrate. 1 at the same time invited 
the serious atleutioh of His Highness to the corrcppondcncc relating to rimilar disturbances 
in tiie Pitlaud District of His Htghncs.s, which had boon going on since April 1873, all of 
whicli tended to show that the KoU:» of the Pitlaud District were the real cause of the 
dletiirbances in question, which bad arisen from widespread discontent caused by the Local 
Revenue arrangements of Hm llighue«s’ Govomtuent. 1 at the same time furnished His 
IjlgUness with a complete list of tlic coiTcsporidencc referred to, extending from April 5th 

ICJ*! lOil. 1 o*fO'*1... __ il*' ;_ aJ...x . 1... aI-- 



Baroda Commiesion. CopioA of the Durhnir Yad referred to> and my reply, were <|ct 

the eame time iWwarded fur the iarormatian of the Ma^strate of £laira, am] nlao to Oovemtiaent 
in pamgrapfas U and 15 of my letter, Na 316-1100 of the 7tlj October 1874. 


30. Again, in continuation of tbg same subject, I on the 16th October 1874 nddretteed to Ooverti* 
TOpnt copy of a Yad which 1 had written to the llurbar regarding the unhcttlod state of ntTairs in 
Htland. With this Yad 1 forwarded to tlic Durbar a serious statemont feigned by 17 or 18 
representative Patels of the Fitlaud Purgunna, setting forth that, althotigli tlicy wore burdened 
with excessive taxation, they were suhjoctod to the expense and annoyance of an orgtuiized 


PorcrnTTin 


lOilivIliVJll 


tHtlvlillvMl' 




dear account of the manner in which they hod been subjected to successive increased t^ation 
including Gadoo Nuzzurana during the last ten years. With reference to this, 1 t>emlod out to 
Goremment, in pun^pn^h 3 of my letter referred to, that the questitms at i8!>>uo did not refer 
primarily to re-assessment, the settlomcnt of which required u reaeonahlo tiiuo, hut to the 
oolleotton of arrears of faxes, which had been already commented upon and condemned by the 
Commission, by means of an oppressive system of MohsulH. 


40. It will also bo seen, by referring to the ntateroont, that the petitioners allege us one of 
their main grievances that they are unable to procure a settlement of tlieir accounts for the last 
ten years, and that they have reason to believe that could they do so no arrears would bo fouud 
to be duo by them; hence the nuiisually oppressive character of the excessive MohnnlH that had 
been hea))e<l UMn them, causing both heavy pecuniary loss, and sucli intolerable annoyance us 
drove them to leave their villages and come to Baroda 

41. It will be seen from the accompaniments to my letter to Government, No. 330-1138, 
dated 16th October, under reference, that the petitioners in this case state that they have 
frequently represented their grievances to the Durbar Hiucc the departure of the ComiuiBsioii 
from Barodu, and that the petition annexed, dated 16th,Innuary 1874, was presented by them to 
the Maharaj himself, by whom it was given to Mr. Dadabhni, and that the second petition, dated 
2Kth August 1874, was presented to Mr. Xuzee Khaliboodin by the Mooktyar, Motibhai 
Dayabbdi. 


42. On the 19th of October T forwarded to (iovernraent, with my letter No. 339-1154 of 

tliat date, a {>etition from the representatives of the 
»»ll 08 ur, rurgunua of 6 villages in the Bullesur l»urgunna of the 

® Nowsari District, stating that the Wuhivutdars named 

Govind Necha and Mukunjee Govindjec demand from tlieni three-fourths of the current year's 
nssesHment in advance; and, in order to cump(d them to ])ay it, the said Wuhivutdars do not 
allow their cattle to go out to graze, or to have access to the ordinary watering places. Daily 
Mohsuls arc snid to he placed on them, and four annas is levied from each of the petitioners to 
pay them. If the Mo1i<pu1s are not paid, ])ctitioncrs' clothes and household utensils arc taken 
away. They complain that I ho asaessmeut for the previous year wvw nWirfr/in an oppressive 
manner, and that it was with great diOiculty tlint they could commence cultivation for the 
current year. Under these circumstjinces they state that it is uttcrl}' imposeiblo to ^lay in 
advance three-fourths of the assessmelit as demanded. The petitioners further state that their 
rice crops have been damaged by the scarcity of the after-rains, that their difficulties are increased 
by the practice of the Durbar officials selling their carts and bullocks to realize arrears. The 
nsHcssutont is stated to be extremely exorbitant, and,'owing to tlio oppression committed by the 
Kamdars, petitioners have been reduced to penury, their children remain unmarried, and their 
credit with the Sowcars has been dcAroycd. 


43. It will be been that in substance this petition is similar in character to the stateibenls 

r,rf.li.r.HiaVomn,.-.iouli..por.,A,.,,™,UxK.. l.y ropreecntotives from the sainu 6 yillngca «t 

fces 2S. ao, ao, and 65, Schedule IL AIho Ap- Ihc time ot tho Baroda inquiry LominiSbion Jhe 
Ddiz A.,ieniarkfbr ('omniiHSJon on ca-^o 65, petition under n’efcrcnct* 1 forvvanlcd to Ills ilicbuOHK 


oafces s 

mwlix A.,ieniarkfbr ('omniiHSJon on ca-^o 65, petition under n’efcrcnct* 1 forvvanlcd to Ills iligliUOHK 
Schwlulo II. (iackwar for consideration with my Yad No. 1162, 

dated 16th October 1874, which was an aeeorapaniment to my letter to Government of the 19th 
idem, above referred to. 


:1u'<ltt]0 11. 


44. On the 20th Octo))cr the annual Dussera festival took pJa<-c; a serious manifestation of 
discontent amongst tho Sirdars and military classes imd made itscK' apparent during the few 
preceding days, which circumstance will reeoivc duo notice under the proper head further on. 
Amongst tho most dangei*ou8 of the adherents of the Sirdars, as prominently noticed by the 
Baroda Enquiry CommisBion, are the Sindccs and Arabs, many of tiu* t(>nncr of whom have, 
under the encourngenicnt of their Sirdars, taken to peaceable ociuipations an ciiltivatorH in 
certain villages of tlio Baroda, Kheiraloo, and Ullursoomba ^fahals. These men enjoy most of 
their lands on somewhat more favourable tenns than eommoii cultivators, on the ground that 
they have performed military service for the Slate, and nro a chips dcbirablc to propitiate. They 
also own 12 villages in tho Baroda Purgunini, which have been purchased by their aucohtors, 
and in on the footing of ordinary alienated land. 

45. From the Sindees residing in these villages, I have received a petition comphiining that 
they have been subjected to a tax known as the Inam Committee Tax, which was drat imposed 
on alienated land by His Highness Khnndcrow, but which is alleged to have Wen specially 
remitted in the ram of these petitioners, for sorvices rendered by Jiis Highness Xlumderow 
himself, whoee origixud order tho petitioners produce. They added that that tax with othei-i 
had been Again imposed by the present Goekwar, and that their crops were not allowed to bo 


ctit> and that they were eubjected to the same oppression as has been so lye^uenily detiuled Jof 

‘ o&ers> , 

46. Considering: that the petition was one of great imp^taao^, ospedklly at thu preseAt 
jmictiiro when overt dgns of disoontent had been already inanifested, I addressed the Durbar a 
Yad dated 20th Outober earnestly pointing out that if the fuots stated in the petition were true, 
ihc most serious obstaoies were boing plaoed by tbo Durbar in the way of giring substantial 
oflfeot to His ExccUeney the Viceroy ana (.lOvemor-Geiicrars advice, and to Hia nighnesH the 
Uackwar’s own promises, so often repeated regarding it. 

47. It should be added tJiat the f)etitionerB iiflirm that they had made repeated petitions Oh 
tbo subjeot of their grievancoH to Dadabhai Kowrojec, and that he gave them no redress, 
although one of their Sirdarn md ibidr Karkoun frequently attended upon him to represent 
their case. • 

48. On tlie 22nd instant, whon Mr. Diidsbhia called upon me, I specially brought to his notice 
the oaHC of the hindpe^ referred to, whon lie assured me that until yostordity, when sent up with 
a note from the llesident, he had heard nothing of their cuho. 

41h It ib right, howover, to add that the petitioners allege that they have submitted by post 
to Mr. Dadnbluii several petitions, for the last of which, forwarded in a registered pat'kot undei' 
date tlio 7th Oetoher 1874, they produce u p<»Mt office receipt. 

50. Rofen’iiig to p«nigra]>hs 42 ami 43 simtve, about 75 ryots eiune fromtho Now^sori Pmgiiniia 

Fiirthor (omplaintt. thrni the Nowsari J*ur- to eomplaiii to tllcDuilwr aUmt the 16tli of OotoUtr 
^mnii 1874, and haviiii* failed 1(» obtaiu sixtiriactory mlress, 

they upjioared ut the UcMdoncy on the 23rd idem. Tl'oii st.itemonf was jorwiirdod by mo to 
His HighiiCM^ the Uaekwm- for consideration with iri^ Vnd No 2019, diitoil 2r»th October 1874; 
and eopiCH of both that Yad and tht aeoomjmmiiig •statement wire sidmutted t<» (bivermneid 
with iny loUei No 353-1199 of 1874, dated 27tli Oetobei 1874 ^ 

Tlxe statement in question ii’preMads tla* eondition <iflhc pttilioueiv to lie rather worse than 
it was when they complained liofore the Bmoda Enquiry (hanmission hist year, Prohibition to 
ent their <roj»s, whicli are nowiipe; <*xeossi>e mohsulling ; iidnsjdoji the pari of the Dnrlmr 
to 'leltlc their aoeounts for the hist 10 years, and instead therwif m demand to jaiy iqi aHajTeats 
ill fidl, and to furnish SowoarV secuiity for the current y<ar’-' a'‘sehsmeiit, c^MiMfitnle tlicii limne- 
diittc and pM'-^sing grie\aneC'^ in common with the othei Pingnnnas of tin* Gsnkwar State 
specified above This statcmotit was sigmsd by 20 represent at ivi's of the District. 

PART IJ.* 

Grikvanckb or tuk Sirdiuis AiJi) MiLirAin Clakhfjs. 

51 It will be remcmbci*ed that in thi'* class of eases forty complainants wciv examined by the 

» f'n/r Appmhv F ot the BwwUi CoimniRsion Baiwla ComniisMoii, iind that other coiujdaiuHnt^* weiti 
Report in attendance, whose leases wore not cnquii’cd into, 

because if was considered that a Miffieienf amount of evideiicje liad been adtlncf‘<l to establisb the 
gutu>nd truth of the gi’icvances adduced, and also to entitle all petitioners in this eljish to separate 
enquiry ant] redress at the lu’ojar time. 

52. The opinion recorded by the (hinuuission u|K)n tliis groiij) of cast's {•* as follows:— 

“Tlie uuccitaiiity of service ami liability to snmmaiy dismissal, without Hjiecial caiM' or r(a«.t)n, 
to wliicb these classes appear to have Is'cn subject at the hands of jirevious (4aehw«rs, hnvt* been 
seriously aggi’avatotl since the accessitni of the prcsciil Chief by llic wholesale reductions he has 
curricil out mnongM them within n t‘oni])arati\ely Iniif pcihi6. geuemlly in an arbitrarv manner, 
and, aft regartK the toUoweis and tIejH'nd,lilts of liis ]>icdccessoi, rather apparently in a hpirit ol 
Imte JUid vengeance than fi-oin a Icoling of State nece-sity’’ , 

• 53. Referruig to this opinion of flic (.'ominisslon. Hi" Excellency the Viceroy direettsi, in 

paragmpb 9 of letter No. 1586P. of 25tlu»luly 1874 from the Secietiiry to Government of India 
to the Secretary to Government of Uoinbny, that the Gai'kwav should be udvisisl, in eoiisultation 
with the Jtcftideut, to fmme rnnne gcneial rules foi ailoption in giving effect to «uch reductions 
in future which will enBiU*c their iieing can-iid out with dm* consideration to the claims of th(' 
jwrtieH concerned, and will prevent the wMindal ami risk that must attend the Midden deprivation, 
without compensation oi other jmoision of any suit, of huge numbers of old or hereditary 
military .servants, of the service on uhich tliey .we wholly dependent for the means of 
sulisistcnce. 

54 "With reteivnce to those iiiHtruoth>nb of His Excellency the Vieei-oy, I was directed, in 
Bianlmy (fovcinmcnt letter No. 22P. of Rth Auguftl 1874, to note that this dir<‘ctiou pointed 
exclusively to the cstablifthment of proper ndcs under whicli the future opt'rafions of the J)urhiir, 
foi ivducing their militaiy expenditure, are to 1 m* oanit'd out, 1 was Inrthev directed that it 
po'ised by any of those whom the Comnjission held to hayi* liccn unjustly treated, to obtain 
i^ira|K'nsation for tliem, 1 was to ai>ply for instructions before making any authoritative lepre* 
sentntion, whicli would not jn-ecluile friendly suggeHtionH lor an equitable settlement. 

55. The advice above referred to was tendered to the Durbar in my Yad No. 1502C.7, of 
12th August 1874, which formed an accompiftimtet to my letter U) Government No. 254-854 
of I2th August 1874. 

58 In re])ly to my Yad (J.7, I was intbrmetb by Durbar Yad No, 1460 of 17th Auguflt 
ilmt ittforniatiou bad to be ooDectod and that the Durbar would cumi^uiiicate their vmwi 


ttet.itto b|Mft fl® of fi)^ Ap^t j^efi^l enquitj h^y iie.f'^ tiji 
idibat^^^d tae rM^ 6f; ai]{^ been 8till>iijL^^. to e^nbli^ l^ of die pjpiubn 

<^Mtaed by the Cbmtjitiuubn the gep^' »[»de %i '^ 

^etbot Qttbkwar, Viz. rthai tbey lieVb been madb.ralb^ In e^t of h^e and Tet^eanee l^ran 
ftbm any hdhd ^de State' neobs^iW; and that in point of fact abme of the ^dest .aud moat 
respeotable Sirdars in the Baroda State have been not only reduced but systeniadcally,plundered 
of peraonat property^ aia well as pay and allowances^ since the accession of the present Uaekwar. 

68 . That the Alleged reducdohs are due to the pereonal action of the Muhnraj rather than to 
any Ao»dState * necessity is sufficiently proved by the fact that the most important of the 
alleged rediictlons have occurred in the case of Sirdars, <!bo., belonging to the British Gonringent 
of 3,000 Horse, the strength of wiiich ia obviously inoajmbie of permanent reduotW w^out 
the CionBent of the British Government; and that even alleged reductions in His Highness die 
Gnekwar's 1(^1 levies are for tlio most part no reductions at all, as old and highly respectable 
servants of the State have been merely turned out and deprived of all their property to make 
way ibr some new favourites whom the Maharaj wished U) advance without any expense to 
the State. 


59. It is obvious that cases of this sort come within the B(Hipe of His ]£xoellency the Viceroy’s 
advice to ilia Highness the Qaekwar in the Kharita of 26th July last, in which it is stated:— 

I deun it, therefore, necessary to remind you that both by the terms of Treaties and by 

Constant usage the British Government has a right to advise you in public couoerns affecting 
*' the good of the counti’y, and to require tlie settlement according to equity and reason of any 

measures shown to l)e improper or unjust.” 

61). In accordance with tho instructiuns of the Bombay Government, I have, since the receipt 
of the Governor-Generare instructions, been in constant communication with Mr. Dadabhai 
Nowrojoc and His Highn<^s8' Minister, with the view of negotiating an amicable setth^ment of 
many oi' these important cases. 

61. I have alsi^, }is reported to Government in paragraph 9 of my letter Ho. H43>-1168 of 20th 
October bistont, prepared notes of about 20 of these cases, all of which are illustrations of the 
same system of spoliation and injustice adverted to above in paragraph . Some of these notes 
1 .have given to Mr. Dadabhai at his special request, in older to assist him in procuring a 
sotiioment of the iliifercnt oases from the Mabaraj, a few of which ho iutormed me had been 
agreed to, and orders were allcgocj to h:i<vc been issued by hirimelf regarding them; but no 
practical results luivo been obtained, as it appearetl that the orders said to have been issued by 
Mr. Dadabhai wore not ol>eyed. ll will thus be seeu that I have from the commenoemont 
cordially given to Mr. Dadablud every assistatioc in uiy power ; in fact, I may confidently say 
that but for niy asHistance he would have l>oon, li'oiii liis utter inexperience in the details of 
{Klministmtlon, totally unable to grasp the genenil principles upon whtcli alone any statesmanlike 
.«*etllement of liiesc difficult wvsch could be eftboted. 

G2. I at the same time di‘ew up a Mtnlement showing the general principles which 1 consitlered 
should miidC me in the mtgotialion of tliesc cases, and ns forming the basis upon which I should 
advise Governimmt (o act in any of them, t he amicable HcttU^mcnt. of which could not be effeotod. 
' 6.^. While then it is iny duty to note for the information of Government that a settlement 
of these taisos appears to be as remote as ever, it will now be necessary briefly to review the 
serious stat(‘ of things which lias arisen in consequenci^ of Urge numbers of Sirdars and military 
followers being reduced to absolute destitution and impending ruin. 

64. It will be reminiibered that many of the coinplninaiits who ap£>ear6d before the Baroda 
CutiimjMsion dopo.sed that their pay and allowances were in arrHai*s for upwards of two years. 
Under the pressure and the reiHirlwl advent of the Commission, a number of the principal 
Sirdars, &c. mccived chits, i.e., official orders (»n the public Treasury for the payment of their 
arrears, and were in consequence induced to depose thnt'tlioir gritwances on that score were at 
ah end. Biifore the Commission left Banshi 1 informi'd them that, notwithstanding the Issue 
of these lAouey orders, most of the pei'sons in question failed to obtain payment, their chits or 
money orders being in ]M)int of fact dishonoured. From tliat day U) this the Sirdars, &rc. h^vve 
been kept in arrears. 

65. 1 think it right nt this point to bring to thi; notici; of Governinent that 1 was at pains to 
impress on the Commission the great danger of allowing this class of cases to remain unsettli^. 
The Sudars, Silledars, &c« had for some months previously shown signs of staious discunteut 
at the treatment to which they liad been subjected by tho prosent Gaekwar, and on a'leitor 
addressed by me 46 the President of the Commission, No. 218-1029, dated 13th November 
1873, 1 showed tluct it was only at my intervention that they agreed to abandon their menacing 
attitude. 

60. Again, on the 25th November 1873, I submitted a statement to the Commission (vule 
Appendix G. of their (voceedmgs) Liringiug fot'oibiy to notice the serious conwqtieuci)^ which 
him been and still were likely to ensue from the action taken by the Mabanij with regard to 
these ctasseH. 

SI* ^ce the departtttw cf the CommisHion from Baroda in December 1873, these Sirdars and 
their a^erentH have been eomtantly petitioning tbe Durbar for the payment of their arrears 
and a eettiemrat nf theirekses; but not only hea iio enquiry of any sort liOen instituted, but in 
•^evannd wstanoes-s42ave 4imat6ii^ retaliation'bavC bt^n practised t^inst-thekn, re{K)rtod to 
^vernment in my endorsement on a ptitiiiou from Kesseerao Bcyey Sirkey, No. 192-706, dated 


8th Jiify 1874. In 8 af this endorfsemei^ 1 stated thjKt'' tiie eAoVO'^usee of aotne pf 

^6 Sirdars have h^n stopped uhoe the Commie^oib. What th^ oonfodpr. to ho degnid^g 
** eorvioe, etich as attehdax^ upcm Luxmeebai, has heen demanded irom. those who have hi^e^p 
" enjoyed nierelv pennonary snpends. Old creditors hove been invited to file suits against the 
** ^irdara, who^ be it observed, nave not received their pay for the last three years, and ore 
** deeply invdved in debt, while the usual advances made to them by the biuikers are dia* 
“ cournffod, if not prohiMted.” 

68. Since that Jloport was written I have bemi aware that the grievances described have 

1. Hseidmit'ii tdegtam to Seewtsry to Govern- been steadily OH the increase in varioos ways, and the 

No. 3 S 1 - 113 », daiod 'Vocontent whioli have ^_eu thus enge^etecl 

10 th id«n>. nnaily ciummated m a senous eballition, caused by the 

8. JiOtter No. S9S>1148, of 17th Oetnher. • alleged viudiotive conduct of the Maharaj towards a 

*. Telo^d»teai«i.OotoWiB74. Chimdmrao Kuddoo, as reported to 

o! Gov^ment' telc^m, dator] istli Oetobor (iovornment in the mar^iially noted emergent corres* 

is74t pondencc. 

7. Kesidont'n telogratn, doted 20th October, ‘ 

69. On the occasion in question my influence was requested by Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee to 
pul ail end to the complication which had tirisen by procuring the arrest of the Sirdar in question, 
cause the Sirdars to disperM;, and thus endorse the Durbar prix'-eedings, of winch I Iiad only an 
ex •parte nccotint Eventually the case was settled at rny advice, as reported in the correspon 
deuce, and tlie Sirdars, &c,, returned to their Immes. 

70. The chief feature in tins incid<ait to which I would invite prominent attention is the 
evidence which it affords of the inflammable state of this inqiort-ant and influential Ixaly of men, 
and of the danger which must result from leaving them absolutely destitute and without any 
liojio of an equitable settlement. 

71. Kwdiiig the emergency of tlic present (^asc, I submitted to (jovernment on the 20th 
OctolKr 1874 with my letter No. 343-1168 of that date, certain specific proposals n^garding the 
setthnnent of this important class of cases. 1 pointiMl out tlmt the complexion which they had 
now ii»Hume<l rendered it in my opinion imperative in tlie interests of tho peace and tiunquillity 
of the country that some immediate action should he taken by Government. I drew at'the same 
time prominent attention to the following points : 

1st.—Tliat the Sirdars, SiUedars, Manknrios, Siudoes, Arabs, &c., adverted to in tlie Com¬ 


mission Report, were at the present time in circuinstances of absolute want, and, quite 
independent of the ecttlement of their coses, they required advances to be made to 
them at once, in order to preserve tliomsclves ivud families fioin utter want. 

2nd.—That though I had l»een in constant negotiation with Mr. Dadabhai, regarding the 
setlleinont of certain of these cases, not only had not a single awe been settled by^the 
Maharaj as agreed upon lietwoen his Minister and myself; but, os in the cose of 
Sirdar Kuddoo, instead of paying him hia arrears iw agi*eed upon, a criminal casts was 
a few days after got up against him, for the purpose, as 1 believe, of getting rid of him 
altogether and of intimidating the remainder. 

72. With regard to the first point, which appt^ars to be one of great emergency,’! sug^sted 
tlmt Tlis Highness the Gaekwar should be atlvised at once and without any further away to 
lulvance to all Sirdars, Sillcdars, &c., who have been deprived of their pay for tlie last years 
and upwaids, from four to six months pay according to circumstances. 1 stated tlmt I believed 
this measure to be aiitually uecc^ssary to avert actual outlircak, and that unless this was done I 
could not bo responsible for any consequences that might ensue. 

73. With rcfmcncc to the second point, viz., the settlement of the cases, I invited promiiieni 
nttontion to the fact that the main difficulty wits caused by the great accumulation of debt in 
which tlie whole of the military class appeared to be involved. 1 also jiointed out tlie apparent 
iiialulity of Mr. Dadabhai to ])ro(’ure a settlement in any of tiiese cases with the Maharaj ; and, 
Itcaring in mind the serious complexion^ which alfairs had assumed by the numerous signs of 
disturbance which hod lieen manifested during the past 18 months, I expressed the opinion 
that I should be formally empowered to arbitrate and adjmlicatc in tliese cases, subject to the 
approval of Government, and that, in order to enable me to do tbls efloctually, X should be 
authorized to cjvll for such evidence from the Durbar as I might require. 


PART in. 

Gutkvancb.s! of the immediate Mbmhmrs of the late Gaekvvak’b Family. 

74. The opinion of the Commission on this group of cuees is thus Buminarized in paragraph 8^ 
Group 11, of their Report:— 

The jirooeedings of the pi'CBont Chief have been unusually harsh and severe towards hU 
prodeceasors relatives, and of a raost^ vindictive and sweeping character towards hts 
favourite followers and dependants/' 

75. With rofiTencc- to this doss of oasos Hts iExcell^cy tho Viceroy and Gk>vernor*General, 
in piragraph 10 of the letter of inatruoUons ^ the Government of Bombay, before r^erred to, 
directed that His Higlmcss the Oaekwar shoidd be required to make suitable provision few all 
the immediate members of tlie late Gaekwar’s iahiUyi and permit the ladies to reside away from 
Baroda. Their ollowAOcea should be fixed wi^ the approval of the Government of Bom^y, 


and tluy htax bA naid aemding to lifts 
ftom the mroda State. 


to be htitMed by the Gaekv«r« the vaociey being 


7j^ Wito Tetbren(^ to ^is advice^ I i^oeived fn>m tlie ^overnraont of Bombay the 
inetructioin:— 

" This reqtimtion should be made immediate in tlie ease of Rukmabai. No oommnoieation 
should be made to the Gaekwar nr to the Durbar about any other lady vritbont proviouR 
consultation with Government.” , . 

77. The general advice of His Excellency the Viceroy was accordingly communicated by me 
to Hia Highness the Gaekwar with my Yad No. 1533 C. 11 of 17th August 1874 ; special care 
being taken by me that my communication sliould be general in its terms, no allusion being made 
to jny specific cose, that of Hukmabai being already under negotiation. 

78. In reply to my Yad No, 0. 11 on thin subject, 1 was informed by tlie Durliar a* 
follows:— 

“ With respect to the advice tendered, I l>eg to state that I quote the <leci8ibn of the? Bombay 
.. mu j 1 , 1 , . ,1 i.« , u . . u. u Government in my Yad No. 

*Thexiul relerrou to relates to tuc case of Hukmabai, in which i* 10 * 7 ^ iril. 4 - 

aUnsioik is made to the case of the prescut Mahoruj hiuisolf when in , ^ . ***^*^“y trust 

confluemeut in l^adra. The non>relevancy of the argument used 1 that the British Government 
caremUy pointed out in my letter to Government, No. 93-3.^fl, of 8th ^ill not interfeitJ with the Gaek* 
April 1874. family affairs. The arrange¬ 

ments for the near relatives of this Government are made according to tlndr merits. 

. Rnkmabai’s case is known ’ to 

NtrrR.—The Durbar Yod No. 134ri of Int August 1874, was sent to __.i vr.,,! 1 ^- 

. Oevemment with UeKidcnt's letter 943-635 of 8th August 1874. It yOU, and Handing tO Itul No. 
eaprcHHCH regret that Guveruiuent Hhould interfero with the Gnekwnr l«S46of 1874 sent tO the RoHI- 
fuiuily matters, aii<l thut tho case of liukmabai should form the subject tlcncy, arrangements have been 
of ordinary official correspundcuce; but that to meet the wishes of 

tho Goveruor-Gonerttl a settiemeut would be privately made. proposed lor her m accord^ce 

With the advice of tho Go¬ 
vernor General, and have bc?en communicated to you orally.” 

79. It will be remembered that the ctise of this lady has formed the subject of a voluminous 

Case of Her Highness Uukinabai, widow of coiTt^spondcnce from the month of September 1873 up 

Aba 8ahob Gaekwar, brother of thy pn sout to the present time. It is satisfactory, however, to note 
Maharaj. 1 , under the pressure of His IGxcoliency tlie Viceroy 

and Govcrnor-G^onenil, His Highness the Gaekwar was at lengtli imliiced, in the month of 
September 1874, to efie<;twhat, under the circuinstan(*es, I consider to be a fair H(?ttlement, (vic^ 
my letter to Government No. 291-992 of 16th September 1874, with acTompammonts,) from 
which it will be seen that Her Highness’ debts, contracited since the stoppage of lier al¬ 
lowances and the poriioii of her Stridhun now in the possession of the Maharaj, are the only 
points that still remain for adjustment. Her Jliglmess liukmabai left Baroda for tho Deccan in 
charge of licr undo and aunt, &c., on the IGth September 1874, and the Maharaj has ugi'eed to 
give her an annual maintenance allowance of (government Rs. 6,000, and a lump sum of 
Rs. 5,000 for journey oxi^cnses and outfit. She was also allowed to tako with her sudi jewels of 
her Stridhun as were actually in her possession, the value of which the Durbar estimated at 
Rs. 30 to 35,000. , ^ 

80. The next case to w’hich I would invite tin* attention of Govenimont is that of Her 

Cuift No. 3 .—Case of Her llighuess Jumuubai, Highness tlic cx-Roiiee Jumnubai, Widow of the late 

the widow of His Highness the Maharaj Khun< Maharaj Khundcrow, 
diU'uw G-uokwar. 


' 81. It will bo remembered that this luise also 1ms formed the subject of a most voluminou.s 
correspondence ever since the death of the late Gaekwar in the montli of November 1870. This 
lady left Baroda for tlie Deccan in January 1872, on an allow'anee of Baroda R.s. 36,880 per 
annum, or about Government Ks. 31,000, lujcwding to the current rate of exchauge. 8he has 
been deprived of all other pro|)erty whutso<!vcr, including jewels, fcJtridhiTn, &c., by the present 
Mabon^, and though she has incessantly been petitioning (xovcniment to interfere on benidf of 
lierself and her young daughter, it haa been found impossible up to tlie present time to induce 
the Maharaj to pay any attention to the frequent representations and remonstrances which have 
from time to time been addressed to him in accordance with the instructions of Government. 

82. With reference to this sexious case, I, in the month of April 1874, received from Govern¬ 
ment two iKStitions from the Ranoe, upon which I was required to report. This reference obliged 
ine to make a careful perusal of all the previous coiTCspoiidence ndating to this lady’s case j the 
result of which was to satisfy me that it w'as om* of uniisuAl hardship and scandal, the circum- 
stanccH of which I found had never been properly hud bc?fore Goveniment, I therefore submitted 
to Government a comprehensive report upon the whole case, together with a complete summary 
of the previouB correBpondenoo on the subject. 

83. In this RepOTt 1 invited prominent attention to the sad fate which overtook all the chief 
agents and advisers of this unfortunate lady, and, in fact, of all who were in any way connected 
by kindred, friendship, or profSsssion, with her late husband; and I pointed out that nearly every 

^ representation to Government from the ex-Ranee related to two distinct subjects;— 

ist. To her own claims and pretensions as the widow of KhunderoW Gaekwar. 

Snd. To aUegations of personal ill-treatment and oppression at the himds of the present 
Gaekwar from the time that she was rumoured to be mgnant, in the early part of 
1871i' until she findly lefr Baroda m Januaty 1872. X kivited attention 

’ to the fact that the second of these points bad apparently received no hqtioe whatevj»r 


tliHt the cw the Bftnee Jumnabai hod been grievously by oaujtti^^ to 

take notioe oftbOiWpveseitmftnd omelty'i^hich »hc cotapJained ehe^’hkd Wn subjw^ 
to at the bands of Mulharow Gaekwar. 

84. Unte these cmsuttistancee 1 propoBed tiiat His Highness the Gookwar should be required 
to grant her compensation for Stndhun and personalty suitable to her rank, and to the excep¬ 
tional portion in which she hwl been placed by being forced to leave Baroda thrbbgh no fault on 
her partj but soWy owing to the unusual and vindictive proceedings of the* present Jlahoraj. 

86 . In order to enable Government to form a fair estimate of the ex-Hanee’s jewel^ personalty, 
Ac., ii appended to my letter a translation in English of the official inventory of her efl^ts 
prepared^before her departure fiv>m Baroda under the du-ection of the then Hestdeht, Cplonol 
Ba^ I submitted, that in Ueu of this property, ^whioh was of costly character and of great 
value, including her Stridhuii, she should be compensated by ii sum of money not less than four 


>'!' 


^On^lds represeutation the Bombay Government pasapd the following Resolution No.52:il 


of 7th August 1874:- . . . i i 

“ The Resident should intimate fo the Gaekwar, in the first instance, that the’ Government 

adhciv to their opinion that a sum of one lakh of rupees should be paid to Jumnabai as her 
Stridjiun, and that the honour of His Highness was (roncerned in his producing tiie proptirty found 
in the po^Hsion of the Ranee and locked up by tbo officers of the Durbar in January 1872, in 
order that it may bo docidetl by arbitriitioii which of tlie articles in the list then made should 
be hold to l)e tlie personal property of the Rauee, and which, as being State property, should, in 

oonHcquenoo of her quitting Baroda, be retained by the State.” 

87. These instructions were communicated to His Highness the Gaekwar in my Yad of 



with my letter No. 315-1094 of 7th October 1874. 

88. It will thus be seen that the settlement of tliia lady's ease appears to be still reinoti* ; 
and adverting to the fact that the Gaijkwar has from the first persistenily denied that widows oi' 
deceased GaSewars possess in their own right any Stridhim whatever, and has on several occa¬ 
sions since 1872 distiuctly refused to accedo to the wishes ol' Government regarding iho pay¬ 
ment of a lakh of rupees on this account, I sec uo prospect whatever ol' an amicable settlement 

of this long pending case. , ... 

89. This complainant was examined before tiie C/ominission wIm have recorded the opinion that 

. A j Mftm.v the entire deprival of the whole of the provision as- 

bmthor of Tlt-r llighucsH th.) cicitanec Jum- signed him by the late CJiiet appears to have been an 
nubai. oxtrelnely harsh proceeding. 

The Durbar liaving taken no proccodiugs to settle: this case up to the pre^sent time, notwitli- 
Btanditig the strong opinion expressed regarding it by the Oeimmissiou, 1 found it necessary, on 
the 27lh October, to refer the case to Government for instructions as to tlio course to be now 

The case of these petilioners was inquired' into iy the Commission, who recorded the 
No A-Mm..ooiobm. a ctouuhter of Uis procKetUngs takon gainst then, by the 

Ilightiess the late Mahanij, aud ber hiwband present Muharaj appear to have been harsh. With 


KoHstHirow Sli'kc. 


reference to this cksc, I have received from Govern 



manner towards the lady and her husbatiti, the result to be reported to Goveminent. 

1 addressed the Durbar to this olFept on the 3()th September; and on the 26th October a 
reply was rec^eived evading any settlement of the case and postponing its oonsideration till u 
future opportunity, which wai' duly reported Ut Government in ray letter No. 352-1198, dated 


27tli October 1874. ... 

91 This petitioner complained before the Commission of the entire depnval of the annual 

Q* No. i._ca.™u» Sd-ob l 4 .xmunrow, allowaucc ..fJls. 2,400, settled on him by His Highness 
inatcntal nncit of t,he Hftoei* Ainbabai, widow of Khuuderow Giuikwar Boon after the acccsfion of the 
ITiu Highness Mahanij Khnnderow. Iin^BCnt Muliaraj. 

The Coinmisoioii have recjorded the opinion t^t the treatment inflicted appears to have been 
extremely harsh. No steps have up, to the present time been taken to remedy the injustice 
inflicted, nor do T believe that there is any intention of doing justice to the petitioner. 

92. The petitioner and his mother complained to the Commission of the resumptions of allow¬ 
ances hmounting to Hs. 32,000 per annum, besides 
Cwv No. Amnitrow^ nattimi son, vf Hw fdlowonco of Rs. 35,000 per annum,, jewels worUi 

3 lakhk and a garden called Heera Bagk 


UigluHiM tike law Maiuoa) Khunaerow. 



the 

prooeedi . „ . . 

jeW^, ami of some df the extm^^ni em\(flun4nta. enjoyed by them. 

frnder the orders c^ypyoi to me in, Bombay Qovqmment Kesolutioii , Kp« 6t62fl> dated 24tii 
Scomber 1874, I im^Satoicted to report;^^ after consultation yyith ffis Highness^ or his 
li^^sfer, what I contiddi^ to be a proper provision for Amrutrow and his motlmr. 


Ootobear \B74i, on th^ir rdfe^onoe No. 4644^ dat^d l ltib. Av^Rt 1874. 

pTeaent Mahanj regaida the petitioner SitdaiihiVrow and tbe family with marked di&Bke» 
owi^ tei hia beitig One of the few living descendnntB of the original founder of the Gaehwar 
familyrt Malqji Oaekwar. For tfaia reaaon 1 am afraid that it will bo difficult to procure any 
amicable aetUement of thia caae. 

CMe'No;8.--4;aiw of Guntoutrow end petitiOiiera aro tho deBceOdants of the 

dwow, the fOBs of OopalroW GiMkiw, of Sunk- younger branch of the Sunkheyra family alluded to in 

Case No. 7 above. 

Petitioners presented themselves for examination before the Barodn Commission, but were 
not examined tor reasons which have been recorded in Appendix B. to the Cc^pitnission Beport, 
vk., that it did not appear to be a case which fell within the scope of its inquiry. The Commis¬ 
sion, at the same time, recorded tfie opinion that any just clnims on the part of the coinplainants 
requiring th<? interference tlie British Giovernment should be dealt with by the Kesident. 

Their caae Is folly stated jn No. 43 of Schedule 11., Appendix E., Commission Kepoii. 

In this oiwe I have negotiated with His Ilightiesa’ Minister, but without obtaining any satis¬ 
factory result. I am of opinion that, as in the preceding case, the personal feelings t»ftlic 
Maharm will operate as a serious hindrance to an ainicaUc settlement. 

95. The petitioner, in tliis ciasc, married Kumrabai, tl»o daughter of His lligluiesH (iuuputrow 

Case.No. «.—Aiiundrow vishwasrow fowar Maharaj, and is tJierel'orc* tlic niece of the present 
alian Nana Saheb Powar. Mahai’aj. 

In this case, also, tlierc am peculiar obstiielcs to au ainii^abh' settlement, owing to the intimate 
relations which are alleged by tlui petitionc.r to exist bctw'cen his wife and the Mnhuraj. 

96. The following Sininrs nre conw^cted with His Higliness’family, and their cases maybe 
disposed of either under *#Par; 11., Sirdars,” or the present “ Part III., Gaekwar’s family - 

1. No. 17.- Sirdars--Mahadeorao Joysingrow Gm^kwar. 


2. „ 18.—Gnngajeeniw Trimbuckrow Khanvelkar. 

3. „ 19.—G(>onaje<*row Gungajem’ow Khanvelkar. 

4. „ 20.— Amrutrow Gnngajtierow Klmovelkor. 

5. ,, 23.—Mahadi^orow IXilputrow Gaekwar. 

6. „ 35.—Yadowrow Tookajeo Kuddiirn. 

7. ,, 36.— Anundrow Naraycn Kao Daidmi* (Killedar). 

97. In five of these seven casivs T have canied on negotiations with Mi’. Dadabhai Nowrowjee 
with a view to an amicable settlement, if {K>ssib1e. 

.» 

PAKT 1V. 

Guievancks op F()ll<>wrr.s AM) Servants ok the h-tTK Maharaja Khanderao. 


98. The opinion of the Commission on tjiis group of cases i- as I’ollows:— 

“ The proceedings of the present Chief have been itnnsnally harsh and severe towards his 
predecessor's I'clatives ami of a most swooping and vindictive character towards his 
favoiirifc followers and dcqiciuhuits. Tlie measures taken against thi5so classes are 
highly damaging to the reputation o(‘ His Highness Mulharrao and cannot but he re¬ 
garded with alarm by all associated with, or who «.ngagcd the favour <‘f the late Chief, 
who have not ns yet been molested by his siiecessor.” 

99. With reference to this opinion, His Excellency the Viceroy and (lOvernor-Genural wjis 

pleased to require His Highness thcGuokwar to desist from the harsh and vindictive treatment of 
thi; relatives and dependants j»f the late Chief, and extend to Ihem (he jiis^co an<l consideration 
due ^o tlieir jM)sititm and services. * 

ICk). This advice was tendered to His Highness the Gaekwar with my Yad No. 1532 (C. 10) 
of 17tii August 1874. 

101. In reply, I was infonned that the advice of the Governor-Gen<*ral would bo taken into 
consideration and attended to, vide Durbar Yad, No, 1660, dated 4th Sejiteinber 1874. 

It ^11 be seen, by reference to the proceedings, Barocln Oommission, Apjiendix K., that tlie 
advice thus tendered applies to the following onseH:— 

1. Case of Hnbeeboola Mooiishee, Case 45, Schedule IJ. 

2. „ Cbimniunroo Luximon Wagh, Case 46, Schedule il. 

3. » Goplam Kadur Kurrumoola, No. 47, SclieduUs II, 

4. ,, Yewhwantrao Sitcoaram Moogakhur, No. 48, Scluxlule Ji. 

5. ,, Kooshaba Govindrao Jadow, No. 49, Schedule II. 

6. „ Mashookram Nurwiidasa, No. 50, Schedule IL 

7. H LuXimeebai, widow of Mulhniba Sheikh No. 51, Schedule II. 

8. „ Bhagurtuj wife of Gimnoo Wagh, No. 52, Schedule II. 

9. „ Ptur^thubai and Gungabai, widows of the late ex-Dewan Bliow Sindia, No. 53, 

j Schedule XL <, 

10. Meyrao Guddoo and two other Orderliea of Hk Higlmoss IChuuderaok No 54 . 

f^hcMlule 11. , . , , 

11. „ Gung^ee No. 55, Soh^^ 

12. „ (67J subordinate, followers of the late M^iaraja, No. 56, Schedule IL 


, ,, , ' . , ■ . ' .-'ll • ' .' ’ ' <■ 

102. It iH to observe re^^dii^ this ol^ of cssas, X ini^y ob$erve^ 

thp Hpecjal notice, of ih» CSomnasBion ,oc of their ittgi^'ra%ed>;^^uiractert^ Hi* 

Highnestt’s Minbter ha* once or twloo apphen to nio on the imhject, afid even 
to nmke apocifio proposals regarding tliem. I have infonncd Air. Dad^ldtai that, the natnre of 
caph separate caiMaje dearly set forth in the Commission proccedingBy and that , the neoeBsary 
proposalfl shotild, in the first instance, emanate from himeom I having carried out my inatruo- 
tions by tendering the gcneial advice of His Excellency the OoveniOr-Qenend regarding 
them. 

103. I think it, however, my duty to Htate that I can see no probability of effiacting an 
atntcabie settlement of this serionH class of cases, owing to the emhittered feelinga of Hi* 
Highness the Malifinya agamst all who were supposed to enjoy the favour of the late Gaekwar, 
and owing to the ^■ery large amount of property, of which each one of the petitioner* appear* to 
have been plundered by the Maharaja's tirders. 


PART V. 

a 

Gkjkvat^cks ov' 'iiiK Inamdaes and Watandaus belonging tw the Gakkwae State. 

Ot>MMtfeftlON (iKOUl'B Nos. 6, 13, AND lO. 

104. It will be romemhered that I brought to the notice of the Commissitm “the subject of 
the general attachment of IVatons, and in many instances the confiscatioi) of* liiams, Jaghirn, 
and oilier hereditary property belonging lo the various classes in the Barodu State,*' vide 
Case 32 of Solu'dulo Tl., Appeiidiv K., liaroda Commission Ropoii. 

10,). With rcfcTt'uce to the alleged geiu*rnl nttaclinu‘iit of Wntans, the Durbar Agent formally 
admitted btdbre the Coniiuission that all Watans yvi'vt' attached by the late Mahiiraja pending 
envpiiry about tught or ten years ago. They also slnted that His Iliglmes* Mulhaiuo Maharaja 
bad iaaued a proclonmtiou “ ileclaving that the iittnelmient of all these Watans has been with- 
“ drawn, and the ])arties entitled thereto permitted to enjoy them as heretofore, until their light 
" to them ha* been formally adjudicated, tr» admit of which they are cnlh^ upon to produjjB their 
" jiroofs within twelve months from the date of the prociumalion.*’ 

lOfi. No alhieion was made by the l>iirbar Agent to the ullcged confiscation of Inams, 
Jaghirs, and other hereditary property, numerous instances of which were presented to the 
Commission. 

107. With reference to this subject, the Commission expressed tlie opinion that the present 
Chief was not rcsponpihlc for the inoasiirc which was adopted by his predecessor eight or nine 
years ago ; hut that ns he hns now ctmsentcd to the removal of the attachment, the Commission 
would suggest that he he advised to adopt some equitable method of dealing finally with the 
question ut issue in regard to the Wafiins of the State with the least possible delay, so as 
to remove all ground for anxiety and discontent amongst tiiese classes, the Watandars being 
restored to, or not being disturbed in the enjoyment of their generally long enjoyed rights, vide 
Cose 32, Schedule TI., Appendi.v A., Baroda (-omraission Report, also clause 4, paragraph 10, 
of the Report itself. 

‘ 108, ’With reference to tlic cojiqdainta of tlie arbitrary resumption by the Gaekwar Govern¬ 
ment, without cau*c or reason, of Inain iuddlngs and hereditary emolument* granted by liis 
predecessors, the Commission, in Group 13, paragraph 8 of their Report, have recorded the 
opinion tliat the proceeding* of the ju'esent Chief and the grounds ussigned for them in these 
cases must, in the opinion of the Coininission, have given rise to a feeling of uncertainty and 
anxiety amongst all persona of the classes to which com]>lainants belong, holding such Inums and 
emolument* under grants from previous Gaekwars. 

109. With reference to the itpiuiffn cxpriisse.d by the Cominissiou on tljc several liroups of 
Cases Nos. 6, 13, and 19 iiuder consideration, His Excellency the Victu'oy was pleased to advise 
His iliglines* the Gaekwar to adopt smne equitable mode of dealing with the Watans and 
luains so as to remove all anxiety an<l diRCoiitcnt anjong the holders of them. TJiis a<lvioe was 
accordingly tendcn*d to the Durbar witli my Yad No. 1484 (C. 4), dated 11th August 1874, 

110. Ill reply, the Resident was informed that the ‘Watans, which had been attached by His 

Ilighne.ss Khunderao, were reUasod lust year (1873) and that a general enquiry would he made, 
vide Durbar ya<l No, 14.58 of 17th August 1874. • 

in. A copy of the Pr(»clamtnution, nlloge<l to have been issued by the Durbar, was called 
for l)y me whilst the Commission was sitting, and was accordingly furnished, and is dated 
3r4l Nnvcinl»cr 1873. I regret, however, t*> report that jilthough the Commission were induced to 
believe that the Wiitiuidars would Iw at onco r^laoed in jawsession of their Watans in acconlauco 
with the terms of that Proclamation, yet it t^p<»ars that not only have the pi-omisc* made to 
the (Jotnmissiou proved ti» l)e delusive, but iiO(( enquiry of any kind has up io tlie present time 
)>ocn instituted. It is iiiiportant to invite prt^ninent attention to the fact thot the ag^egate 
amount of the cash ulhwanees dtO? to^thenewYatandarH which have been in deposit with the 
Gaekwar Govej'mupnt for the k*t ten years if enormous; and tlmt (he speedy liquidation of 
tltese claims involves most seridti* 'financisd oonwderatlons. 

i.I2* It will be remembered that 1, stated in paragraph 106 above, that up allusion had been 
made by the Duvbtir Ageftt to the alleeation reg^dw the general attachment of other kinds of 

t _j«»,i___iL.. t _ r\£. _j_' i._j_ 


113. Nearly all hereditiury property of thiH claas was attach^ by Hih Higlmefis Kbuo^erao m 
1663-64, penuing an enquiry into title, which, withtlie exception of certiun specxiied Oiraa oaaee, 
hae not c^y nevei^boon carried out* but not even attempted; the consequence, however, of llie 
general attachment of this kind of property by the State has been, to place at the disposal of the 
reigning Gaekwar an enormc^us amount of ready raonejr, ail of which, amouutiug to many lakhs 
of rupees, should bo in deposit, and will of course have to be refunded to the owners on completion 
of the proposed enquiry into each case. 

114. As pointed out, however, in my final statements - on theae class of cases (Appendix G*), 
the Watandnrs themselves regard the attachment as a mere pretext for spoliation, and have no 
confidence Whatever in the conduct of the proposed enquiry. 1 also pointed out that when it is 
remembered that the titles of these Watandars are more ancient than that c»f the Gaekwar himself, 
the fears of the Watandai^s could not bo said to bo groundless. 

115. I also added that the general oonfis(Mvtion of Inams and the spoliation of all classes in the 
Barochv State by the present administration is a fact which speaks for itself and has aroused 
the greatest alarm and diw^onient. 

116. In paragraph 8 of the confidential accompaniment to iny Administration lieport for 
1873-74, No. 172 A, dated 16th June 1874, :i list (»f the pending Giras and Wanta disputes is 
given, which clearly demonstrates the ningnitiido of that brunch alone of this im|H)rtant question. 


TAUT VI. 

Grievances oe Bankers ani> TuAnixo Firms in Baroda, including Groups Nos. 8, 

18, ANo 20 of l*AJiAanAPii 8, Commission Hex^out. 

117. I. With reference to the grievances of certain State and other Imukers at Baroda, the 
Commission recorded the opinwn that the action of the late and j>resent Goekwars towards 
iiidividnals of this class appears to Imve been highly arbitrary; juhI the proceedings of the 
present adininistnition, esjjccially in some of ilie cas(\s brought Iwfoiv th(‘ Commission seems to it 
to warrant the conclusion, that wealthy individiuds or firms at Baroda, who are not in favour with 
the hfahavjija or Ins principal ofTnuMls, havi^ grave grounds for alarm and anxiety as to the security 
and frccdutn from molestation of tlicmscl> cs and their property. 

118. II.—With nifcrcnce to the claims of certain jewellers of Ahniednbad on account of 
jiiwcls sold by tluiin to His IliglirK3S.s tlio present Maharaja, the prices of which hav(t not been 
piiid by Ilis ITigliness, th(3 Commi.<sion recorded the opinion that the Maharaja appeared bound 
to adopt the steps tlwit were necessary to (‘ffect an equitable sctllement of theeo large pt^rsoual 
claims against. His Highness without delay. They also rceorde<l that they ha<l suggested tlm 
mode; that appcare<l to them to be the most fitting under tlu^ circumstances for adoption. 

119. 111.—With rcfcnaice to the complaint of one Blninabhai Hallbhal regarding the non- 
liquidation of his claim to lis. 3,76,323 for boundary stones supplieil to the Gaekwar s Goveni- 
ment in 1803, the Commission have recorded that the Durbar has intimated its readinesH to 
adjust t}M3 account on the stteudance ol’ complainant with his vouchers for the purpose. The 
chiim is not oiu* that the (^namis.sion can with projirioty take up or dispose of. 

120. With reference to the.se opinions of the Commission, His Excellency the Viceroy directed 
that His Highness tlu* Gaekwar should be advised to put a stop to proceedings sucli as thoiK?i 
taken towards ritspcetablc bankers nnd ti’ading firms, wliicli are desci’inod by the OommiHsiou as 
discnulitablo and spoliatory, arbitrary and unjust. 

121. This advice I was desired by the Bombay Government to communicate to the Durbar in 
their letter No. 5507 of 23rd September 1874. 

122. 1 ne-cordingly comiminieated it witli my Tad No. 1795 (C. 15) of 24th September 1874, 
with sjMudal reference to the irnses set forth in parugniplf 8, Groups 8, TS, aiul 20 of the Com* 
mission lieport, and (’ascs 37, 57, .58, 61, imd 62 of Schedule 11., and Cases J, 2, 3, 4, and 7 
of Schedule I'll of Appendix E. 

128. I, at the same time, took the opjiortunity of bringing to tlie notice of His Highness, the 
Gaekwar that roprtjsentalions had rw^ently Ijocn rc«‘ivcd by me from thefirmsof Hurrec Bugtoe, 
Choonilal Betnmber, Sowjoe Ooincd, Motilnl Samul, Airfiji. Knnehord, and Bhanabhai Lallbhai, 
all of whom had aj.>peared before the ComniisBion, and inviting negotiation. 

124. In reply to iny Yud tendering this advice, I received from the Dnrbar an evasive reply, 
copy of which was forwiirded to Government with my letter No. 1205 A. of 26th October 1874^ 

125. I have received from several of these coini»lainauts representations that active measures 
of retaliation have been prai’tised towards them in consequence of tlieit appearing to give evidence 
l>efore the Baroda Enquiry (Commission; all of them have, moreover, since the Commission, 
frequently petitioned the Durbar to effect a settlement of their just claims, but without any ■ 
result. Taking into consideration these facts, together with the evasive tone of the Durbar 
reply to the a^ico of His Excelleney the Viceroy and Governor-General above referred to, from 
which it would appear that 1 was considered to have im}>eded the settlement of these coses by 
refusing to negotiate regarding them, I think it my duty to report that I see no reasonable hope 
of effecting an amicable settlement; and, in fact, the amount involved, in the settlement of these 
cilsea is so very laige that I doubt the ability of Hi* Highness the Gaekwar to liquidate them at 
onoe out of the current revenue^ of the State. 


» 


PART yii ' . 

Gjusvaitcbs op tub Thakoors- .. .. \ 

126. ThiA Aubjeot was fitaqiiired into by the Baroda CommiMioai' and their opinion is resided 
at length in Aj^ndix A.< It should be observeds however, that the Cotnmiseion have only 
dealt with three of the petitioners’complaints, vi^. s— 
let. The enhancement of their Ghas Dana. 

2 nd4 The alleged reduotien of their Girae Huks, and imposition by the Durbar of an 
loon Committee tax of 2 unnas per rupee on the reduced Hoks. 

3 rd« The levy of acoession Nuzeuraua on the ocoeseion of the present Chief. ^ 

127* The other subjects of complaint w&cq not considered sufficiently important to go 
into. 

128. On the opinion recorded by the Commission^ His ExcoUenoy the Viceroy was pleased 
to issue instructions that His Highness the Oaekwar should be advised to make a settlement of 
the Ghus Dana claims for a period of years. 

129. Begarding the numerous other complaints, no advice was offered. 

130. His Excellency the Viceroy’s instructions were communicated with Yad No. 1732 

(C.14), dated 16th S^tember 1874, and in reply, it was stated by the Durbar that the pay¬ 
ments due from the Bijtipur Thakoors was tlummabundy and not Ghas Dans, but that the 
advice given would receive due consideration. (Vuh‘ Durbar Yad No. 1656 of 2l8t September 
1874.; . 

131. With reference to this subject 1 think it material to report that about 29th August, 
and again on Ist September last, 1 was consulted by Mr. Dtulabhai regarding the case of mese 
Thakoors, when I gave him for perusal the whole of niy lepers relating to tlie subject in which 
these grievances, as stated by themselves, were fully set forth. Mr. Dadabhai, with my permis¬ 
sion, took copies of these papers; up to the present time, however, no steps have been taken 
to effect a just settlement of these claims, notwiihsttinding the fact that disturbances of a 
serious kind have manifested themselves in the Bijapur District, as reported to Govenunent in 
my letter No. 271-922, dated 31st August 1874. 

132. I am rc^ctiully of opinion that in this case also will bo found exceptional difficulties 
in tile way of effecting an amicable settlement, owing to the fact that a large amount »f arrears 
arc alleged to be due by the Baroda Government to thcThakoors, and to the normal spirit of 
enorooenment which has been systematically exhibitcd*^)y the Durbar towards all persons 
belon^ng to the Mchwasspc Girassia element Moreover, the significance of the reply given 
by the Durbar to His Excellency the Viceroy's advice will not escape notice; the difference 
between Gbas Dana and Juminabundy consisting amongst other things in this, that the payers 
of Ghas Dona are in fact tributary holders, whereas the payers of Jummabuiidy are ordinarv 
ryots. 

133. In conclusion, I would respectfully submit that an early settlement of this important 
case has an intimate connection with the peace and tranquility of the Bijapur and neighbouring 
districts. 


PAKT Via. 
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134. The following subjects were specially noticed by Ilis Excellency the Viceroy and 
Govenior-Ganeral as matters for advice to His Highness the Gaekwav:— 

I.—Prohibition of levy of Nuzzurana on appointments. 

II.—Strict 8uj>ervi8ion over subordinate officials so as to prevent horrible practices of 
torture. 

III. —A Reform of the Judicial system. 

IV. —Prohibition of the abduction of Women. 

V.—I’rohibition of the inflictioh of corporal punisment on Women. 

135. The advice of His Excellency the viceroy and Governor-General on these several 
subjects won tendered to His Highness the Gaokwar with my Yads as follows, copies of which 
have been supplied to Government:— 

Ist.—^Yad No. 1503 (C.8), 12th August 1874. 

2nd.—Yad No. 1483 (G.5), 11th 
3rd.—Yad No. 1486 (C.6), 

4th,—Yad No. 1518 (C.9), 14th 
5th.—Yad No. 1534 (G.12), 17th 

136. The following replies were received to ^e several subjects noted:— 

Ist. That the practice of taking Nuzzurma on appointments had long since been done 
away with; that measures would bi^ adopted for giving adequate salaries to officials, 
and that a Proclamation would made as desired. Copy, of this Proclamation 
was subnutted to Govemtfkent w|tb my letter No. 307-1069, of 2nd- October 

With reference to the second point, vie. , the Wreise of supervision over subordinate officials, 
the Durbar stated t^t the subj^ect had already attention, aa4 such paeasores would 

be f ooted ns appeared to be reqmredl ! . 

^itn reference to the third-point, viz., the fieform of the Judicial system, the Ourbar stated 
that the subject had engaged attention, and that better regidationa for civil, crimina}, end 


if 
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With teSerta^ to the pM&i vix., i^' |)Toldt^d(ki ' of the ahdiictfo 
Ehuhfar deoied that the praeidoe ever took plaoe/iiBd that^^ one oonemed ih^rahi vt^iMhe 
puinehed* 

With referonoe to the ffih p<nnt; viz., the prc^ibitien of ooiporal poni^dunent o& WoBbeo, 
the Durbar relied that a Fi'ooIaoaatiOn to the require eflhct would be published. 

187. With regard to the subjects Nos. I., 11., and V. above adverted to, there is at present 
nothing material to report, the manner in wiiich the advice tendered has been practically acted 
on will of Gonrse require very eareful watching, and I shall be iu a better ](rasition to report 
some mouths hence. * . 

138. With regard to the suggested Beform of the Judicial system of the Baireda State, I 
think it materi^ to invite prominent attention to the remarks contained in my letter to 
Govfunment, No. 324-1124, of 14th October 1874, in which I reported on the petition of one 
Mohabut Jara Bhartee of Futtnn, In this report 1 pointed out that the main cause of nearly 
all the judicial abuses which havS been brought to notice, was tbo Levy of Nuazurana and 
systematic trnilic in justice by tiio Maharaja and members of his family. I, at the same time, 
gave a list of some 20 cases, in which justice was alleged to have been perverted by the operation 
of this baneful system, 1 also pointed out that unless some remedy could be devised to prevent the 
Maharaja from interfering with the ordinary administi'ation of justice, an effectual judicial refonn 
was hopeless. I wotild also invito attention to the similar cases reported on in my letter to Go- 
vemmert, No, 312-1091 and No. 335-1150, dated respectively 6th October 1874 and 17th Octo¬ 
ber 1674, in which Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee and his colleagues arc alleged to liave been unable to 
intoribre, owing to the original perv'emion of justice by the Maharaja and the necessity of their 
complying with his will, even when opposed to the plainest consideration of justice and equity. 
Moreover, even if the present administration could be induced to take up for settlement cases 
in which the Maharaja was personally concerned, it would be hopeless to expect that justice 
could be done, as a decision adverse to the Maharaja would of necessity involve the loss of their 
appointments. 

139. With referenc^e lo subject No. IV. uIkivc, relating to the abduction of women, I 
would inviUi spocial notice to the Durbar’s reply, in which a flat denial is ^iveu to the established 
and notorious fimt that cases of this disgnicefnl nature have occun*cd. j'his doiiial, moreover,, 
happens to be singularly uiisiiined, ns a remarkable (confirmation of the disgraceful systtjm alluded 
to was uiicxpcctculy afforded bj' thc^^amination of an old and most risspechid Hindoo Shostroe, 
who had been turned out of his tcmpie and utterly ntiued for having veulured to interfere with 
certain agents of the presont Malianija, who were cmploy(id to iio in wait at the pctitionei^s 
temple (which was close to the pulaccO in or(h‘r to seize any good-looking giris or mai'ried women 
for the Maharaja's unlawfid use. 


FAUT IX. 

MTSOET.LANfiOtrS. 

140. In addition, howcv<?r, to the several iinportaut maiUirs in regard to which His Excellency 
the ViccToy and Goveruor-Geiieral was pleased to tender to His Highness the Oackwar aulho- 
rittitivc advice, there arc numerous other matters wliieh have engaged my serious atlcution, and 
which it is most material to notice at this point, us they have a most importaiit hearing on tho 
subject of general reform in the Baroda State. 

These matters have from time to time betni brought, by me to tlvo notice of Government, but 
have never been discussed in a connected shtipti, nor has their beaming on the general qiicstiou 
been at all adequately explained or brought to notice. 

141. They may be thus noticed — 

I. Financial embarrassment as shown by the fact that, with the exception of the 
contingent and the brigade of infantry, cavalry, and artillery at Baroda, the whole of 
the military (ilasses are in arrears for upwards of4hreo years. 

2nd, That all Inamdofs, Watandars, Girassias, &c., &c., are, as a rule, in arrears for 
about ten years. 

3rd. Non-scttlemont of State debts to bankers and trading firms. 

IT, Excessive prodigality and waste in State expenditure. 

III. Deliberate invasion of imperial rights affecting Britisli Opium and Salt Revenue. 

IV. Syf^ematlc interference with trade by oppressive transit dues, &c., &c. 

V. Systomario retaliation on ryob^ and others who complained to the British Government 
before the Baroda Enquiry Commission. 

VL Illegal seizure of British subjects in British and Gackwar Umi^ 

VII. Systematic oinissibn to reply to rcferencses oh public busindSs m which there hs an object 
for evasion. 

Vni. , Correspondence on iHb part of the Diurbor showing an improper and insulting tone. 

IX. Habitual refusal to llkten to ad^mb or to meet the wishes of Govemineht in the settle— 
.. mbht'cff ^y question whidevet, 

Xi Folitioal a^tatioit of inist^ievous ahd dangerouti} kind imdiir the anspices of 

. the new. adm^sfi^Et^b;, at frequehtly reporthd dining the last to mbrit^ 

XI.' The fact’tW the'prese Muhart^i is tbb fir«fr Chief of this State who 

Itaa luTOgated to fi&tiidf a position of superiority to Iiie Stollency .the Gkiveriior of 
Bombay, and cla^s the privilege of placing all British'OTficials of rank, 

• r V iiJ«hidi»g. H»-EatoetteDCj'the Viceroy and Govmmoc-Genettal himself; in a poritinn 
i..\c^K-^f iiif ii »i a ri ty,-vi«i,oaiik toft to taiAidl State oocaaions. ; 


142. My object in enumerating these pomts w to show that since the departure of the 

iUmtmBtntion since departoxe of B&roda Commission in December 1373 no improvement what- 

CommifsioB. cvcr has manifostad itself in the various points referred 

to; but, on the contrary, that in many important respects the condition and relations of this Btate 
urc in a decidedly worse condition than they were at this time last year, as yet none of the 
promises made both to the Commission and to Government having received substontial fulfilment. 

143. It will be remembered that Mr. Dadabhai Kowrojoe was appointed Minister of His 
Highness the Gackwar in December 1873, as reported to Government in my confidential letter 
No. 25QA., 24th December 1873. Since that time Mr. DadabhaT has filled all the functions of 
Minister and has been the Maharaja’s responsible adviser. 

144. The first occasion on which Mr. Dadabhai came into public notice as the spokesman of 
His Highness the Gaekwar was in a Kharita addressed to His Excellency the Viceroy, dated 
31st December 1873, in which His Higlmess called in question the right of the British Govern¬ 
ment to appoint a Conmiissiou, 

145. Again, in a Kharita written by Mr. Dadabhai to His Excellency the Viceroy, dated 
19th April 1874, acknowledging the receipt of the Keport of the Commission, he stated that ho 
was prei)aring a full reply to the liepurt, but that the reforms suggested by the Commission under 
paragraph 10 of the Report had aireoAly enyoged his serious attention. Ho concluded by deprecating 
any interference regarding the appointment of DcAvan as calculated to preclude all chance of a 
fiur trial being afforded for reform. 

146. Again, in a Kharita to the address of His Excellency tlie Viceroy, dated 17ili May 1874, 
Mr. Dadabhai strongly urged that no undue interiereuce should be exercised. 

147. It will be remembe^.red. with reference to what has been above stated with reganl to the 
position of Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee during this ])eriod, that IJis Highness the Gaekwnr, in Yad 
No. 1434, dated J4th August 1874, in reply to my Yad 1480 (0.1) of 10th August 1874, 
tendering the advice of His Excellency the Viceroy regarding the dismissal of ccrtiiln officials ot‘ 
the Baroda State, distinctly affirms that the duties and responsibilty of Dewnu were conducted 
by Mr. Dadabhai Nowtojco since the time that his ajipointmcnt wjim first publicly notified in 
Deoemlior 1873, 

148. Under these circumstances I woidd submit that the serious matters above adverted to, 
must be considered in connection with the fad that, for the last, ten mt»ntbs and upwards, an 
enlightened and educated Minister has been at the head of nffiiirs; no interference whatever 
having been exercised by Governii»ent from 24tli Ek^coinbor 1873 to 3rd August 1874. 

149. Bearing in mind this fiu*t, I now proceed to n<»tice aerintlm the subjects adverted to in 
this part. 

150. I believe the financial embarrassment of tlui liaroda State to be the main cause of 

. , ,... , „ , Cl. . difficulty which is now experienced in settling 

any cases which involve pecuniary claims against tlie 
Baroda Government. The magnitude of this question J l>oliove to have been hitlierto very 
faintly appreciated, and in order to enable Oovemment to form a fair idea of the present 
financial condition of the Baroda State, [give in Part X., panigraplis Jdlto 168 bcl(»w, an 
approximate estimate Hbowdng the aggi’cgate amount which is believed to bo involved in th(' 
pecuniary claims of the variou.s classtis specified in the preceding parts of tliis Report. 

151. The second subject has boon pnmiiuontly brought to notice by me in paragraph 22 of 

,, tlie confidential accompaniment to my Administration 

of ex,*..d>tare. of 10th June 1874. A battery of 

Horae Artillery ,of 2 golden guns has been (jrgaiiized on tbe most expensive and gorgeous 
scale. A new golden howdah and a nc*w golden elephant saddle have lieen constructed for 
State purposes. Lakhs Lave hoen Ij^vished on a new palace in the city, which is still 
incomplete; tbe work-people said to he six months in arrears. The newly created office of 
Fritinidhi has been endowed with a princ^ely salary of nearly a lakh of rupees per annum for 
purely ceremonial objects. Tlie salary of the new Dew*an, Mr. Diulabhai Nowrojee, has Vieen fixed 



upon ttie resources ot tne impoverished State and upon tlie unpaid 
Md retainers. New favourites arc entertained, and the most extravagant annual salaries 
lavished upon them ; whilst the representations of old anrl respactabki families in the State, ;is 
well as tbe military classes generally, arc clamorous for the means^of their subsistence. 

152. Th4 third subject viz., the deliberate invasion by the Durbar of British imjjerial 

Opiom and Bait rights, affecting the opimn and salt revenue, has been 

^ fiujy r^rted to Government. 

153. The systematic interference of the Durbar with trade by oppressive transit dues, &c, 

. is a suLject which has been periodically brought to 

Obstruehonii to tride. nol^ce of Government by different officora during 

the course of many years, and is the ncctiwsary tesuJt of tbe absence of a commercial Treaty. 
1 iisgret, howc'^er, to re^iort that during the last few months these obstructions have increased 
Slid threaten, unless checked, to affect most injuriously the conuneroial interests of the whole 
of ihxa part of the Presidency. 


154. The subject of the systematic retaliation, which has been practised on the ryots and 

mlltA TSawaJ.. __I __^ _ t_i. i_ 


me to the notice of Qovemment. Thie eubjoot k t}u» more important^ an 1 was authorised hy 
^ , the Commiadpix to issue a Peodamation, guaranteeinff 

protection to aU those who gave truth&I evidence; 
and thus the good f^th of the Bi'itisli Government is 
distindly involved in the question of protecting from retaliation honest witnesses, who have 
been induced on these conditions, to come forward and give public evidence of tbeir 
grievances. 

The Totters, generally noted in this Report, show the different cases in whicli I have 
fonnall^r reported this ver/^sorious matter, and 1 may also add that nearly every witness 
belonging ‘to the agricultural classes, who has lately appeared before me, has stated tlmt 
renewed o];mrossion and exactions have been the result of coming to Baroda to give evidence 
before the Enquiry Commission. 

156. The subject of the illegal seizure of British subjects in British and Oaek-war limits 

Illegal Ifiiiure of Britwh aubjeets. brought to the notice of Qovernment in my 

letters marginally noted. The subject appears to be 

Kwitient’s letter No. 82-115, dated 2 nd Ku- one of the most serious character, in consequence of 

B^dent^,* letter No. 47 - 173 , dated ,i6ti. Fc certainly sooner or later to lead to more serious 
binary )S74. and extensive breaches of the peace than have yet 

70-261, of 11 th March ' taken place. The case of the British Mookhee of 

lUdiden. '» letter No. 23?-8n, of 3rd Aoguet Bocbasan, reported to Government in my letter margi- 
1874. nally noted,* affords a good illustration of the contempt 

^ , . , ,, „ ,, in whicli Britwh villam.* officials ni*t> held by Durl)ar 

dated igt July 1874. District {Subordinates. While the action taken by 

Government, in merely ordering the Mookbee’s release 
from illegal confinement, can, J submit, have no other effect than to imbue the .Durbar with 
the idea that tlioro is no adequate remedy for cases of this nature. In my letter to 

Government bringing this case to notice, 1 cited a list of about 20 other coses in which the 

action of the Durbar towards other British subjects had been equally arbitrary and illegal, and 
I therefore drew the inference tlmt the action taken by the Durbar in the instance under 
notice was not accidental, but part of a regular system. I cannot refrain from again im¬ 
pressing on Government my sense of the extreme importance of noticing most strongly all 
cases of this nature. 

3 56. The subject of the systematic omission by the Durixir to reply to references on public 

business, in wliich there is an object for evasion, hae 
oniiBwou to reply to ReiiideiitN been constantly brought to the iioticti of Government; 

and more than one r<fferonce on the subject has boon 
rondo to the Durbar by order of Gove.rnuicnt regarding it. The extreme inconvenience 
which is caused hy ibis system, not only to the Resident, but to every public officer who 
has occasion to coiTcsjiond with the Resident on ]mi)lic business, is so serious that it has in 
many cases brought the tran.saction of public bu.sinoH.s to a dead lock ; and I do not 
hesitate to say that, owing to this mischievous syst(>m, the increase of work in this and all 
neighlKmring offices has betm enoimoiis. To this, moreover, may chiefly be attribuU^d the 
enormous arrearn of Oirass Waiita, and other cases in which the Durbar has a direct 
pecuniary interest in delaying a settlement. 

167. The subject of improyier and insulting correspondence on the pai*t of the DiirlMU* lias 
, _ . , on several occasions l»cen brouglit to the notice of 

l.np«.p.r tone of Dnrbnr oo..oudence. Oovominent, the most marked instance tjoing afferdcrl 

by the correspondence relating to the marriage of Ilis Highness with Laxmccdiaeo, in wliich 
the Resident was chargixl by Mr. Dadabhai on the part of His Highness with offering b* 
tlie latter an “open outrage and a public insult,” for carrying out in a firm, but strictly 
courteous manner, the instructions of Government. ^ 

Other cases, such os that of Dm. Seward and fioss, who, after having been grossly 
insulted by His Highness’ escort, were I’eprescntcd as having misstated the circumstances, 
are on i*eeord, in which the Durliar has not scnipled to make direct assertions regarding 
public business which were known to he contraiy to fact. 

158. With regard to the habitual refusal of the Durbar to listen to ailvice, or to meet the 

^ . wishes of Government in the settlement of any ques* 

llen«altol.Btonto.ul,ice. whatever, thc subject is one which needs hut 

little comment from me, as this system is doubtless one of the main causes which have contri- 
butod to produce the jirescnt utter disorganization of the State. It might reascnably have been 
supposed that at this serious juncture, backed up by the warning of His Exoolloncy ^he Viceroy 
and Governor-General, the friendly advice which I have boeii ctmstnntly imjmrUng, both to 
His Highness the Gaekwiir and his Minister, would at least have received some kind of 
response. I have been in constant communication with Mr. Dadabhai Kowrojee regarding the 
HOttlement of Commission cases, and have give him every assistance, at the cost of great labour 
to myself; yet I regret to «ay that as yet no practical results have ensued. 

159. Finally, with regard to the system of political agitation which has been systematically 

Political agitation. ■ in ever amce the ^“^on wa« 

raised and advocated by Mr. Dadabhai kowrojee at 
the end of 1Q72,1 would call to mind my various confidential memoranda on the subject einec 
May last, showing amongst other matters that oertain persons from the Indapoor and Sholapur 
ZMstriofs wer^ encouraged to come to Baroda, and that pamphlefs of a seditious tendency were 


pmted itaf the preiui and ’-m^elv^lddfeted. Meir^dfvGlfi ^lief ^eSiy ooitkm 

Mtdn xtf G’fiekww witJi' dtar Becb^-Ifonkim Dutriq^*,^ a matter of ppUtkal 

importance worthy of fe^g Wtohfihi "b;^ Our dirttlet ^cers. 

The frequent viRitB whidi hare for Bomf^ tnontlis pitot l)een mode by Ageuta of the Mahan^a 
to the State of Akulkote, trhieh ia now under'Br^tieh management, Ikve attriicted my attentioii. 
I am under the impresBion that I mentioned thia oonfidentially to Q-ovcmment, but 1 h^ve not 
cuminumcated with the Political Superintendtmt, Akulkote, on the Bulpect. It i»i however, 
going on at the pn^aent timo~» favourite ■Tasood of His HlghnjBB having left for j&ulkote 
thiH day ^iHt October) OBteneibly to communicate the birth of a Ion and heir to the'(^||i|dee to 
an aged Soothsayer said to reside at oj* near Akulkote. . ■* 

iS). With reference to the extraordinary ptteoedenct^ claim advanced by His HighncB^J the 
l*reccaoiico claim of Uin HighnosK tlic Maha- prestint Gnekwar, I think it material to' state that Mr. 
'•Ja* Dadabhai Nowrojet^ not only wrote the Khanta tb Hie 

Kxcellency the Vi<XTOy and Governor-General advocating this claim, but was apecially deputed 
by His Highness the Gaekwar to promote it with the authoritu^s in England. The results of 
thb jirepoBterouB claim havo been to inflate to an inordinate extent ii singularly ignorant and 
uneducated Prince, whose natural ideas wituM never have reached such an extravagant height, 
but for the pronqitings of interested and unscrupulous advisers. * 

In consequence, moreover, of the attitude assumed by His Highness with reference to this 
claim, a Bignal mark of disrespect was shown by his refusal to attend the General Durbar held by 
His Jixec]Tr.ncy the Viceroy and Governor-General in Bombay in Novtsmber 1S72, and similarly 
on the occasion of His Excellency the present Governor passing through Barorla early in 1873, a 
difficulty arose regarding His Highness paying his res^iects to His Excellency the Governor at 
the Baruda railway station. 

161. On the general imbjcct of precedenci^ and |>olitlcal agitation, I would invite reference to 
the remarks contained in paragraphs It to 12 of the confidential accompaniment to my Adminis¬ 
tration Bfiport for 1872-73, 1 there iwlntcd out the great injury that 1 believed was being 

then caused to the interesta of Hifl Hignness the Gaekwur by tfie employment of Mr. Dodabhtu 
Nowrojeo for the purpose of political agitation in England ; and I am re8])cctfu11y of opinion 
that the miBchievuuB ideas on the subject of his precedence and personal states, then inculcated, 
have contributed* more 'dion anything else to blind him to his real duty as a Knler, and to the 
consequonccs which must neca^ssanly result from th(‘ <*oiitiimcd assertion by these advisers of 
His Highness* supposed right of unlimited sovereignty witliout icstionsibility to either the 
Paramounfr Power in India or his own subjects. 


PART X. 

4 

Gknehal Review or pkeoedtno RErojtT, avttti ooncli'etng Remauks. 

162. Having now submitted in a cl(»r and comprehensive shape, a brief account of the 
present situation of Baroda aflairs, 1 procetal to offer such observations as appear to me to bo 
material. 

It will be seen that, with i*erei'encc to all the important matters adverted to by His Excol- 
Generai mnew leucy the Vi(jeroy and Governor-General, not only 

have no remedial measures been yet undoiiaken, but 
in many instances an active spirit of retaliation has luanifoHted itself, which aiipears to leave 
ground for small hope that. His Highness the Gaekwar is really desirous of effecting that 
tiiorough and lasting reform of his adminUtraliou which was so stronly urged lx)th by the 
Commission and subHcquently by His Excellency the Viccj’oy and Governor-General. 

163. This entire abscu(*o of results I am induced ou mature cousideratiun to attribute to the 
following causes;— 

let.—To the financial embarrassment of the Baroda State, which I believe to be at the, 
present time hopelessly insolvent. 

2nd.-—To the entire inability of Mr. Dadabhai’s admiuisti'atiou to grasp, and effectually 
deal with, the causes of the chronic anarchy into which the State has fallen. 

164. With regard to the first point, I, have made it my business for some months past to 
enquire and ascertain, so far os was possible without access to Durbar account wo real 
financial condition of the Baroda State; and 1 have come to the conclusion that up to the end 


of ^amvat 1930 (June A.D. 1874) the debts of the State aggriigate not less than one ^d a 
l^f crores of rupees. This sum, enormous as it may seem, 1 now believe to be on under¬ 


estimate of the rem financial liability of the State at the present time. 

165. I have long been under tke impression that financial embarrassment was the real cause 


of the hopdiess (Hsorganizaflon into which the ‘ State gppenrs to havo been gradually drifting 

during the kwt 8 or 10 years, and my letters will show that I have from the first invit(3 

*1 to the great, importance^of asuertainiiig the real financial position of this State as a 

y condition of any efleqtual reform.. I ^Ui respectfully of opinion that the obstinacy 
tj:.. 


attention 
necessary 

with which His HighnW advisiors wp peeking |o resist onquiiy into the. numerous liabiliti^ 
of the State, solely proceeds from & .fwet t^i tbey are more or less aware that the results 
of such enquiry^ wou^ at once ^xpose the hoplless insolvency into which the State has been 
allov^ to drift throng tiae extr^^e prodigality and fiiinoua waste of the present reign. The 
pt^se^iouBuess of the emtimnimd state i^f the qu^ces has in fact acted as the; inoentive to 
the numerous cases of and spoliation srhich l h^vc firum time to time been ropqrtii^ 

to <^vemnugit. All. fhp' servants of the State faiive been bu^y enmuied >in .enriohipg 
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this ocmsciouaness,^ moreoyer^ which m^nly ocoounts for the entire want of suooess, which has 
hitheito looon^nied everjr effbrt on py jjart, both daring last year and the present, to pr^nre 
a settlepaent of any ca«e mvolvit^ p^unmry.c^pis ^^py: do f f:^Ueye Ih^t ^i8 Highneff the 
Ghiekwar has the tneant of satitrymg tWsihaU^' fraetiok of-his liabUilxes and of 

the current revenue of the State. Itjs, niOreoYee,. tho Oc^sciousness of this fact which accounts, 
1 believe, for the extraordinary efforts that are now being made to repudiate bond fide State 
debts, land to force the military olasse.'<, bankers, traders, £c., to accept a settlement on terms 
which would involvp them if^o utter ruin. 

166. It is computiil that Ihc KablUtieft of the State to the military classoH alone amount to 
about dO laklia, and when it is remembered that the clairqe of Watandars, Girassias, Inamdars, 
&c.> &;c., are, generally speaking, in arrears for 10 years, the liabilities on this account also can 
be nothing short of enormous. 

167. Th& Baroda bankers, moroover, sucii os Haroe Bl^agtee, Gopalrao Myrol, Motiloll Somal, 

and many others, are creditors of the State to an enormous amount, averaging, at least so far 
as my information goes, 46 or 50 lakhs. * 

168. In addition to these, there are the cases of the Ahmedaliad jowellors, the late Chiefs 
followers, and others, mentioned in the Commission Proceedings, whoso just dues have to 
be met. 

169. Nor must omission be made in a general statement of this sort of th<^ serious pecuniary 
claims in which the British Government is directly interested ; iryle my letter to Oovemmont, 
No. 163-685, dated 6th June 1874, in which thtj following cases were enumerated :•— 

1. Mandvi Tora Girass due from the Gaekwar to BritiSi Govorament, Ks. 10,25,708-5-2 up 

to the end of 1878-74. 

2. Oirass Hucks payable by Gaekwar to Uhang Chiefs, for which credit has been g^ven in 

theBi-itish Treasury, Khondesh, Rs. 20,000. 

3. Her Highness the Rance Jumnabai, Rs. '1,00,000. 

170. Taking into consideration the enormous liabilities here disclosed in connection with 
the facte, that neoily every dopai*tment of the State is falling into arrears, and that the most 
ruinous prodigality is being practised by the Maharaja on a scale the like of which has nevei* 
been even appronchod by previous Gaekwam {-vide paragrapli 151 above), some idea can be 
fonned of the real proldem which is involved in the i'cforra of the Baroda State. 

171. Thti .second point, to wliich I have above adverted in paragraph 161 as furnishing a 
clue to the entii’O absence of results which have hithorto attended my efforts to j)rocure a 
settlement of many of the iiumorous i)ending coses, is the ineiHciency of the new administration 
now conducted by Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee. 

172. Bearing in mind the extremely difficult position in which Mr. Dadabhai is placed, I am 
unwilling to lay on him the whole responsibility of the non-commencement of those reforms 
which have besen so urgently enjoined by His Excellency the Viceroy and Govemor-GenoraJ, 
thougli I, at the sniiic time, think that his fail are to induence the Gaekwar for good is the 
natural result ol* liis own tetichiugs in regard to sovereignty and precedence. It is right also 
to state that the objection which 1 raised at starting to the recognition of this gentleman as 
Minister, on account of his complete ignorance of practical administration, haw been proved to 
be a most retisonaldc one. L have since the commencement given Mr. Dadabhai every possible 
a.sriistance, and I have personally found liim courteou.s, but at the same time, so tenacious of his 
own peculiar views, as to lead him to ignore plain facts when opposed to those views ; hence 
he has done nothing during his 10 months’ tenure of (office, and has lost the confidence even of 
those who at first wore his supporters. 

178. Mr. Dadabhai has been gradually surrounding himself with a cciiain nunQl>er of British 
1. Mr. Bftla MttHfjwh, BarriRtcr-at-Law,.Ju(ige, officials, somo of whom an? of high character and 

attaimncnt.s; but as they are tdl of them, by the terms 
of their appointments, entirely subject to the? will of 
His Highness tBio Gatskwar, and have no fixed laws or 
l ogulationsto guide them in casew whore tlie Maharaja 
chooses to* interpo.se, they are, l>y the nature of the 
case, deprived of all real authority, and have no powei* 
whatever to initiate real reform. Mr. Dadabhai and 
his colleagues V;eiug thus practically ciphers, it would 
be unreasonable to expect thiit the hopeless emba^*assm^^nfc into which the btate has fallen can 
be extricated by their means. They have, in fact, been employed by the Maharaja to perionn 
the impossible task of saving an insolvent State from ruin, without incurring the necessity of 
paying its just debts. 

174. It is obvious, I think, that such a state of thiugs can quly lead to one result either 
sooner or later. Already overt signs of disturbance have manifested themselves in several parts 
of His Highness the Gaokwar’s dominions, and 1 do not hesitate to say that but for the i*ecent 
interptwition of Govomment, and the Proceedii^s oi the Baroda Enejuiry Commission, an out- 
br^k ,would oertainly have occurred ere this. The danger, therefore, of allowing the cases of 
Hie Sirdars and military classes, &c. &e., to remain unsetUed pending the Maharaja’s |fieaBure 
ia too obvious, to need turther qomment fi*om me,—starvation, abs®l'*te want, and t ne sjrstematic 
degradation of faTniliAH of high rank and respectability muat at all times.produce theur natuiid 
x«^ts; hence the extreme emergency, of the present position^. .. 

Ihave,'&e. 

■ Novoinber 1874. ' “ " Ik GJoluttel^^J^ 


Iligh Court, arrivwl Fetruury 1874. 

а. Mr. KAzee Shrihboodin, Keveaue Conimis- 
raoner, arrived in March 1874. 

3. M>. Hunnad^ Wadia, Sir Foujdar, Bar- 
ristor-at-Law, March 1H74. 

4 . Mr. Pfwtohjee JehuDgtr> lumaa Oommissiou 
Settferaunt Officer, October 1874. 

б . Dr. Pailoiijee, of Bombay, December 1873. 
6. PitaiubardoBB Jaithu, October 1B74. 

Others not yet joined. 


^ •«» 


0.—Oorrespondeuoe with reference to t^e Oiuse of Nana 

Saheb Powar. 


No. 383-1287, dated Barodar, 2l8t NovensSjer l^L 

From Colonel R. Phayrb, llesideut at Baroda, to 0. Gonne, Esq., Sccrctery to 

the Government ot Bombay* 

Befoue the receipt of Government Jtesolution, Political Department, No, 6,769, 
dated 17th instant, u})on the case of Nana Saheb Powar, the occurrences set forth 
in the accompanying statement took place. 

2. Yesterday Mr. Dadabhai consulted me regarding the case, and as there was 

imminent danger of a serious disturbance in which, if once commenced, the whole 
of the military classes would assuredly have^taken part, I sent for Nana Saheb 
Powar to the Residency and induced him to go quietly homo under a promise to 
take no violent measures whakwer to recover his This lie olieycd, and in 

the meantime acting on my advice Mr. Dadabhai managed/to got llie lady sent 
back to her home, wliere she now is. 

3. This morning I road the substance of the (^closed statement to Mr, Dada- 
hhai in the presence of Nana Saheb Powar, and I also explained to him the 
purport of Government Resolution No. 6,769, dated 37th instant, and advised 
that ariAngemcnts should bo made as Aoon as possible to pay the Sirdar his arreai-s, 
settle about the liquidation of his debts-by a part of his allowance, and allotting 
to him the balance of it, allow him to jirocccd with his mfe and family either to 
Dewas or Soopa as might he arranged. 

4. Mr. Dadabhai has promised to endeavour to make these arrangements. 


Statement by Naka Saiteii Powau to the Resident on tlin 20th day of November 1874. 

In continuation of fomer representations I bog to state that on the 17tli instant I turned out 
of my house three of my wife’s servants who I considered to be the worst chanicters of those about 
her. She has about 20 soi'vauts in all, viz., 1.0 mt?n an<l about five women. These 15 men have 
all been entertained by her and her evil advisers since the present Maharaja’s acscession to the 
throne. I have always objected to the presence of these men in my house, and about two months 
ago I wrote to the Senuputtce informing him of my intention to discharge them, which was 
refused in a written order. On the 17th instant 1 turued three of the worst of these men out of 
my house. Withm two or three hours afterwards about 40 or 50 men came and surrounded my 
house. Some of my wife’s servants held communications with thoin, and immediately after my 
wife began to create a disturb-ance and to quarrel with me ; she declared she would not remain 
in the house unless tho three dismissed servants were brought back again ; that she would commit 
suicide, &;c., &:c. I bolieve that the 40 or .^>0 men in question belonged some of them to tlie 
Maharaja, some to Nana Saheb Klmnvclkcr, and some to Damodhur Punt. 

Under tliese circumstances, fearing that some serious disturbance would take place between 
my men and the above if I carried on the altercation with my wife any longer, I came and sat iii 
the front verandah of the house, and >jjhil8t I was there my wife ordered the garry and left my 
house by tho backdoor and drove to Chnmm Baugh, a garden belonging to the Maharaja, which 
is in Nana Saheb Kbanvelker*a charge. I did not know that she had left my house until my 
own servants gave me information. She was escorted by some of the men above referred to os 
belonging to the Maharaja, &c. 1 posted tliree of my men at one entrance to the garden and 

three at the second one to see who visited iier. No one came that day, the 17tli. The next day, 
tho 18th, Nana Saheb Khanvolkcr visited the garden at about 1 o’clock p.m. My wife came to 
tho door of the Bungalow to meet him, and he gave her a ch^ and drove away by tho other gate. 
At about 3 o’clock the same day my men ol»aervcd lainp^ chandeliers, going from Nana 
Saheb Klianvelker’s bungalow to that occupied by my wife.* After dark the same evening 
(7 o’clock) a sepoy of Nana Saheb Khanvclker cumc to tlic back enirance of tho Chimum Baugh 
bungalow and told my men that if they kept loitCTing about there, it would be the worse for them. 
My men remained perfectly quiet, gave him no answer, hut one of tliom reported the matter 
\o me. 

Yesterday, the 19th, I resolvecT to speak to Mr. Dadabhai ori the subject on his return from 
the Residency, and 1 accoi-dirmly stopped him as h« passing my house, and complained 
about the detention of my wile in the Chimun Baug^ and related the circumstances of Nana 
Saheb's visit, and 1 added that unices she given up to me 1 should have to go and fetdi 
her at all hazards. Mr. Dadabhai told me td retnoin quiet rill 2 o’clock, and that he would 
endeavour to arrange matters. Four or five men were witli me during this conversation with 
Mr. Dadabhai. I waited till 3 o’clock, and in the meantime I wrote both to the Sirkar Hoozoori^ 
to the Resident. The Sir Kouzdar, Mr. Hormusjee Wadia, and Baboorao, Senaputtee’a Karkooo, 
ehortlj after came to They told me not to act hastily, and that they woui<i endeavour to 

Armnijro tVin^tAira. nlan n. u.*.«tfAn m*. «iaA aI... _ _ _.i*_i-f—U 



hmn^uiaoi 



. ... <»f.jrs 8 ti^a 7 , whi^h i.;now 4 '■'.-v;,;;V' ■ 

.-lYing been M^'ldr If tb Rimden^ IW fibw %ae here as requested^ and sini!^'% 
anSval^ere 1 b&ve be«t inforn^hd that the Caiman Ha'£t||h'has been surrounded by a body bf 
cavalry.;; ' 

My myer is as {b^oWs. 

^st ' lbat my arrears and olainyi ..pay settled as soon as pos^e ; those claims axe^ 

S^our yeilnVmrrears oemooh 0 ^ Rupees ori^Cally granted to Ra 
myvis., SiimbutldfeT to tojd - .■ ■ • - - 8,000 

My penbnal nemnook for Sumbuf 11930 * - . . 8,000 

Deducted from my personal nempook for Stu^but 19S9 - - 2,000 







Total 


18,000 


2nd. On my marriage I ceceivcd the pillage of M^ad in inam, value Rupees 8,000 per 
annum. This is supervised by Dainodhur Tunt, and I believe debt has been incurred oh it. 

Srd. My own debt now amounts to a faq^ Rupees 75,000 which was first incurred at tlm time 
of my marriage, owin^. to tny not havin^i|fteived tlie fuU amount promised at that time and has 
latterly accumulated m ithnsequenoe of stoppage of provisions, delay in receiving pay, high rate 
of interest, &c. * ^ 

Under the circumstahew above rdwted, as well as those which I have representod for the loft 
year and upwards, it is quite-impossible that 1 can reside at Raroda any longer. I pray there^ 
fore that my money affim may be^ttled, and that I may bo permitted to proceed with my 
wife either to my brother's estate at x)ewas or to my native place of Soopa in the Deccan near 
Ahmednuggur. 

The above having been read over to the deponi^t in the language which he undprstands is 
acknowledged by him to be correct. 


No. 391-1304, dated Baroda, 24th Ncn^ember 1874. 

From Colonel R, PHAYRifi, Resident at Baroda, to C. Gonne, Esq., Secretary 

to the Government of Bombay. 

In continuation of my report No. 383-1287, dated 21st November 1874, with 
accompanying statement madij hi'ioro mo by a Sirdar named Nana Saheb Powar 
on tlie 20th idem, I liave the honour h) state that I am now in a position to 
supplement with fhrthor particulars the tw^rious complication therein adverted to, 

2. It will be seen that the whole of this unfortunate of^r has arisen from 
the most objectionabhj and dangerous action of the Maharaja in trying to 
deprive this Sirdar of the lawful possession of his wifii and in fomenting discord 
between her and her lawful husband by interfering with the domestic concerns 
of the latter. 

3- In the statement made before me by Nana Saheb Powar on the 20th instant, 
an account was given of the manner in which the lady referred to was forcibly 
removed firom her husbands house to the Maharaja's residence at Chimun Baugh, 
under the direct orders of Nana Saheb Klianvelker, Damodur Punth and others 
acting under His Highaess the Maharaja’s personal instmot^ns. In consequence 
of tw disgraceful proceeding, the Sird^ referred to appears to have been driven 
to deapesatimi, and having vainly appealed to Mr. Dadahhai Nowrojee and others, 
he inisSktited his intention of going to the Chimun Baugh and carrying her off 
by fewsb At all bazaars. That this was no idle threat is shown by the fact that 
my lAt^dreAOe at once called for, and ^eire taken.by the Maharaja 

io prevent the Sirdar’s threap from being carried into execution, the Chimuja 
Baugh heu% surrounded with cavalry under [ strict orders to prevtmt any hostile 
ingiM. 

'4-* IP^hReinAtterS were'in this state, I sent for the Sirdar Nana Saheb Fotraif, 
and. 41:^^ at the Resid^^'sonie of his friends induced Radha Baee, th© 

vriddw of Hfe Highness Guni put 'Rao Gaekwar, to interfere so as to induce the 
voluntarily tQ;retum 44 her husband’s house at once. This was saocesafuUy 
ftTiii on wjfcnm. home he found bis wife there, 

good grounds for behcrrixig l^t a 
was bhly . averted 
' ' ■ ‘ .his'”*'* 


fj a&l by ihe uiterferenoe of 
were Mdev^ to suri^uxid house are said to hAvet ^ 

^ SiliadaMi ^:, Mendfi of Nam SalKb iPoww 

tHM tb b the al^ and inteskded ^Mest to have sided with them had the 
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iJtfaatened difiturbaaloe la aooofdaa^ wit& 

about 3 or 400 'SKrdto, &c., at cube collected Natia Tow^ 

houfl^, preparing to tak^ a p«Ht him in ifrliat they b@Reyedt to be aavioglrfs 

honour. As soon as information ■vras received by tho IMEahasraja x^f tbe^ri 

state of affaira» ho appears to have connived at the return of the lady from tbe 

Chimun Baugh to lier husband’s house, and thus h very serious and di^gorous 

disturbance was for the time averted. | ? i 

6. After this had occurred j^d subsequent to my report to Government above 
quoted, Mr. Badabhai Nowrojec called on me, told me the arrangement that ho 
proposed to make, and promised to let mo know the result on Monday, the 23rd 
instant j but on that day when lie c^ed with the Maharaja, and I adverted to 
the subject, he appeared to me to liave evidently failed to Jiavc come to any 
arrangement with tho Maharaja about it, nor have I heard anjihing on the subject 
since, though it is obviously one of emergency and not to be delayed without 
risk of renewed disturbance, ^ 

7. It will tlius be seen that this serious oas^ affords only a fresh illustration of 
the hopelessness of effetjting any real reform^o long as theJMaharaja himself 
continues to oppose it. From day to day I am receiving information regarding 
passing events which shows tliat but for the influence which^ have happily been 
able to exercise in the maintenance of public order, an'Outbreak might have 
occurred at any time, tlic ultimate results of which it, is impossible to forsiie. 
It will be seen how, in cases of this kind, in whrbh the Maharaja is personally 
concerned, Mr. Badabhai and his administration are utterly powerless, and I 
have reason to know that tho Maharaja’s wilful opjiosition to Mr, Badabhai’s 
advice on this occasion was the cause of a serious rupture between ibom which 
threatened to bring Mr. Batlabhai’s connection with this State to a sudden 
conclusion. 


Bated Bombay, 1, llumnuim Street, 6th January 1876. 

From II. BiCKNGLii, Esq., Solicitor, High Court, to Captain E. Baring, E.A., 

Private Secretary to His Excellency the Vi(5croy. 

I HAVK the honour to forward herewith the petition of Kumlabai Salicb of 
Baroda, and to request that the same may be laid before His Excellency the 
Governor-General at tlui earliest opportunity. 


Petition diit< 2 d l{oiid)ay, J, ilummam Street, 0th January 1675. 

To His Kxrollency the Right Jioiiouvable 'V, (r. Rauiko, Rahok Nouthiieook, G.M.S.I., 

Viceroy and <iioremov-(}enoiul in Council, Calcutta. 

The Inimble petition of Kumlabai, wife of Anund liao, otherwise called Nana Saheb Powar, 
and daughter of Jlis Highness tho late Gunput Kao Maharaj. 

SiiEWTtTii, that on or about the t^Srd^ay of November 1874 your Petitioner caused a petition 
to bo presented to His Excellency tho Governor in Council at Rombay, complaining of the 
cruelty and oppression of her husband, the said Aiiund Rao, who is given to tho most dissolute 
courses and is greatly addicted to drink, and is also lieavily involved in debt. Your Petitioner's 
said husband has forcibly taken away l'r4)ro your Petitioner a large quantity of the jewels and 
ornaments which were presented to your Petitioner as dowry^rom her late uncle, Khunde Hao 
Maharaj, at the tlnic of her marriage, and has sold them to enable him to indulge, in.his vicnous 
practices. * . 

That on your I^etitioiier refusing to allow liim to take possession of tlie reirikinder of her 
ornaments, he commenced a system of tho most tniheard of cruelties, and during the past two 
months your petitioner hoe been subjected to the greatest indignities and'oppression, and has 
constantly hoen the victim of his personal violence, and! has during that time been kept in (dose 
confinement and denied all intercourse witii her relations, and also with her old and oonddenidal 
servants. . ' 

That on the 17th day of Decesnber last yon^ Petitioner' received a letter from the Sectary 
to Government in the Political Bepartm^t, hi ijeply to her «ud petition, referring her to Col^l 
Sir Lewis Pelly, K<C.S.l., Speeial Cx>nQEd8|iMor^. Wonv Potitioner succeeded after 

. much diSiculty in mstriicting Attorney to ;^pply'to Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, to institute an 
inquiH into the'misconduct m h^r husband, and to release her from confinement and prM^ her 
from further violence end opipresskm. - f 
Tliat no steps haVs asv jet been takun to proteGt your Petitioner flotn ^ murify of hm 
kodimd, and your Pstftiam haB?grave grounds for fearing that her husband wifl'U^ 'her& 



' IToiir felmg^UiAtpoboii. wUl be putia btt beaa 

A ber fneade ham ikaa to ttm« are ablo 1>y eteal<k|6 eetfd her. and she bae in od 
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eruel trea|motttii 
tho aboYO-Nibeii- 
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beeome v^ry weak» and is in. an extremely low stale health.' 

That your Petitioner feels assured that she cannot lon^iive under the existing 
and now appeals to Your Excellency’s kindness and justice to relieve her from 
tioned cruelties and save her life. 

Your Petitioner therefore prays that Your Excellency mav be pleased to order «t enquvy to 
be immediately iqptituted ;imto tlie misconduct of her liusband and steps taken for aw pro¬ 
tection; f 

Ami your Petitioner as iu duty bound shall ever pray. 


(Enclosure.) 

■ ^ ' Dated 24th November 1874, 

From Kitmi,aw.\t Sahf.b, wife of Nana Sahks PowAn, by her Mooktyar, (JovrwD Rao 
Sakuauam Maxday, to Private Secretary to His Excellency the Governor. 

1 TAKK leave to address you on tho subject of luy wrongs. I am the daughter of His High¬ 
ness Gunput Kao Maharpj. tho eldest brother of the present Ituler of Ilaroda wlio ruled at Baroda 
for about nine years and departed this life about seventeen years ago. 1 trust that my birth and 
position as a daughter of tho House of Baroda will entitle me to a special claim for considera¬ 
tion and protection at the hands of llis Excellency, which 1 trust His Excellency will not deny 
to me in my distress. 

2. I have been married to a member of thn Powar family by name Nana Saheb Powar, with 
whom 1 have lived as man and wife for the last nine or ten years at Baroda, and 1 have bad only 
one daughter us tlic issue of this marriage, who has been dead. ^ 

S. For the last year or so I have been suffering such intolerable and brutal oppression from 
my husband, that I have lived a most miserable life to which even death is preferable* Unfortu¬ 
nately for me my husband has been given to the most dissolute courses, has been deeply attached 
to (Innk and utterly steeped in debt. Ho has already extorted from me and appropriated to his 
own use a large amount of the jewels and ornaments which I obtained as dowry and presents 
from my father's house, and whicit it is evident must have been considerable, and it was in 
consequence of luy having declined to submit still further to his demands and supply the means 
for the eontiiiuunco of liis indulgences that the most unheard of cruelties and tyrannies in the 
shape of abuses, assaults, imprisonments, and other indignities such as these have been my 
lot 

4. These suHerings became most intense during the past month or so and they proved so 
unbearable that on the 17th instant, having found an o])portunity of escaping from my nusband’s 
house, 1 did so, and took refuge in a bungalow situated in a garden belonging to my uncle, the 
pi'escnt Ruler of Baroda. 

5. In this refuge I remained for three days, hut during this period my husband applied for the 
interference of the Resident at Baroda, who, as 1 am informed, insisted upon the Dowan Saheb, 
Mr. Dudabhai Nowrojee, to send me by force back to my husband's house; and the reason 
assigned being that unless this was done a great row would be made by the Mankaries, Sirdars, 
Sill^ars, and so forth. 

6. It is diHicult to understand the object of tho Rosideut's interference iu this manner, and for 

this alleged reason why coercion should be used to oblige an oppressed female to return to the 
house of a tyrant husband, and why the Mankaries, Sirdars, Silladars, should rise up if the wife 
of ono of their body refused to go to her husband’s house arc matters which J am unable to 
account for. Certain it is that on Friday last, the 20th instant, the Dewan Saheb ordered me 
to go from tho said refuge, stopped all my allowances from the Durbar until I returned to my . 
hu^nnd's house, and sent a detachment of about iifty* cavalry soldiers of the Gaekwar, who 
environed tho place, disarmed and imprisoned tho seven sepoys of my body-guard. Upon this 
one Baba Saheb Soorve came to mo with about four or five people and announced that he bad 
iieen sent by my husband, that unless 1 went with him peaceably, he would take me along by 
violence. Under this threatened violence, which came upon me, unprotected as 1 was in every 
way, under the auspices of tho Resident on tho one hand and my uncle’s minister on the other, I 
went in a sh^am nack to my husband's hou.ie. - 

7t Upon going to my husband's house ho admitted me alone and dismissed all my attendants 
and other slants who were in my confidence and who had been with me, and he forthwith locked 
mo up, and I am now a prisoner in his house once more, a prey to his cruelties and oppressions. 
On two occasions, vi*., in the place of refuge ahove-naiuea, and again at my huaband’s house 
after my return to it, 1 was driven in the extremity of my despmr to attempt iny life, but 1 Imve 
been saved by the interposition of friends who promised that roUof would bi*feurely obtained from 
His Excellency* I trust in His Excellency entirely. 

8. There is no fitting Court or Tribunal at Baroda to enter into any ^estion of judicial sepa- 
tion or divorce* There is no justice nor equity* If my husband Nana Saheb Powar has by any 
meatis secured the favour of dhe Resident, as manifestly be has, that officer turns a deaf ear to 
the wail of his favourite’s wife. It happens that my husband has been one of the pmra^ Who 
have ^en the informants jmd agitators in all that the Resident has done in re«^ of foe Baroda 
as^tioi^ and in consequence he has secured the favoiu* and confidence of the ResMent. 

9;'I am liowimprisohed in my husband’s Itouse. 1 am seriomily afraid of my Rfis* I can foueh 
no that his people give me. My own people and servants arelcept awi^ from mo. I pray 
that Hfo^tnay be saved by an oi^erfrom His Excellency, that 1 niay foave my husbands 


liawie.fbrAwMi ''’'Jtiftw* 

wttrdff i- wAied to 16 fWB6m1i^y iM <« I i&hlIib»9tAid|f to la 

order or diopooitioa a« His S^lioeUoire)^ nmy doom^t '^'doviso in my iseov^^, -. ■ ^ 
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Roma Sidiobr wife of Tpdya Sebeb Shirker^ daughter of Mulhar HacM- 
SantoQb«Li^ wife of Baba Steheb Bhonslay, daughter of Qunput .Rao Mab^^. 
Munjoolabaii mfe of Khaenograo Shirkay, daughter of Khunde Hao. 

Khaeaybai Saheb, wife of Raja of KoIa^^iV daughter of Gunput<Rae Mahari^ 
Kumlabai Saheb, wife of Kana Saheb Powar. 

Peayer:— 

1. All attendants to be with her. 

2. Prevention from going with him to his country against my will / 

S. Visit to Bombay. 


No. 307P:, dated Fort William,, 29th January 1876. 

From F. Hbntet, Esq., Officiating Under-Socretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to C. Gonne, Esq., Secretary to the Govonuhent of 
Bon^ay. 

With reference to your letter, No. 7400, dated 8th ultimo, I am directed to 
requ^t that you will furnish this office with a complete copy of the correspondence 
refitting to Sirdar Nana Salieb Powar, 


(Extract.) 

No. 801, dated Bombay Castle, 5th February 1876, 

From C. Gk>NNE, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to 0. U. 
Aitohison, Esq., C.8.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department. 

In reply to Mr. Ilen-vey’s letter, No. 307P., dated 29th ultimo, I am directed 
to forward herewith copies of furtluir papers in the case of Sirdar Nana Saheb 
Powar or Anund Bao Powar. 


Petition, dated Baroda, 29th September 1874. 


From Anundrao Powar Wiswasrao to His Excellency Sir 1*hilii* Wodehouse, K,C.S.1., 

Guvemor and President in Council, Bombay. 


ff 
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I, THE undersigned, most humbly and respectfully beg to draw your honoups kind attention to 
the following matters;— 

I have sent to your honour the memorandums by register as shown in die margin, but'have 

unfortunately neither received any reply to 
ihem, nor the Resident here has hMu, it 
appears to me, ordered to arrange anything 
for me. 1 have in the same way sent severid 
memorandums to the Resident <here to the 
effec^ that the Durbar day by day has been 
trying more and more in order to put me somehow to'dislionour, but he has aot also done wy- 
thing. As for Dewan Saheb Dadabhai the following circumstance will plainly show your h^o^r 
how in his administration answers ore dven froi^ tlm Durbar. 1 ordered my wife not to permit 
some of her servants who are of bad cnarocter 0 enter into the “wada^’ (mansion), hiit on the 
recommendadon and protection of Mr. Damodht^ Punt and others sho disobeyed zpe, and thus I 
was lau£^ed at Hence 1 sept tor the Senaputtee a memorandum requesting him to get the 
above servants of my wife dismissed; in, aus^?^ of wluch he sent to me a mmimrahaum of 


A memorandum of No. 913, And dated 5th May 1874. 

of No. 1179, and dated 24th Jnn# 1B74. 
of No. 1295, and dated Snd July 1874. 
of No. 954. and dated 2li*t Augiuit 1874. 
of No. 2349, and dated 24th Ceptomber 1874. 
of No. 2560. and dat«d 26th September 1864. 




ait*** cv tyw g uw pO.\,%.t> mv w** ....v ^.vbumu, vuvm yu vwMmvtvm^ivu 

your honotu wil( easily l^nowr now much poVer m other genBemen havaon their ladles, at^o 
how the information is going here. Mx whole gjilen to my wife, and mjr giaiD-' 
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going* 

d^ier being .8tripdy.oi^ra^ the 
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ubt^ Jay servants nor even ^ me our 

, . ao that with all my amwi^liaye wji; hpngry these 1^, ^*day^ and I 

am in sutdi great cad^ties,. , I. therefore most reqqeat of yo^r^ Jtofldur to,.l;ie gracmily 

pleased to arrange tmwmatt^ soon, ^ o^er Sirdars and gentjwen of myj'apk to 
' ' tieaent lung hii^too.; Nana Sa£^ PKtiihidhee^ SaW> 

*• * Bapotgee Rbo flm,.Conni^nder-in-Chie^ Mr. Bala S^eb MumfhiJfae 
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Highnees to bo pleased to 
to so purpoM. His 


M'-'aH 


Pi?i' 


|r --•iP 'UO 1 

adjust oi|^ oam ^.A^wdit^ly' we ira^t.to Dewait^ 
of nis Highness^ eb that we had better to f<dlow Hi 


Hie B\ 




eoto ci^ a hmg tohe dheb> bu^ 
tb S&ebt «bo, he sai^ would 

wlb j^ he should etdontid.^ wiU 
S8| intentioas, if not evorj^hod^ will 




' then ho# 6^ those'ineh hate kh experi^c^ of bur beihv starred. Itir Spoken 
soon account of the pet^ of llS montbk ^iveii to tEs <$^War^by toe Britilb €lbveraihei)t 
Kts Hi^ness has dstorfDinkd xiqtto givka single' pie to. tke Old servants, and also Dewan S^b 
Itodabnai, Who is to make tofcMaiion, follows his ^toy'cdnsequently it is too mudh difficult {or 
iffi to.MUtot our hoUotir UiOd dharUOter. ' If Hts ^t^Hghnero'bkd h ibind to give us otir rights, the 
British Ooverhment ttrould have not been put to trouble to appoint the Coimnission ami to 
inqtdre into our eases. Trusting the notice issued by the British Government, dated the lUh 
November 1873, expessing those who truly proclaim will have a shelter from the Government, 
we laid our complaints beioro the Commission. We therefore beg to hope ^ur honour will not 
any longer connive at our grievances, but will, on the contrary, kindly fulfil the promise held to 
us in the above-mentioned proclamation, and will t^o also <hie steps for onr cases. I therefore 
most humbly beseech your honour to be graciously pleased to take all the inomorandpms Sent up 
to this date to your honour by me into your kind consideration, and to order the Resident here 
as soon as possible to make necessary arrangements for me. 


Memorandum. 

( 

S. K. Order 1., No. 528. 

Mb. . Akunorao Powar is infoitned from the Senaputtee Kaoheree that your request to 
dismiss your wife’s servants, but tboso servants Imve not been employed by you. Sobhagbraty 
Kumlabai haa employed them as nu>n of her trust and confidence. You nave no authority to 
disfpi^ them. Your request about their dismissal is not proper, as they are the servants of 
her trust. . Do not dismiss them nor put her to any harm for them. 

Bhadrapud Sood I Sumbut 1931. 

(Sd.) Bapoo Mohitav. 

Dated Baroda, 14th October 1874. 

From Anttndrao Powar Wiswasrao to His Excellency Sir Philip Wodehousk, K.CS.I .1 

Governor and President in Council, Bombay. 

I, THE undersigned, most humbly and respectfully beg to solicit Your Excellency’s kind 
attention to the foflowing matters, and hope to be kindly excused for the trouble:— 

1 have sent to Your Excellency several memorandums by register to this day, but am very 
sorry to state that Your Excellency has. neither paid any attention to them nor made any 
arrangement. It is not that 1 am a nobleman only through the name of the Goekwar. Your 
Excellency'’’ is a second grade Sirdar of the British Government; then if a prince under Your 
Excellency’s authority should oppress his subjects, it is"'the duty .of Your Excellency to redress 
them and make their han^ohtist. Upon Your Excellency’s notification 1 put forth my grievances 
as other men did, then if Your Exeelleney will not p^ attention to my true rights and settle my 
case, it rihouW be considered on the whole toat the Btitish Government gave solemn assurances 
of safety in toe notification to ruin me. 1 liave a firm confidence that the British Government, 
which is just, will never, do such a thing: thinking this, 1 beg to state again that the loat 
memorancluni sent to Your Excellency, in which 1 have requested that the Resident has verbally 
told the Dewan Saheb Dadabhai to adjudge my case, but he did notlnng. I went again on the 
3rd October 1874 to the Resident here, who again told the Prime Minister in several ways, but 
to no purpose. At last on the 6th October 1874 I sent to the said Prime Minister a memorandum 
by TCgiatofr toe copy of which 1 beg to enclose herewith ftw Your Itxceltehcy’s perusal. I there¬ 
fore humbly request Your Excellency to be graciously pleased to order the Resident here to tell 
the Durbar in order to settle my debt as stated in the copy, and pay me the sum of Rupees 2.000 
deduct!^ out of my salary in the year Sumbut 1927, and also the sum of Rupees 2,000 which 
the Durbar has fined me for nothing, and has been given to a relative of Nana Saheb KharTvel- 
ker by him, and also I am to be permitted to go to my native land. If the Durbar does not 
wish to permit me to go to my native land with ray wife, jt should give me my demands as stated 
a^ve, and neither it nor Damodhur Puut Nana should speak in household business. Moreover, 
some of my wife’s servants that are of had character should be dismissed according to the 
memorandum sent to the Durbar a few days ago, and I may be permitted to inspect the village 
belonging to toy wife: Out of these two things I am ready to follow Your Excellency’s 
fotonce. I wito my karkhana have betoi hungry for these last dgvs; and as for my wife, 

toe goto all the produce of her village beside Mr. Damodhur Punt Nana gave her my two 
JEBoaiws pay.’ 1 therefore most hunnbly request Your Excellency will order the Resident here to 
take due stops for my case as soon as possible, and also send me an order that I may ^ to the 
Resist here. ^ * 

P.S;i-l hive totoe to knbw toat ME Damodhur Punt Nana has told my wife to pjMOttt a 
to Yqto Exc^lency reqxiesting I am addicted to intoxication, with an iptoniioh t^t 
yi^Exbtlled^hmy hot^y any attetiflon to 


Mr. I^mOdbur Punt Nana must have sent or 


:o iny chse. AOoo^mgly a petition pr^^ed by 
wHl be eciit to Your Excellency by my wife. 


* Sk) in ofig. 


■No, S5WJ;&T, dated JBaritK^ 

From Colonel R* FaAY3t«f Reaident, B«roda« to C Qom&t £i«q.> Secretary to tbo 

Goverameut of Bombay. 

With reference to the petition of Annndrao Powar Wiswaarao covered by Clovermawit No. 
5908 of IStb October 1874, 1 have the honour to submit the following remarks, 

S, The petitioner is a Si^ar of high rank* and is married to a daughter ^f the late Gunput 
Kao Gaekwar, brother of the present Mahariy. He is also a 3nd Class Sirdar of the Deem. 
The petitioner was present in Baroda at the time that the Commission was sitting, and was 
anxioM to represent nis grievances. His case was not brought forward, as there were details in 
it which affected the present Maharaja personally, and tho investigation of which the Commission 
were anxious as far us possible to avoid. The cose has recently been the subject of negotiatimi 
between myself and Mr. Dadabhai Nowrujee, but no satisfactory settlement has hitherto been 
arrived at. * 

8. The pi^titioner’s case shortly stated is as follows .— 

At the time of his marriage with Ills Highness Gunput Kao's daughter his allowances were 
6xed as follows 

Personal allowance > * - • - Rs. 8,000 per annum. 

Father’s do. - - - - - »» 5J,000 „ 

Knam village of Meydad - - - - „ 3,000 „ 

Rs, 13,000 

Besides the usual supplies of provisions, &e. 

4. Owing to the non-receipt of these allowances regularly the petitioner ori^naily incurred 
debts amounting to about Rupees 25,000, which amount has now increased considerably. 

5. Since the aecessiou of the present Maharaj his personal allowance of Rupees 8,000 has 
been kept in arrears, entailing great loss. The allowance of rupees 2,000 fixed for the peti¬ 
tioner’s father has been arbitrarily stopped since the accession of the present Maharaj. His 
cuam village has also been placed under the authority of the Maharajah’s Private Secretary, 
Damodhur Punt. 

6. The petitioner moreover complains tliat his wife has been in the habit of visiting the Malia- 
raja clandestinely, and his home ruined by her uncle, the present Maharaj, Damodhur Punt, &c. 
Regarding this part of the case 1 received in the month of August last a long statement by the 
petitioner giving certain details of .his treatment by the present Gaekwar and his confidants. 1 
may also mention that the facts then reported have created a very great scandal, and were nearly 
leadii^ to a serious breach of the peace. 

7. The petitioner’s relationship to the present Gaekwar and his high rank as a Sirdar appear 
to entitle him to a proper maintenance and provision. He has expressed a wish to have his 
affairs settl^ and to be allowed to go with his family to his native country in tho Deccan. 

8. Tile petitioner alleges that the Maharaja pays half his allowances to his wife, but declines 
to pay him or allow her to accompany him to his country. 

9. i am respectfully of opinion that the Maharaja should be advised at once to provide a 
proper maintenance suited to petitioner’^ rank and his close connection with the Gaekwar family, 
and that with regard to this family dispute 1 be authorized to effect, the best arrangement 
possible under the circumstances. 

10. In conclusion 1 would invite particular attention to the fact that the petitioner has fully 
represented his case to Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee, who has spoken to me on the subject, but has 
not up to the present time been able to effect any amicable settloment. 


No. 6769, dated Bombay Castle, 17th November 1874. 

Extract from tlie proceediSgs of the Govommont of Bombay, in the J*olitical Department. 

Rkad— 

Petition from Anundrao Powar Wiswasroo, dated Baroda, 29th September 1874—Referring to 
former petitions, and again asking Government interference in matter of hardships expe¬ 
rienced from present Gaekwar Government. 

Letter from the Resident at Baroda No. .351-1197, dated 27th October 1874—Stating, in reply 
to Government No. 5908 of 1874, that the case of Anundrao Powar Wiswaarau (son-inrlaw m 
the late Gunput Rao Gaekwar, brother of His Highness MuUiar Kao) has recently been the 
subject of negotiation between himself and Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee, but that no satisfactory 
result has hitherto been arrived at. Descrying the petitioner’s case briefly. Expressing 
Opinion that tho Maharajah should be advised at once to provide a proper maintenance 
suited to petitioner’s rank and close cont^ction with the Gaekwar family, and that he 
(Resident) be authorized to effect the best' arrangement possible m regard to this foinily 
dispute. Making remark. ' m 


Rksouitiot^.—F or the present it is nbfc kccess^ that the Resident should n*<we than use 

his good offices to induce tlie Molioriyah to piyvide fur petitioner in a suitable manner, and 
end^vour to ascertain from Mr. Dadabhai if tne|e is any prospect of the settlement of a mpate 

I.Ia ilkA Ii.UAL.ufa«. Ilia I'.iifkilw 
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No. 7552^ dated Bombay Oasije^ pecei^^ 1874. 

'From 0. Gk)KNE, Secretaary to the Govermtti&iA Bombay, to Cokmel Sia 
Lewis Pellt, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special Commissioner, 
, Barodii. 

As eonneoted witb the subject of Colonel Phayre’s Icttcar No. 888--128t, of the 
21st ultimo, I am directed to forward to you herewith, for disposal, an original 
petition, dated 24th idem, from Kumlabai Saheb, wife of Nana Saheb Powar, and 
daughto of the late Gunput Eao Gaokwar, brother of the prpsent Maliarajah, His 
Sig^ ess Mulhar Bao. 


No. 7656, dated Bombay Castle, l7th Pocember 1874. 

Prom C. Gonne, Esq*., Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to Kumlabai 

Saheb, wife of Nana Baueb Powak, 

Ik reply to your hitter, dated 24tli ultimo, I am directed to refer you to Colonel 
Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Govcmor-Goncral and Commissioner at 

Baroda, 


No. 765G, dated Pori, William, 17th Pehruary 1876, 

Prom P. Henvey, Esq., Officiating Undcr-Sccrotary to the Government of India, 
Poreign Department, to H. Bicknbli., Esq., Solicitor, High Court, Bombay.^ 

Ik reply to your letter dated 6th ultimo, submitting a petition from Kumlabai 
Saheb of Baroda, I am directed to refer you to Sir Polly, the Agent to the 

Governor-General and Special Commissioner at Bardda. 


II.---C!orrespondence with the Government of India. 


No. SIP., dated Poona, 17tli SeptembOT 1874. 

From Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to Secretary to the 
, Government of India, Foreign Dcpart-mont. 

I AM directed <o report, for the informatiori of the Govommont of India, the 
procoeflinpfs of Hifi Uiphness the Gaekwar consequent on tlic receipt of His 
Excellency the Vic(5roy*8 khureota forwarded with your'letter No. 1586P, of 
25th July last. 

2. No protest or other answer has been received from the Gackwar, and it does 
not appear that any is contemplated by him. 

3. In accordance with the advice whicih the Resident was directed to tender, 
the Gatskwar mused the officials mentioned in paragraph ] 1 of your letter to 
naign their officers, hut he expressed the wish to break the fall of one of them, 
his brother-in-law Nana Saheh Kliauwelkur, to wdiom he has always sliown giuch 
attachment, by conferring on him the purely honorary title of Prutineedheo with¬ 
out entrusting to him any ndniiiustrativc' functions. It appeared to this Govern¬ 
ment that such an arrangement if really carried out woixld not be contrary to 
tliq spirit of the advice which the Govenimcnt of India directed to be given, and 
the Resident was directed to intimate this view to the Gackwar, at the same time 
informing him that the honorary title in question would not entitle Nana Saheh 
to receive any OTcatcr honours than those to which be may be entitled as Sir 
Soobah of the Contingent. 

1. After mucli consideration the Gaekwar doinded to appoint Mr. Dadabhoy 
Nowrojoe as Dewan, The Resident whom the Gaekwar previously consulted 
entertained so unfavourable au opinion of Mr. Dadahlioy's qualifications that the 
Government thouglit it necessary to direct tlie Gackwar to bo infoimed that no 
objection would bo offei*ed to Mr. Dadabhoy*s appointment if llis Highness in 
the exercise of his independent discretion should think proper to appoint him, 
and that he would receive twery assistance from the Resident. Without such an 
assurance there was reason to apprehend that the Minister’s influence would be 
impaired, and that the Gaekwar miglit have s(»m(; reason to complain that bo had 
not been allowed a fair chance of reforming his administration with the assistance 
of a Ministier of his own choice. 

5. The Gaekwar has since applied to this Government for Iho services of certain 
British officials of standing and experience. Consent has been mven to the 
transfer of these gentlemen if they should ho willing to servo hTs Highness, 
which ho is now ascertaining. Their names will be reported to the Government 
of India when the arrangements are ooncluded. 


No. 6812, dated Bombay Castle, 8th October 1874 

From Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to Secretary to the 
Government of India^ Foreign Pe^^mcni.. 

Referring to your letter dated 26th July, No. 1686 P., I am directed to 
.. n M w ono 0 , 0 . 1 . forwaid herewith, for the information of the 

•l. Resident at Baroda,No.269-fll8,diMS*th « _ j. i* t j* <. w** uuv 

Aoffaiit ) 874 .viUi mciofuroe. Govexlunent oi India, copy of oorrespondence* 


^ Resident at Baroda, regardmg an ap- 

A ]^Reiktent,No.mo-98s,datedu^ pUcatbu of the Goekwor Durb^ for the ser- 

enber 1674. 
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Telegram, No. TC.P., dated 9th Oa^ber 1874. 

From Foebign Segebtaby, Hazabeebaoh, to FoiiIT|pal Secbetaby, Bombay. 

Youb letter No. 6812, dated 8th October. Viceroy would wish either that the 
men asked for by Gaekwar should bo sent him on special duty, or that names of 
other men willing to go should be suggested to him. Viceroy wishes l^mbay 
Government to give active assistance to Gaekwar in supplying suitable men. 
Letter by to-morrow’s post 


No. 120.P., dated Viceroy’s Camp, Hazareebagh, 20th October 1874. 

From Secbetaby to the Govebnment of India, Foreign Department, to 
Secbetaby to tjie Government of Bombay, Political Department 

I AM directed by His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council 
to acknowledge your letter No. 6812,* dated 8th October, received at Calcutta on 
the 16tli and hero on the 19lh instant, relative to the application of the Gaekwar 
for the scsrvices of officers for employment in the Baroda State. 

2. It is matter of regret to His Excellency the Governor-General in Council 
that, although His Highness the Gaekwar applied on the 17th of August* (a little 
more than a fortnight after he received the decision of the Government of India 
upon the report of the Baroda Commission) for the assistance of officers in 
carrying out the reforms which the Governor-General iu Council required him t{> 
intrMucc, no effective steps appear to have yet been taken by the Bombay 
Government to carry out tlie instructions conveyed in paragraph 7 of my lettei*, 
dated 25th July 1874. No action whatever appears to have been taken on the 
renewed appeal for help whicli the Gaekwar preferred on the 12th Septt'mber.t 
and which was submitted under cover of your letter of 8th October, without 
opinion or remark. 

3. The Governor-General in Council docs not consider that the hums of the 
lli^solution of the Bombay Government, No. 6238, t dated 7th September, were 
calculatcMl to invito the assent of tlie officers named to the offer of the Baroda 
Durbar, or that any communication ivas addressed to them expressing the wish 
of the Government of Bombay that they would accept the offer. As the Govern¬ 
ment of Bombay intimated that they would not object to the (smployment of the 
officers nanifMl, it is pnisumtsd that the arrangements as to the powers to be vested 
ill them and the conditions of tlanr employment (except in the unimportant 
matta* of pension and leave allowances in respect to which the Gaekwar sub¬ 
sequently intimated his readiness to agree to any special arrangements that might 
be wished) were considen^d satisfactory. Under Jihosc circumstances, active 
assistance should have been given to the Gaekwar under the instructions of 
25t.h July, and if the services of the men sch'ctod by llis Highness could not ho 
granted, the names of other men should have been suggest^ to liim, and the 
officers selecltxl should havt! been sent on special duty under ordei*s of His 
Excellency the Governor of Bombay in Council. To this effect I telegraplied 
yesterday under instructions of tlic Governor-General. 

4. The Governor-General in Council cannot but regret the delay that he 
fears, from the information before him, lias been allowed lo take place in tliis 
matter; a delay which is not calculated to encourage the Baroda Durbar in 
introducing or persevering in those necessary reforms on which so many intcrats 
depend. * The Governor-General in Council expects that the help of the Bombay 
Government will he cordially and actively givtm to the Durbar whenever this can 
properly bo done. If there be no properly qualified offlccjrs under the Bombay 
Government willing to assist in the refonn of the Baroda Administration, the 
Governor-General in Council will be prepared to depute officers serving under the 
Government of India. His Excellency in Council relies with confidence upon 
the cordial oo-oj)eration of His Excellency the Governor of Bombay in Council 
in his efforts to place the Baroda Administration on a sound and satisfactory 
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No. 6159,4fl|e4 Bombay Caatte, i23rd October 1874. 

From Sbcrbtauy to tbie GovBRNMHKf of Bombay, to SBORBtAEY to the 
Goveenmext of India, Foreign Bejiartmont. 

I AM dii'ected k) forward hertiwitli, for HubiniaHion to the Govomment of India, 
copy of a letter dated 10th instant, No. 319-1109,* from the Besident at Baroda, 
enclosing translations of comniunicalions made to, and rocoivod from, tlie Durbar, 
consequent on the decision of His Excolltmcy tlie Viceroy in Council on the Baroda 
Commission Iteport. 


No. 0160, dated Bombay Castle, 23rd October 1874. 

• • 

From SECREi’Aitr io the* Goveiinment of Bombay, to Secretahy to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

4 

] AM dircchid to forward heniwith, for the information of the Government of 
India, copy ofahd.ter from the ll(*siHent at Baroda, No. 307-T0B7, dated 2nd idem, 
forwarding translation of a pro(!lamation issued by His Highness the Gaekwar 
pn)hibiting the payment or acceptance of nuzzerana on appointments. 


No. 38P., dated Poona, BOtli October 1874. 


From Secretary to IJic Government of Bombay, to Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 


1 AM directed by His ExccHency the Governor in Council to state that from 
your letter No. 12C.P.* of the 2tHh October 1874 ho }»as Icjimed, with (squal 
surprise aqd regret, that the coursi^ Ik^ has pursued in respect to providing the 
Gaekwar with the assistance of officiers of tJiis Govenimenl ims causcxl dissatisfaev 
tion te His Exc(dlency the Viceroy in Gouncil, and is regarded by him as’ “ not 

calculated to encourage the Barofla Durbar in introducing or perscjvering in 
“ those neciessary reform on which so many interests depend.” 

2. His Excellency in Council in no degive ykdds to the Government of India 
in a sincere desire to see those reforms judiciously carried out, and tin? retention 
by the Gaekwar of his heredilar>' position tlu^rehy secured. Ho is fully sensibh; 
also of the responsibility resting on tliis (lovornincnt, as the authority entrusted 
with the immediate condmfl. of the alfair, for exerting itself lb tlui utmost in 
promoting the success of the policy that has been adopted. And he believes it. to 
DC in his power to demf)nstrat(; biwontl question that the task has been undeiiaktm 
by this Government in a iliorojighly loyal spirit, and that it has both in its own 
acts and in the instructions issued to tlic Besident exliibited a decided disjtosition 
to assist tlie Gmikwar as far as the instnictions it had received and a proper regard 
for the welfare and (diaiucter of its own servant,s w'oiild permit. 

3. His Exwdloncy in Council, however, perceives that in one most important 
point this Government did not apprehend tlu^ full meaning of the instructions 
of the Government of India, in paragraph 7 of yo\ir leter No. 1586, of 25tii July 
last, of which an explanation is now given in your letter under acknowledgment. 
It was not understood that by “ the request tliat endeavours be made to moot the 
“ wishes of the Gat^kwar and to furnish him with the officicrs he may requirii,” 
the intention was that these officers should b(! ordered to take service* under the 
Gaekwar irrespective of thdr own consent It was supposed that t^e endeavours 
enjoined refeited to the arrangements JPor tlie busintjss of this Government by 
wliicb the services of the required offio^ oouid be spared. Vi^en therefore the 
Gaekwar applied for certain offiiici’S, Ouverament, disregarding its own con- 
venieuec, at once accorded flic necessary permission, and guaranteed the officers 
a lien for one year on tlioir own appmutments. With this infonnation before 

fliom fho /if* Tnrlto Iti irmiw Qn/1 v.nMm.A*.!. ...... 


steps appear to have b^n tak^ to cariy out their insl^ctio^s. The Government 
of India must therefor^'’Wve eScpected that this Gd^mmeht would order these 
offio€a» to serve tbe.Gaekwar, and from your 3rd paragraph it is still moreMearly 
to ho gathered that the Government of India think the only question ought to 
have been whether the officers cpuld be spai'ed, and if so, tliey should have been 
sent on special duty under the orders of EQs ExceJlenoy the Governor of Bombay 
in Council. 

4. His Excellency in Council begs to submit that he is still unable to read the 
instructions of the Government of India as open to the above interpretation, and 
it the less occurred to him* as tJic^ course implied appeared, and still appears, open 
to grave objection. 

5. On the 26th July last His Excellency the Viceroy wrote to .the Gaekwar— 
“ It has never been tljo wish of the British Government to interfere in the details 


“ of the Baroda administration, nor is it my desire to do so now. Tlie immediate 

responsibility for the Govemment of the State rests, and must continue to rest, 

upon the Gaekwar for the time being. I must Iiold Your Highness responsible 
“ for the amendment of the serious evils disclosed, and I leave to you the selection 
“ of your agents.** 

6. It is also necessary to keep clearly in view the true nature of the business in 
hand. It is an attempt at a vital reform of the administmtion of a State whose 
Ruler was described by the Commission in t('rms which it is not nect^ssary for me 
to repeat. The Agents who liad bwm principally emphjyed by Jiim were men of 
such character as to have induced His Exc<dlcncy the Viceroy to press Ibi* their 
immediah^ dismissal, lliey were dismissexi, but they are stil! at Baroda ; they 
have constant at^cess to the Gaekwar; and it is a matter of complete umn^rtainty 
whether they may not be ahk^ nlt ogcthei' to counteract hotter advisors. During 
the term assigned by the Gov«*mment of India int(irferenco can take placjo. Wc 
can advise, and w(^ can register the rejection of advice; but the reckoning must be. 
doferi’ed until the close of tln^ term of ])robation lixod by His Excellency the 
Viceroy in Cfjuncil. The Native gentlemen for wliosi^ services the Giw^kwar has 
applied have already (earned a high reputation, and have strong’ claims on their 
own GoAXjrnment. They know well th(> past liistory of Baroda, and the infl.uene<^ 
with which they will have io (iontond in the honest discharge of theii* duty, if tliey 
accejit seivice there. They miglit well liave paused before accepting the office. 
Tliey must, lx; sure that il' at tlie close of the term ol* probation little or nothing 
has been (^1Tc;eled in the shape of reform, (efforts will be made to cast the blame on 
all within reach, themselves iiududed, and they might well fear a loss of position 
in tlio eyes of their own Govcx-niuimt. 

7. It 1ms not estjaped His Excellency in CoujkmI tliat, apart from the question 
of a(jtually ordering th(^ officers applied for to serve the Gaekwar, the Gov<irn- 
m(mt of Tndm considt^rs that a communicjition might have betm addresscid to 
them by Government whi(di would have attbrded tlrem a strong inducement to 
take the proffered service. To this (course the above objecdioiis ajiply in a minor 
degixxi, and it appeared to His Excellency in Council tliat it would juiudi more 
satisfactory if tiicir serviiics could be secured t-o His Highaoss without cithtw 
orders or inducement on the part of Government, and that neither should he 
re.sortcd bo in tiie .first instance. Evcmis have iinived that the resort to neither 
was necessary. The Gaekwar has secured all the officers lie desires except one 
mamlutdar, whom he wishes the Govemment to nominate. One officer has 


already joined his new appointment, and orders have been issued that the rest 
should join immediately. 

8. His Excellency, in Council at the same time regrets equally with the Govem¬ 
ment of India the delay which has ocem-rod in the engagement of tlie officers 
on the principle on wliich hc'lias acted, and he enters so strongly into the policy 
of the Government of India to avoid all possible! ground of complaint on the 


Gaekwar*s part of not having I’eooived the utmost assistance from Government 
in reforming his administration within the time allowed to him, that he would 
most strongly recommend that the, time taken up in the engagement ol* the 
required officers should not be counted within the proscribed time, and that the 
Government of India should, unsolioitod by His Highness, extend this term from 
the Slst of December 1876 till the 31st March 1876. 




Dated Guneshkind, 2nd November 1874 

3jVom.GovSRNOE of Bombay (demi-official), to His Excellency the Viceroy 

and Governor-Genbrab of India. 

Gibbs has written to mo that a few days ago a native, whom he has known, for 
several years, called on him, saying he was commissioned by the Gackwar to 
mention that Dadabhoy had tendered his resignation, and to ask his advice as to 
the selection of a successor. Gibbs advised that he should place himself in 
Ptayre*s hands. 

I liave answered Gibbs (and have made a corresponding communication to 
Phayre) that the native does not ajipeai* to have produced any credentials from 
the Gaekwar. 'fhat Phayre cannot recognize the fact of Dadabhoy’s resignation 
liaving been tendered, unless informed of it by him or hy the Gaekwar, and 
that under no circumstances should he give advice as to the selection of a 
successor. 

I mention this last point tliat you may be clearly aware of my belief tliat it is 
your intention to throw tlie whole I’esponsibility on tlie Gaekwar, and to deprive 
him of the power of saying at the close that we recommended inefficient men. 


Telegiam, No. 2397P., dated 7tli November 1874. 

Prom Viceroy, Calcutta, to Governor, Guneshkind. 

Your letter 2nd. Quite right not to i-ecognize announcement of Dadabhoy’s 
resignation exo(*pting through proper official channel. If Gaekwar asks Pliayrc 
to recomnnmd a Ministei*, direct him to refer the request immediately by 
telegraph through you for consideration of Government of India. 


P|). IS-l.'i.-i 


No. 6378, dated Bombay Castle, 2nd November 1874. 

Prom Secretary to Government of Bombay, to Secretary to the Government 

ov India, Foreign Dopai’tment. 


1. Ix'tter No. 331-1189, daUjd 16th Octob«r 
1974. 

2 . T«lc|;ram dated 18lb idem. 

2iL. Govorament telegram dated 19th idem. 

3. Further telegram dated 19th tdetii. 

4 . Ijetter No. .333-1148, ilated 17(h idem. 

5. Lethtr No. 343-1168, dated 2Uth idem, vith 
eocloflurc. 


With reference to previous correspondence connected with Baroda affairs, 

I am directed to forward to you, for sub¬ 
mission to His Excellency the Viceroy and 
Governor-General in Council, copies of the 
letters and telegrams noted in the margin 
from the Ensident at Baroda, reporting in 
regard to the attitude of the Sirdars, Silladars, 
&c., towards His Highness the Gaekwar. 

2. In transmitting these papers I am desired to state that this Government 
proposes to instruct the EcsiSent to address to the Gaekwar the following 
communication:— 

“ I am instructed to remind Your Highness that you liavo been advised by 
His Excellency tlie Viceroy to frame, in consultation with me, some general 
rules under which the expenditure incun'cd on account of the Silladars and 
others of the military classes may be reduced with due regard to the just claims 
of individuals and to the necessities of the State. 

I' am further to point out that within the last few days the public peace 
has been endangered by the assembly of large numbers of tlie military class, 
who have, in the most pressing manner, demanded an investigation of their 
grievances and a settlement of the arrears of pay which tliey allege to be due 
to tliem for two or three yters past, 

“ I am to communicate to Your Highness the opinion of Government that 
it will be quite impracticablo to oaixy put any rules, however equitable, if such 
be madts for tlie future control of these mihtary retainers, unless the disputes 
with regard to tlio past be first fairly investigated, and those claims which may 
be established be satisfied by the State. * 

“ I am tlierefoni instructed to advise Your Highness to proceed, with as Httle 







guaiAutee a full and Mr enquiry, to hear and report upon all these oUima, with 
a view to the early satisfhction of such as may be estab&hed ^fore it.” 


Xo. 6678, dated Bombay Castle, 13th XoTember 1874. 

From Seceetaet to (Iovbrnment of Bombay, to Seoketaky to the Qoveekmext 

of India, Foreign Department. 

In continuation of the papers on Baroda affairs ending with my letter of the 
2nd instant, No. 6378,1 am directed to forward to you, for submission to the 
(lovemment of India, the accompanying copy of a letter, with enclosures, from 
the Resident at Baroda, No. 350-1196,♦ dated the 27th ultimo, regmding the action 
taken by the Durbar in l?ho matter of the Sindhecs and Arabs in wie Baroda State. 


Telegram, No. 2417P., dated 11th November 1874. 

From FoREiGfN Secretary, Calcutta, to Political Secretary, Bombay. 

Your numbers sixty-one tliirty-seven, sixty-one fifty-nine, and sixty-one sixty, 
dated twenty-second and twenty-third October. Send copies of all letters alluded 
to tliei-ein not yet sent, viss.—Phayre to Bombay Gfovermnent, numbers two forty- 
four, two fifty-eight, two sixty-four, two seventy-one, of tentli, twelfth, seven¬ 
teenth, thirty-first August; numbers two seventy-four, two seventy-nine, dated 
second and seventh September. 

Phayre's yad to Gaokwnr C. one to C. fourteen of August. Also send copies of 
all orders by Bombay Government to Phayre not yet reported. 


No. 6831, dated Bombay Castle, 19th November 1874. 

From Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of India, Fonngn Department. 

I am directed to forward herewith a copy of the papers regarding Baroda affairs 
required by the Government of India. 


Lid of Barodn Papers 

1 . Government letter to Resident, No. 2lP., dated Slst July 1874. 

*1 »j ,, 22P., „ (Jth August 1874. 

3. Fi-om Resident, No. 244-840, dated 10th August 1874, with enclosed yad No. C.l. 

4. » „ 247-844 „ lUh „ „ 

5. Government letter to Resident, No. 24P., dated lOth August 1874. 

6 . From Resident, No. 262-802, dated 12th August 1874, with enclosed yads Nos. C2., C3., 

C4., C6., and C6. J * 

7. From Resident, No. 254-854, dated 12th August 1874, with enclosed yads Nos. C7. 

andC8. ® ^ ^ 

8 . From Resident at Baroda, No, 268-8C0, dated !3th August 1874. 

9* »» >» 204-874, „ 17th „ „ with enclosed yads, Nos. 

CIO., Cll. and C12. 

10 . From Resident at Baroda, No. 265-8.67, dated 13th August 1874. 

11* 11 » t» .259-863, „ 14th „ „ with enclosure. 

12. „ „ „ 260-8C4, „ „ , „ with enclosed yad No. 9. 

18. Government letter to Resident, No. 26 P., „ 24th ,1 „ 

14. From Resident at Baroda, Na 261-865, „ 15th , with enclosure. 

15. Government letter to Resident, No. 25P., „ 24th .. 

16. From Resident, No, 264A,» .dated 28th August 1874, with enclosure. 

17. „ „ 271-922, dated Slst August, with enclosures. 

18. „ „ 274-929, „ 2nd September 1874. 

19. „ „ 279-945 „ 7th ,, ,, 

20 . Government letter to Resident, No. 29P,, dated 7th September. 

21. M „ No. 268A., „ Slst August 

22. ^ „ „ No. SOP., „ 7th September. 

28. From Resident, No. 819-1109, dated 10th October 1074, with enclosed yads Nos, Cl8., 
CH, and Cl 5., also Durbar replies. 

24, From R^idont, No. 307-1069, dated 2nd October 1874. 
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No: 6832, daM Bombay C)a^e,19ti No?iambeif^^W 

From SECRETiiRY to the Goveunmkkt of Bombay, fo Secretary to the 
Governmeni' of India, Foreigfn Department. 


I AM directed to forward to you, for submission to His Excellency the Viceroy 
and Governor-General in Council, the enclosed khureeta from His Highness the 
Gaokwar to the Viceroy’s address, together with copy of a report from the Resident 
• P- 81 . at Baroda, No. 367-1234,* dated the 4th instant, commenting on tlic representations 
made in the khureeta against him. 

2. In forwarding thos*? pajicirs, this Goveniment would only observe that the 
general considerntionH on which the Gaekwar’s demand for the removal of the 
Resident is based, might witJi equal force liave been pleaded at the time of 
the issue of the instructions of tlie Government of India on the Rc^port of the 
Baroda Commission, and must no doubt havt> presented tliemselves to the mind 
of His Ex(?elleiicy the Viceroy in Council. 

3. Only two uistanc(‘s of alleged opposition ou the part of tiu» Resident are 
specifiwilly referred to in the khureeta, and tin* explanations that have been given 
by the Resident go to show that the line of aedion taken by him was in one 
instance the combined result of disregard on the part of th(! Durbar of the claims 
and grievanc-os of the Sirdars, and of the questionable eliaratiter ol' the marriage 
contracted by the Giiekwar. 

4. In the other case I am to state the Resident found himself unable to pass 
without notice the complaints of ceiiain cultivators of th(‘ wrongs to which tluiy 
were exposed, in spite of all their etforts to obtain n'dress. 

5. The Progress Rciportt referred to in paragraj)h 2H of Colonel Phayre’s report 
t p. 48, Ac. now forwarded is being })rinted, and a copy of it will bo furnislipd to the Govei*n- 

meat of India as soon as possible. 


Knclosure. 

Khureeta, dated Baroda Palace, Sind November 1874. 

From His Highnens the Gakkwau of Baroda, to llis Excellency tlie Vickuov and 

GoVKRX’OU-flKNKMAI. of IXDIA, Culcutta. 

From the events which occurred prior to Y<mr Excellency’si khureeta of 25th July 1874, it is 
plain that the administration of this State cannot he carried on and the necessary reforms intro¬ 
duced without the cordial support of the Uesident. U had i»ce.ui red to ino, among other matters 
I desired to s;iy in reply to the above khureeta, whethtM'I should not solicit Your E.'tcelleucv’s 
attention to the position whith the present Hesidont, Colon^d Phayre, had all along taken up 
towards me, and to submit f<»r Your Excellency’s consideration whether with the want of 
sympathy which existed between us 1 could expect an unbiassed and fair treatment at hia hands 
in future. 1, however, refrained from troubling Your Excellency owing to the confidence ex¬ 
pressed by Your Excellency in Colorn*! Phayre, and in the hope that seeing the course I resolved 
to adopt ou receipt of Your Excellency’s advice, he would forget the past and assist me with Ids 
active sympathy in tlie difficult work of introducing a reformed But 1 deeply regret to 

say from the experience of the past throe months that this liope has not only been not realized, 
, but that ou the contrary Colonel Phayre has evinced, if anything, a more determined and active 
opposition towards me and my administpition than before. 

From the very commencement he had expressed a strong op|iosition tf» the selection of the 
Minister of my choice. The assurance of support subsequently given by him D) iny Minister, 
however, raised hopes in me, but they have not bomi rc^ilizcd. 

On the receipt of Your Excellency’s khureeta J at once took tho necossary steps as far as 
practicable, and have been endeavouring all along to give effect to the advice contained therein. 
Among otiiev things, 1 have rcplnc;e the executive machinery of government with able and 
expciienced men to satisfy on some equitable basis (he demands of the Sirdars and others 
which had received attention from the British Government, and to inquire into and revise the 
existing land revenue settlement throughout the whole territory. No one, however, can know 
better than the U'esideut what difficulties each of these subjecte presents, especially when all 
tliis is to be effected in a very shwrt time. But when owing to liis former attitude, even Colonel 
Phayr<»’s presence alone would havo l)een enoiigbibr a continuance ofrtlte unsettled state of tlie 
mind of tiu* people, unless he gave.rae open and cordial support, the difficulties of my work became 
vastly increased by the course of open oppositi*^ he lias Iieeii lately pursuing, 1 am therefOTe 
driven to appeal to Your Excellency, wliieh 1 do most rehidtantly, to decide whether under spoh 
circumKmnces I (^aii have a fair trial. , y 

I may mention here oue or two instances in euj^Ort of my complaint. A charge of‘defamation 
was some days ago preferred by my father-in-law against a Siiladar by name Chandarrao Kudu. 
jVfy Dewaii himself, in the presence of ChandaiT^o* read over the proceedings of thn preliminary 
investigation, and in order to ^ve both parties the benefit of an impartiS triaf,l dirflcted the 
Chief Magistrate, Mr. U. Ai. Wadyar, to try the case, instead of the Senaputtee, who is my 

li-kfV T vtttnei ^ - - --- . ^ETI. .a t_ _ 
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iCiiimot ■8«y/’ But 'dOOff softer semftl ot^i^^<SUIa<lars and' Bmne SinlftAs '^wkK th«ir 
retainens fiome hundted and fifty in numhert a 680 m|bM anned m the houee oiw df ^letn/ 
openly defying tlie Durbar authority, and threatening armed xtesiatanbe. They told ^he Dnrl^ 
<mciaid ivho went to serre the summons on Chandarrao that the case in which his attendance 
was required was a caste concern, and that they would defend him with their lives if attempts 
were mdde to enforce his attendance. They then escorted him to his house and remained there 
armed to guard him. 1 sent the Dewan to represent the matter to Colonel Thayre, in the h^ape 
that he would use the influence he had over them and uphold die Durbar authority. But to my 
astonishment tlie Dewan found the Resident preimred to justify their conduct on the very same 
plea, and almost in the very same words the Silladars themselves had used. He refused to 
persuade them to ditqierse, saying that they would do so only if the criminal proceedings were 
withdrawn. On the joyful occasion of tJio birth of my son, 1 resolved to give up further pro¬ 
ceedings against Chandarrao. When 1 sent the Chief Justice of the High Court to explain to 
the assemmed Silladars that further criminal proceedings would not be taken against Chandarrao, 
and to ask them to return to their homes, they refused to do so, and subftituted in place of 
Chandarrao’s caso a now plea for resistance, that unless the grievances of one and all of them 
were redressed they would nut separate. The Resident at the same time addressed me a yad 
with reference to this assemblage, putting me the very same question, vix., what steps had been 
taken by me towards settling the grievances of the Sirdars, showing a remarkable coinoid^ce 
of views. 

As anjther instance, 1 bug to oiieloHO copy of a letter received from the Resident, dated SOth 
October 1874, and translation of a petition to the Government of Bombay which accompanied 
it. The petition is from certain Smdhee Mahomedan cultivators, complaining that they were 
prevented from cutting their crops, and were mohsaled, &c. Your Excellency will observe the 
threat of an appeal to arms wbicn is contained in the petition. On inquiry 1 find that these 
petitioners bad not made any complaint, since the commencement of the last rainy season, either 
to the talooka authorities, to the head of the Revenue Department, or to the Dewan. The 
petition, further, on the very face of it, shows that it has been drawn up under the inspiration 
of designing persons. Colonel Phuyre, however, without making any inquiry from me, at once 
addressed me the above letter. 'I'his letter is enough to show the spirit in which the Resident 
acts towards me. Such proceedings on the part of the Resident cannot but have the effect of 
encouraging the turbulent propensity of suidi a class of Mahomedans and disloyalty generally. 

These two instances, which 1 have taken as representativi* ones, can hardly give an idea of 
the hiurassing and vexatious treatment 1 am at present receiving at the Resident s hands. 

This attitude on the part of the British representative has naturally become a source of serious 
anxiety Ui me, especially as in such times persons are not wanting who for their private ends 
take advantage of this state of thin^, to luisrepresent me and to instigate continuous resistance 
to my authority among my subjects. The result will be a great loss of revenue ibis year, and 
a coytinuaiice of th(‘ unsettled state of the minds of the people. How seriously this state of 
affairs must embarrass and obstruct me in my intended reforms it is uot difUcult to conceive. 

Your Excellency knows well the extent and nature of the work before me, and I owe it to 
myself and tliosc whom 1 have engaged for that work to submit how hopeless any efforts on my 
part would be if Colonel Phayre were to continue here as representative of the Paramount Power 
with his uncompromising bias against mo and my ofiicials. 

1 beg it to be understood that I do not impute other than (conscientious motives to Colonel 
Phayre. But he is too far committed to a (listinct line of policy and to certain extreme views 
ami opinions, and he naturally feels himself bound to support all and everytliing he has hitherto 
said or done. Ho makes no allowances. He forgets that till the officials 1 have asked for come, 

1 could not make much progress in the mehals ; and cuuthnieH to lend a ready ear to complaints 
against me—thus defeating the very object which ho says he has in view of helping in the arduous 
task before me. Colonel Phayre has been my prosecutor with a dehumiiied and strong will and 
purpose, and that he should now be made to sit in judgment upon me is, 1 must submit, simply 
unfair to me. From only three months’ experience it is clear that he has prejudged the case, 
and 1 cannot expect an impartial report from him. I lea^e myself into Vnur Excellency’s hands. 
Your ICxcellency has asked me to stake my all on this trial, mid I must therefore regiiost Your 
Excellency to place me in a condition in wfiitdi I can really have the fair trial Your Excellency 
has given me. 

I mention here that J have made some progress in the various reforms recommended*by 
Your Excellency, which will be communicated to Goverumcpt in due time. As to what I have 
already done and what I propose to do in the matter of the claims contained in the Commission 
Report, and upon which Government has given adrice, J shall shortly send in a complete state¬ 
ment. For the reduction of assessment 1 have already fixed upon my arrangements, and 1 am 
only waiting for the Government officials I have asked lor to carry thorn into effect. 

As 1 cannot enter, in a khureeta like this, into all those incidents which make up my present 
troubles and anxieties, I request that my Minister he permitted to visit Your Excellency with 
the Resident- I shall highly obliged by Your Excellency granting this p(^nnw8ion by 
telepain. . \ 

I beg to express the high consideration and esteem 1 entertain for Your Excellency, and to 
subsern^ myself, &!C. 

Enclosure. 

Na 1986, dated 20th October 1874. 

^ FHm Rrsidevtt at Bakoua, to His -Highness the Gaekwar of BakoDa. 

RKFKxaixfi^ to my Yad No. 269S, dated 8th November last year, and to the recent ebullition 
of the discontrat amongst the Military classes of the State, 1 beg to bring specially to Your 


Highness* notice the aocoxnpimying petition received this day from a number iif Sindheea, the 
adherents of Si|dars» some of Wiiom have for soide years past taken to cultivation iu Your 
Highness* Mehals in order to obtain a livelih^. 

Instead of such a desirable mode of providing for superfluouus military retainers being en¬ 
couraged, as it ought to be, it appears from the petition of these poor people that tlie very 
reverse is the case. I request therefore that Your Highness will at once order that substantial 
justice to be done in this case, which has been so strongly inculcated by His Excellency the 
Viceroyand Qovernor-General in his khurceta of the 26th July last 

Now that the peace of the country is endangered on all sides, 1 must beg seriously to press 
upon Your Highness* notice that nothing short of an immediate performance of the promises, 
whic^ you have from time to time made to (rovernment during tlie last year and upwards, will 
satisfy His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General that there is any meaning or reality 
in those promises. 


Enclosure. 

Petition, dated Ashin Sood, 9th A.D* 1B74, Sumbut 19S0. 

From SiNDHKK Gajkk Natha Mkkah and 24 others, inhabitants of the villages of Uttersoomha, 
Khairaloo, &c., under Baroda Prant, to His Excellency the Right Hon’ble the Governor 
of Bombay. 

That your petitioners* ancestors being originally the inhabitants of Sindh, were brought to 
this country, the Baroda State, by the lato Hamid Jemadar Sabeb and afterwards by his son, 
Amir Sahe^ and other Jemadars, &c., during the time of His Highness tlie late 1st Futtesing 
Rao Maharaja in Sumbut 1821 (A.D. 1764)—a period of war and trouble, for the purpose of 
the conquest of this country. At this time some of the ancestors of your petitioners died while 
on duty, or fighting, and others proved of use and service to this State (during their lives). In 
consequence of which the rights and privileges of wuttuns were granted to the mbresaid Jemadars 
in the same way as are enjoyed by the “ Chirunjeers,*’ or heirs of tlie “ guddee ’* or State. In 
like manner your petitioners being regarded as entitled to a participation of the wuttuns, lands 
and salaries were assigned to them in Guzerat for tlioir maintenance or service. In this way 
your petitioners, who were foreigners, were retained here as permanent residents of this country. 
They came into possession of lauds by virtue of mortgage, &o., and these acquired lands, as well 
as their wuttun ones, were continued to them uninterruptedly, and they also enjoyed the rights 
and privileges till the time of the late Khunderao Maharaja. ARerwards taxes in the shape of 
Inam Committee, &c«, were demanded from your petitioners, and the same were taken by the 
Wuhiwutdars from some of them by force, which induced your petitioners to go to Baroda to 
make a representation to the Hoozoor (Sirkar), on doing which the new imposts were dis¬ 
continued. 

In the year of Sumbut 1927, on the accession of His Highness Mulharao Maliaraj and on the 
installation of the late Gopal Rao Myral as Dewan, the Inam Committee tax was abolished. 
Afterwards Nana Saheb Khanwilkur, brother-in-law of His Highness, became Dewan, and he 
ordered the Inam Committee,** together with the other new taxes to be rerimposed. In conse¬ 
quence of these orders tho Wuhiwutdars compelled your petitioners to pay the same. Where¬ 
upon your petitioners made a representation of their case several times to the Sirkar, but to no 
purpose. Feeling helpless at this your petitioners were compelled to potitiou the Resident at 
Baroda for redress, and your petitioners* master, the Jemadars, also laid most of your peti¬ 
tioners* grievances before the Baroda Commission. Afterwards your putitionors submitted their 
petitions both to Your Excellency*8 Government and the Calcutta Government. A copy of tho 
petition to the latter is herewith appended for your information. Notwithstanding this thoy 
could not get any redress. ^ 

Afterwards the Karkhana of the Paga was entrusted by the Sirkar to tho descendant of the 
late Hamid Jemadar, by name Sha Mourned Mirza bin Radhunmya on his being confirmed in 
the same ; and although he managed it 'he did not get the full nemnook from the Sirkar for 
several years, which was the cause of your petitioners not getting their pay in full. This put 
them to much distress. It was aggravated by the Wuhiwutdars preventing your petitioners from 
reaping tho crops of their fields; and Mohsuls were imposed on your potitioners. This neces¬ 
sitated your petitioners to make an application to the Dewan, Mr. Dadabbai Nowrojee, who paid 
no attention to it, nor did he pass any endorsement on tho petition. Disappointed at this, your 
petitioners had recourse to the Resident for redr^s ; a cony of this application has been here¬ 
with annexed, a perusal of which will convince Your Excellency of the extent of the oppression 
under which they are groaning by reason of Mohsuls, &c. 

It is now nearly seven or eight months since Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee has been here, and that 
he has been exercising the functions of tho ** defiicto Dewan ** since about a month and half or 
two; Mr. Dadabhai has entrusted the charge of the Revenue and Criminal Departments, with 
their executive functions, to the new “ Mundullee ’ (meu) of his own selection, and has made a 
good “bundohust ” (arrangement)' for himself and them (by way of nemnook). Although he is 
repeatedly told by the Resident for giving todress to the ryots of the Baroda State, so as to 
stop their complaints, he does not do so, as he and the new huthorities whom he has invested with 
power are quite unacquainted with the svstem of the Gaekw^ar Government Nor can he. For 
It has been customary with the Minister hitherto lo hear petitions openly at their own houses, or 
in the Kutehery, His Highness* Palace, and decide the coses in the presence of the petitioners, 
wlucli tended to give immediate redress to them. In the present instance the petitioners cannot 
have personal access to any of the officials, the place whwe they sit being in a very secluded 


( 81 ) 

coming to the autfaotities; and they are only called up^if H suits their picture to do so. Gene¬ 
rally it happens that they have to go back without getting a hearing. In the Dui^ar aW if fcho 
case of any petitioner happens to W called out, the petitioner is only called in, if it suits their 



pressing hard work before me, ns 1 am, alone, how can 1 get through your business? Such is the 
state of affaii'fl. This puts your petitioners in mind that the Minister being a resident under 
British rule wants to act the part of an Englishman in this respect, viz., to show his love of work¬ 
ing in solitude as Europeans do. But it ought to be remembernd that Europeans do hear tlio peti¬ 
tions of petitioners, and do grant them justioo, while this man wants only to imitate the manners of 
Europeans without giving satipfacition to any ono^ In consequence of this, thousands of helpless 
people, who have liad no redress given them, hnvi; been plunged into despair. 

Your jjotitioners, however, beg to submit that the only alternative left them is to petition 
Your Excellency ; but although they did so several times, no notice has been taken of their 
petitions up to this time. Their case is rendered the more desperate by tlio ciriaunstanccs of 
the new oflicials being quite unacquainted with the business routine of this State, tlio latter there¬ 
fore arc unable to l».lp tbeni out of their dilHcultios. Hence they are afraid to complain at all. 
h'or if they do, the Resident does not arrange their matter; and it only exposes them to tho risk 
of incurring the displeasure of the Durbar officials. IVople of this State are quite imacquainted 
with tho English rules and regulations, and the now officials do always say something about these 
rules and regulations. It follows tliercfcrc that these persons with the dint of tlieir authority 
ainl the force of their intelligence can concoct thousands of schemes as of a nature to cause 
injury to the people. For it appears that Mr. Dadablnu's mission at this Court has been that of 
simply defending the late Dewaii Nana Sabeb and the other otficials who are implicated in 
aggrieving the people, ^'llose people Imd in (toiisequenco of their grievances applied to tlio 
rtesident for redress. An inquiry tliereupon was ordered to bo instituted into their complaints 
by tho Suj)reme G(*vernnieiit, and Mr. DadabhaiV advent was for the purpose of helping to save 
tb(' aforesaid ]icr8ons from the coiis<Hpiences <»f their deeils, and to break down the cause of the 
(jomplaihts. Since l’)adabhai lins been a Dewan, be lias not settled a single case, hie has also 
contemplated to imjiose tho obnoxious tax of 25 per cent, on tho income of tho “ Huedareo’* 
dags ol’ people; wdiile he lias ooinpleted a very excellent arrangomont of securing tiiousands of 
rupees for himself and his collcagurs. It will bo plainly seen from this that he is quite incapable 
of making satisfactory arrang(‘ments in tlic State so to k(?ep the people pleased. 

In order to settle ditFeiciicos, ami make a satisfactory arrangement in tluf State, at present it is 
necessary, and your petitioners trust, that Your Excollinmy will direct the selection and appoint- 
inent, to tho ]) 0 !^^ of Dewan through tlio Resident, of an able and experienced Kamdar, and at 
the same time one who is a hereditary s«‘rvaut of the State. He should have the assistance of 
impartial and just Kamdarsin tlio adminislmtion of the State sifiairs, and tho latter hoingrcspect- 
alilo residents of this j)lace will bositate to do anything wrong ; tlieir conduct in reputation 
being a suflident guarantee,” and these funeiionaries sliould arrange all ditl’orenccs Jtceording to 
the llosidi nt’s wisbos—a measure w'liicb will tend to give satisfaction to all tho jiartics eoneeriied, 
and tlio damom will subside. I'ut if Mr. Dadaliliai were by dint of his authority to make any 
arrangement for tho people, as to him seems best, that would never remove the cause of the dis- 
satisfactiou of tlie people. It will only Ikino the ofiVet of oxhaiistiiig their patience day by day, 
and of annihilating the “ Hiickilars.” 

Under sudi oinaimst.anc.es, yoiir petitioners humbly crave that Your Excellency will be pleased 
to take theii case (of “extreme luinisliips ”j iiibi your consideration, and order the Resident to 
make a speedy aiTangornent for them. I’our petitioners have tmclosed postage stamps for the 
favour of an answer from Your Exedleucy. As your petitioners are now on the ** brink of star¬ 
vation,” should there be no ])rospect of a speedy arrangement of their hiuhs, they will be I'orc.ed 
in that event to have recourse to those moasurcs tor securing Justice whi<‘li their ancestors adopted 
in i)a.st times; for as the proverb runs it is bettor for one to sell his liic dearly, or with onu’s 
“ nead in liaiids, than to die the miserahli^ death by the cjdiaustion of one^s liinlw (foot).” 

Your petitioners, however, have tluiught proper to make u full i e])roseutation of their t;ase in 
the hope that it ivill induce Vour Kxecllcncy to pity, and also that no blame may be attached to 
them if in the end they are compidled to adopt such a course. 

(Aahwiu Suod 'Jtb, A.p. 1871, Sumvut 19:iO). 

(Signed; Sin'okk tfA.»KK Natha Mya 24 others. 


Enclosure. 

No. tU>7-12i>'1, <iatod Baroda, 4th November 1874 (Confidential). 

From Rksiiiknt of Barooa, to Skciiki aiiv to tlie Govkrxmknt ok J4omk-vy. 

In submitting to (iovernment the accompanying khureeta addressed to their Excellencies tlio 
Viceroy and Governor-General and the Governor of Bombay by His Highness the Gaekwar, j 
have the honour to observe that the present attack appears to be a mere repotition of that made 
upon Government through their representative at His Highness' Court in May last, on which 
oi?ca»'oii a courteous but firm obedience to tlie orders of (rovernment led to precisely the same 
results as in the instance under report. 

2. llie Resident then incuiTed His Highness the Gaekwar's odium in consequence of bis 
non-participation in the ceremonies attendant upon His Highness’ marriage with Luxmeebaee. 
Now be has inpurzed a renewed expression of the same kind of strong personal feeling owing to 
the delayed recognition by Government of Liixmeebaee’s son as tlie legal heir to the Baroda 


( . ear ) 


ff uddee, the n^-partscmlaon by Uie Resident in tbo oeremonies inualljr. dffpred at the l»rth of 
a legal heir, no*-cottiimanee with His Highness* req.uost for increased military honours to Nana 
Sahib as Pritinidhi, the events that took place at the time of the Dussera, and finally the kind 
warning given personally to His Highness a few days ago regarding the non-conimencemont of 
reform of any kind. 

3. The enclosed khureeta to the address of His Excellency the Viceroy and Govenior-Genoral 
of yesterday’s date may be thus briefly summarised 

(a.) That it is solely the Resident’s personal hostility and open want of sympathy that is 
delaying the reform so urgently enjoined by His Excolloncy the Viceroy, and is aggravating the 
oxoeptionally difficult [MMition in which Mr. Dadabhai and the new administration are placed, in 
illustration of which two serious tiases are adduced. -First, the action token by the Resident in 
the case of the Sirdar Chandrarao Kudu. Secondly, the action taken by him in the case of 

certain Sindbec Mahoinedan cultivators. < 

(fc.) That the reailt of this attitude^ on the Resident’s part has been to encourage resistance 
to the Durbar auth()nty, whoroby great loss in revenue has ensued and tho country become 


unsettled. , ‘ 

(f.) That for the reasons above given the consequences of Colonel rhayre s remaining at 

Baroda must be to render Jill efforts on their part hopeless. 

(/f.) That the jiction of His Excellency the Vii*eroy in publicly notifying his confidence in 
Colonel F’hayrc, and in directing him to euperintend and report on the progress of the reforms 
required, is unfair to His Highness the Back war, ami precludes tho possibility of allowing liim 
the fair trial promised. 

(t^.) That progress has been made by His Highness the (laekwar ni the various reforms 
rocominended, the details of whidi will shortly be communicated. 

4. The first of these accusations, it will be seen, is not new. Jt is a mere repetition of that 
contained in the khureetas iiddresBcd by His Highness the Gaokwar to His Excellency the 
Governor of Bombay, under date f>tb May and 20th .Tunc 187b relating to the action tiiken by 
the ReBidont under the orders of Government in the Luxnieebaee marriage case, upon which the 

^ . .... _ _A _ 1 .. * ...__ 4/k Ita ^/\ .iIIikI.j ff. fttu i.aoaar*.. Ci.rv.*. 
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punful duty to remonstrate against and ultimutcly to report what he regarded as the extreme 
misgovcrnincnt prevailing in the State of ITaroda, tlii^ existence of which has been established by 
the inquiries of the Commission,’’ 

It will be remembered that His Excellency the A'^icoroy and Govcrnov-tfoneral in commenting 
on the whole case, as shown in the eorrespondence undtT notice, w.as pleased to give his entire 
approval to the manner in which I had carried out the orders of iiovernment, and to express the 
opinion that His Highness the Gaekwar appeared from the corrospondenco “ to have acted in this 
isi “ ahair with grave impropriety.” The same letter of 

No. 122rin., <mte« fitli .June 1S74. . 4 * i i* i* ..t <• n • 

the (iovernment of India closes with the following 
remarks, wliicb appear to have an important bearing on the subject immediately under 


report;— 

“ Tlie Government of India iifjtice with much dissatisfaction the tone of and tlie expression 
contained in His Highness* letter of 7th May to Ckilonel Phayre. Any repetition of such language 
will be vory seriously received, and tlie Resident should be instructed to report at once if at 
any time he is not treated by His Highness the (ba(?kwar or his Ministers in a manner suitable 
to ids position as representative of the British Government.” 

,'i. With the exception of ilio case in wliitth 1 ftomplalnod of the tone and aittion of tlic 
present administration in a qm^stion affecting onr British imperial o})iuni rights, I have refrained 
from taking any action on the seriouB instTiicliens of tlie (ioveinnient of India above quoted. 
This restraint I have exercised solely out. of my sincere desire to ])roiiiote, as far a» lay within 
my power, the reforms so urgently r(upnred by His Excellency the Viceroy; Imt occasions 
have not l>een wanting when 1 have ’keenly felt the manner in which I was being treated, 
by being constfintly importuned to do what was directly contrary to the instructions of 
Government and by flat denial of assertions as to matters of fact made by me, and in nmnerouH 
other ways. 

(I. These facts are now adduced not by way of recrimination, which* I entirely repudiate as 
having no bearing whatever upon tbo serious nature of the present position at Baroda, but 
merely to show the difficulty of a position in which any representative at the Court of the present 
(raekwar, must necessarily he placed who impartially and fearlessly does his duty. 


7. In the present case, however, apart from tlie serious question of reform which it has been 
y duty to urge on His Highness* notice, I have boon placed in an exceptionally difficult position 
dnir to the disagreeable obligation I have been under of opposing certain schemes on which 


my 

owing to the disagreeable obligation 1 have been under ot opposing 
His Highness the Gaekwar has set his heart, as set forth in paragraph 2 above, and also owing 
to the feet that this system of false accusations has only been commenced under the present so- 
called improved administration, and to lijave a special significance as closely following tho 

public, and I trust not unmerited, expression of Confidence in myself contained in His Excellency 
the Viceroy and Governor-General’s Khureeta otfiSth July last. 


8 . 1 now proceed to show thakin the two iUttStrations of my alleged personal hostility which 
have been adduced, His Highness the Gaekwar is hopelesaly in the wrong, as 1 have from tho 
first most carefully abstained from every word or action to which exception could be taken as 
haying a tendency to lower, the authority, or increase the difficulties of the present administratiou. 
far, therefore, from leiiding a ready ear toi complainants, as has been wilfully and falsely 





ftsd if there be^aojeoi^laiat egamst me at all, it is .that 1 have ^lyatematically'.fbreGd all 
petitioaers to appeal to the Durbar and submit to its authority, even after they had cepe^iedty 
done 80 ^ and that until 1 was satisfied that this hail been done 1 perustently relOisnd them «Ven 
access. ,■ 

9. It VOS in pursuance of this policy that from the close of the Commission proceedings in 

December 1673 up to about a month ago, I turned a deaf ear to all petitionci-s and refused to. 
see them at all, though hundreds of ^titions, many of them of the most serious uatiive, were 
constantly reaching mo by post from all parts of the .Bar(»da State. The immediate elfect, how¬ 
ever, of the receipt of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-Generul’s instructions of 20th 
July last was that hundreds of petitioners from all parts flocked to Haroda in the expectation 
that their grievances would at length receive a hearing from the Durbar. It is true tliat many 
of the petitioners who had been waiting on Mr. Dadabhai for the previous eight months repre¬ 
sented to me that it was hopeless to expelt that they could get justice from one who had 
persistently closed his ears to all their complaints. 1 did my best, however, tx) assure them that 
tJic new administration were anxious to do justice, and that they should a^yain represent their 
cases to them in accordance with tho ordinary custom. My efi'arts, however, wore of no avail: 
towards the end of September hundreds of petitioners returned—importuned me from Hay to day, 
saying that they had gone to Mr. Dadabhai, iiad fully represented their cases, but had no redress 
for prmlm yru'Dawm. They represented that their crops were ripe, but that they 

were forbidden to cut them without signing ruinous agreenionta, and that they were, if any¬ 
thing, V orse off than before, owing to an excessive system oi‘ inolisulling and demands for sowcais 
security both for arrears and tlie jiresent crops. 

10. Finding that I could no longer without positive der(!liction of duty refuse to take some 
action on the important ami voluminous coniplahits made to me, 1 first had recoui’so to oral 
communications with Mr. Dadabhai, then to confronting certain of the complainants with him, and 
finally on finding that no results whatever ensued, and that the advice of His Exccdlency the 
Vi(HJroy and Governor-General, which had boon tendered ahf>ul six weeks or two months pre¬ 
viously, was a dead-letter, I at last reduced to writing tlu5 statements <»f the chief complainants, 
and forwarded them the Durbar lor information mid mdt uvtha an tk'i/ might ate 0. This 
action alone of mine eiic.ited any notice whatever. 'I'he Minister was at length induces! to allow 
crops to ho cut, which in many cases vvcrc then rotting on the ground ; but not without the 
strongest porsonnl expostulation at any actioji in rettordiiig the serious statements marie by the 
petitioners, in reply to these representations 1 took tho opportunity of impressing on Mr. Dadabhai 
that in thus ijroviding th<‘ Durbar with clear statements of specific, grievances complained of, 
with a view to tlioir reform, I was acting in the kindest ])Osrihlc manner towards l)otli His iligh- 
ness the Gackw'ar and his new achninistration, the members of whic.h had little or no personal 
acquaint!i\ic*e with tlm details of the grievances complained of. Mr. Dadabhai, liow'ever, was 
most importunato in urging on me tlio nrjcessity of more oral conimunlcatirnjs, hut I replied 
that in cases where rc}>eated oral reprcsentatir)j)s had been made by me, and no results followed, 
it was ahsftlutoly iicccssarv, if only fur tlio information of Govennnent, that 1 should record the 
exact nature of the c(nnplaints made, and show how far the action taken by the Durbar c»nTe- 
sponded with flic advice tendered by His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General and the 
promises made in reply thereto. 

11. From this explanation it will be clear to Government that the sole object of the present 
arhmnistratioii is to prevent an ajtjKial to I'acts in forming an opinion upon tin* real in’ogress of 
n?fonn. The Durbar have never been moved tc» take any action whatover to redress grievances 
until they have received from me a written Htatemeut of the j)etiLi(mers’ grievances, and then at 
once they have turned round and furiously attacked me for adopting the only cours.^ which can 
satisfactorily prove iu what manner the advice of His Fxcclloniiy the Viceroy and Govornor- 
lilcncral is being substantially jujted u]) to. 

12. 1 now proceed to notiee the two illastrations which have been adduced i»y His Highness 

tho Gnokwar in the present khureeta in support of his allegation that I am actuated by unfriendly 
feelings towards himself and his administration. ^ 

IS. I'lut first case adduced is that of a Sirdar, Chandjarao Kuddn, th#>circuinstance.s of which 
are fully rcporictl to Government in the list of correspoudence as follows:— 

I* Kesideni's telegram to Government, dated 16th October l{<7 t, 

2. Letter to Government Wo. 3^H-1103, dated 16th idem. 

8. Letter No. S83-1H8, dated ITth Ocrx)her 1874, 

4. I'elegram to Government dated 18th October 1871. 

5. Telegram to Government dated Ifitli October 1871. 

G. Government telegram dated Hdh October 1874. 

7. Telegram to Government dated 20th October 1874. 

8. Letter No. 848-1108, dated 20th October, with accompanying corrcsp(mdonce witli 

Durbar. 

14. It only remains to add certain explanation with regard to the Durbar version of the case, 
now for the lii'st time submitted, not to me, Imt His Excelloijcy the Viceroy and Governor- 
General, under drCumstancos in themselves suspicious. The Durbar correspondence* on the 
subject with the Resident will be ibund with the Government letter, &c., quoted under No. 8 
of the above correspondence. It will be seen that in the Durbar yads to my address dated 19th 
October (the day before the Dussera) no such imputations are made as in the khureeta of the 
2nd Noveinberl under notice, which may ho stated os follows 

Ut That the Resident was prepared te justify the conduct of the Sirdars who had banded 
together. 

2iid. That the Resident declined to use his influence to disperse tho Sirdars, on tho ground 
ihat-rimy'bad a legitimate grieVancu by tho institution of criminal proceedings against one of 

ninnber. 




r. IS. 
P. 13. 
P. 15. 


M 


* P. 17. 
7 y. 78. 


V i 


• P. 17. 
t i\ 18. 


} P. 16. 


§ ]*. 18. 


;Jrd. That he subsequently a^r^n justified their conduct of adverting to their pending 
grievances. 

16. These hnputations appear therefore to be an after-thought, and though they would be, on 
this account, underserving of serious attention, I proceed to notice, them soriatim. 

The first imputation is wholly false, and must have been known to be so by the writer of the 
klmreetn, as it was solely through the Kesident’s intervention that the Sirdars were ultimately 
induced to disperse, and allow the Dussera procession tx) proceed as usual. 

With regard to the second point, I have only to observe that 1 gave advice to His IJighuess’ 
Minister, the spirit of which 1 am happy ti> say was immediately followed with the desired results, 
afthongh the occasion of a birth of a son was eagerly seized by the Durbar to retire from an 
untenable position of great danger. 

The third imputation is wholly false witli regard to the allegeil justification of the Sirdar’s 
conduct on my part; 1 <iid, Ijowcver, point out to Mr. Dadabhai tiic very great danger of allow¬ 
ing a large number of Sirdars and military classes to remain with tlioir grievances unredressed, 
as brought u* nutirie in my yad lo tho Durbar, No. datcil JDth October 1874,* and again in 
No. 19821 of the 20ih idem, tho day of the Dusscra. 

16. To tlie.se views Mr. Dadabhai bar! of course no objections t(» oft'er, and therefor^ 1 am 
the more suri^rised that the alaue accusations should have found expression in this unusnal 


manner. 

17. With regard to the second illustrasioii adduce<l, relating to the case of certain Mussulman 
Sindhec cultivators residing in the Haroda and other Pergunnas ol the Haroda State, 1 liave 
the honour to remark that the illustration in (piestinn appeai-s to be even more unibrtunntc than 
the last. 

18. 'Hie case of those petitioners was reported to (rovenmient in my letter No. .‘>.50-1106J; of 
27th October 1874, with aceoinpaiuinents, viz., a petition dated October 1874, with tw«> aecom- 
paiiinients, one to the address M' His Excellency the Viceroy, and tbe other to the address of His 

Excellency the Oovernor, Bombay. It will be scon 
that the* obnoxious yad referred to by His Highness 
the Oaekwav was addressed to the Durbar on OcUtber 20tli, the day of the Dussera procession, 
and was written at a time wlmn tin* serious asscinbiage of Sirdars referred to in the preceding 
case (paragraph 11 supra) was going on. It must also be observed that tho ])etitioners wiio are 
Sindhees by race, have only taken to agriculture under the protection of their Sirdars, and are 
liable to be call(*rl upon for military servicte by them at any time. 'J’he coimeclion therefore 
between this body of men and the di.scontented military (dass is obvious, and constituted the real 
danger of allowing their emergent and other grievances to remain unnKlreps(«l. 

!!». AVith reference to this petition and my yad to tbe Durliaj-, No. !U8G§ of 20tli OcUi!)er 1871, 
I think it material at tbe outset to state that tbe writer of the kbuieeta has for some rea.son or 

. , other siippresHC'd the orieinal petition to mu ttddrvss, 

comluct o( II,. II,);!....... 

has very ingeniously, hut somewhat disingenuously, favoured Government with a trauslatifui of 
another petition addressed not to nify but to His Excclleinty the Governor (d Uonibay, ivhlrh iras 
jwt referred to mv. ht mj/ i/ad No. 198G nt al/, but whicli was inendy sent to the Durbar as one (d' 
tlie accompaniments to tbe petition to wp addn-ss. 1 did not in fact take any trouble to make 
myself acquainted with tlie subject of any petition of these Sindliees other than tbo^:•‘ ad<Ires.sed 
tomvsdf; nor would tlw' petition to His Kxcidlenev the Governor have been forwarded to the 
Dnrbar at all bad not direct allusif>n been made to it in the petitit)n to my address above 
referred b). 

20. In order, however, to enable Govemmeut to nnderstand tbe signiticanec of tho maincuvre 
wliich app(!ar8 to liave been (»erpretatod by substituting for the original petition, which wiis tin* 
subject of my yad Ni>. lySG, .’i mere accoinpanimoiit to tlie sahl petition, J have the Imnour to 
* Si‘L‘P I'l -m.iso annex berewitb copy* of tho petition addressed to me 

' by the Sindliees in qiie.stion, side by side with copy of 

their petition addressed to lli.s Excellency tiu* Governor, wdtieli has been the subject of 
Mr, Dadabhai’s indignant remarks. ^ 

2J. Ficim a comparison of tbe petition to my address hereto aimexed, with the petition 
addressed to Ilis Excellency the (rovern<jr, trunslatiou of whi(;h has bc^en submitted by the 
Durbar witli tlieir khureeta utidcr report, it will be seen why Mr. Dadabhai has drldnnilrUf 
suppressed the one and eommented on the other. 'The petition to His Excellency the (lovornor is 
vague in its allegations, and is couched iu a tone wliicli 1 am very far I'rom approving of, ami 
should not have sent to the Durbar at all, had it come under my iiumediuic observation, which, 
as before stated, w’as confined to the petition addressed to myself. 

22. On the other hand the petition addressed to mi/seJ/y which was the exclusive subject of my 
yad No. 198G, appears to be liir more specific lu its allegations, and to be pcrfecttly proper and 
respectful intone. 1 moreover took tlie opportunity of questioning the petitioners iiersonally 
regarding the subject of their petition, and from their manner and gcncnal bearing, 1 am respect¬ 
fully of opinion that tho allegations made are aubstantially correct. 'Diis opinion, moreover, is 
coniirmed by tbe fact which appears to have been diaingenously suppressed, that Mr. Dadabhai 
was in fact induced, by my representations in my yad No. 198G under rofovQiwc, to praut the 
petliionen tk' mnutdiute and i merpeid mlrm stjaphty by allowing thorn to cut their croj)8 and 
promising consideration tjf their case. On tbesQ conditions tbe Sindhees have at length returned 
to their villages, and thus, notwithstanding Mi. Dadabhai’s jiresent indignant protest, tbe main 
object of my representation ha.s,in fact been gained; and moreover what, under tne circumstances 
of the Dusaera festival above related, was a serious danger, has been averted. 

ga. It only remains to notice tho statement made in the khureeta that these complainants had 
never previously represonted their grievance to any Durbar authority. Tliis statement, 1 regret 



of th« khureeta could hive been induced to represent to his Excellency the V’iceroy in a formal 
public document, a fact, the falsity of which happens to be susceptible of specido proof. Tlioso 
petitioners have been, as stated in their petition to tny address (copy annexed), perpetuaUly 
importuning the Durbar to grant them redress during the last, eight months. I took care to 
question them particularly on this point, and I hcliove their I'ejiresentations to be substantially 
correct. They have, moreover, produced fhr rny satisfaction a receipt for a registered letter 

f llr «■ a « 4 c« ci<9 11 «t n^#« ..I.!...!!* __ 


nature, T can only suppose that the writer of the kliureeta has either been misinformed, or has 
wilfully intended to deceive llis Excellency the Viceroy and Govcrnor-ticncral. At the samo 
time I think it my duty to stati', and I do it with much regret, that it is now becoming the syste¬ 
matic pratttice of the new administration ignore long-pending grievances, and to deny in 
unmeasured terms that the petitionerh, who have (or tnotiihs been importuning, first, tlie llcsi- 
dent, secondly, the Commission, thirdly, (hivenimeiit, have ever represented tiieir grievances to 
any responsible Durbar ofKcial. 

2-1. Having thus noticed tlio two main iUiisiraiioua given of my alleged unfrieudl)^ attitude, it 
only remains for me to notice briefly the remaining points alluded to in paragraph 3 above. 

VVith reference to the aUcg(.*d results of tlar Resident’s unfriendly attitude (/>. jiaragraph 
a])ove), 1 may remark that there can he no doulit that the iiitcrvciitimi of Government by means 
of the Commission and His Kxcollciiey the VitriToy’s instructions on their report liave necessarily 
tended to encourage resistance to a perpotualion of tint ojipresgive system in all hramdies of the 
administration which it was my duty first to bring to notice. I am not aware that any resistance 
has been otfored to the exenase of any lawful antliority by tlie jl’iibar odicials ; in jiurt it is to 
nil* truly marvellous that the jieoplo should have remained so submissive under tin* system of 
absolute slavery in wliich they Iiave long been Iield. 

i\n. With reference to the alleged loss of revenue, it is obvious tliat thi^ advice of His ICx- 
cellcncy the Viceroy and (ioviTnor-Gcneral regarding cxcessii i* exactiun.s guddee nu/zerana, &c., 
nmsl necessarily, (m* the current year, at, least, eause a ti'inporary loss o(‘ revenue ; hut tliis 
result is not, I think, under the eintmnstanecs, one for whicli His Highne.ss is outitled to appeal 
for sympathy. 

With reference to the ^rdhead (e.), relating to tlic required dismissal of n^^xsolf as RcHident, 

1 have long been aware that my removal from llaroila eoustilnies the chief object of the present 
Maharaja and his advism-s. 'Ehi.s is not lo !»<• wondered at, considering tin* part which 1 have 
had to play during the last 18 nioiitli«. 'J'he present Maharaja and his advisers an* fully aware 
tlifit 1 am tiioronghly cognizant of all llmt has been and is going on, that 1 am not to he cajoled, 
intimidated, rjj* detcrri‘d from carrying out to the l»e.st of my ability the orders of (lovorumeut; 
and ninh i'tliese eircnm.stanees, they are filled w'itli a nalural loar that any sham or imposturo 
will not be allnw'ed to jiass eiirrent without notice from me. It is matorial, however, to note that 
iny personal relations with the Maharaja hjin.self are, as lliey always have been, of a,friendly 
and satisfactory ruit.pre, and no one is more awhre than file .Maharaja hinisolf, as ho has fre<iuently 
jidmittod to me., that iny affviee is for the real lionefit of himself and his State. 

^27. With ri'fereiice to tin* tth head (r/.), as noted in paragraph o, viz., that, the action of His 
Kxcelioney the Viceroy in publiely notifying hi.s eonfidenee in me, and in directing me to super¬ 
intend and report on the progress of the reforms rerpiiriMl, is unfair to His Highness the (hiek- 
war, and precludes the jiossibility of allowing him !he fair trial promised; 1 have only to remark 
that His fcxcellonev is tin* best judge of the propriety of the I'oursis which ho has directed to ho 
followed; and that the fair trial desiderated by TTis lliglniess the (lackwar would piobably imply 
inahy conditions which it would bo Rixircely ]»ossil)le for any Govornmeut to accede to. More¬ 
over His Highness the (iaekwar ajipeavs entirely to forget that the nlthnalo verdict in this very 
serious ease is in no sense dcjicndent on finy opinions or inferonees of my ow'ii, hut solely on 
proved palpable facts, the signifii^ancc and impart ol* whiidi the Uovernment will ultaie decide, 
facts, however, which i have sliown in paragrapli 10 al>ove, the present Minister is mast mixiout 
to suppress. • 

fsiS. \Vith regard to the, final statement (c. alluded to in ])aragra])Ii d ah(»ve) that progress lias 
been made by llis Highness the (Jaekwai in the varion.s lofnnns recommended, the details of 
which will shortly he communicated, I have only to state that it will he time enough for mo to 
criticise this statement when it ajijicars ; Imt in the ineantime I would respectfully invite fhe 
careful attention of (lovermncnt to my confidential progress report just forwarded, which contains 
an exhaustive narrative of wdnit. has actually occurred in each group of eases that .^aine before 
the ComniisRioii. 

29. I would furth(»r resjiectfully sulnnit, for tlie consideration of Oovermneiit, tliat had real 
reform commenced in the llaroila State, suib a kliureeta ns llial under reply could not have 
been written, more especially after the serious warning convoyed in llis ExceUenijy the Viceroy’s 
khureota of 25th July last 1 believe, how^eve.r, that in addition to the special personal reasons 
for this unseemly attack noticed in paragraph 2 above, anotlier important motive is supplied by 
the fact that on the date that 1 rccoived'^tho khiirceta in question 1 eompleted my progress report 
of tlie past three months that have elapsed since the receipt of His Excellency tiie Viceroy’s 
instructionfl. It will not escape notice that the writer of the Durbar kliureeta midp report has 
more than once made special allusion to the jmigrcss of the reforms effeoted during thia very 
period, and taking into consUleration the w hole tone and spirit of that communication, 1 think it 
extremely probable that this kliureeta has been written in the hope of nulldying the elfecta of 
my Berious report *. 

*30. In conclusion I cannot but notice os somewhat significant the direct reference in this 
matter to Hie Excellency the Viceroy and (ioveinor-Ueneral in Council instead of to my imme¬ 
diate finperios Hi# Excellency the Governor of Jiomhay. I’he meaning of this, however appears 
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to be obvious enough; on l^e last occasion tliat Hia Highness thought fit to charge m» with 
ofiering him an “open outrage and public insult” for carrying; out Ihe ins^ctions of Hotem- 
ment, he ^ubmlttea my conduct for the consideration of His Excellency the Governor of Bombay, 
i^lie courteous but firm refusal of His Excellency to recognise the propriety of the unseemly 
attack mode in that instance on an officer of high rank, was doubtless .extremely galling to His 
IFighuesB, who continued to appeal until the (lovcrument thought fit to close the correspondence. 
In the present instance His Highness has shown his want of confidence in the Bombay Govern¬ 
ment by Bumtnarily appealing in the same unreasonable manner to His Excellency the Viceroy 
and Govemor-GcneraK ^ * 


No. 2563P., dated Port 'William, 25th November 1874. 


Prom SjscJtKa’AiiY to tlie Government of Lnj)U, Poreign Department, to 
Sechetart to the Government of Bombay, Political Department. 

1 AM (liri^cied by the Oovcruor-UcfKTal in Council to ac^knowlcdgc tbo roceij)! 
f)!* your letter of 19th Novemlxjr, No. 6832/ sending akliurcota from* His Highness 
tlic Gackwiii* to the addrt^ss of His Excollciicy the Viceroy, and of your lethu' of 
the sam(! datf;, No. 6831,t forwarding further pajx^rs corupletirigthe corrospoiidencc 
submitted wilh your letli^rs of 22ud Ocstolier, No. 6137, and of 23rd October, 
Nos. G159 and 6160,t in acconlaiu^e Avilli tb(‘. request contained in my tel(\graiu of 
11th Novemher. No. 2n7P.§ 

2. Ilis Excellency in Council observes tlial tin; whole corres]»ondenc(^ l>etween 
the Bombay Government, Colonel Phayn;, and the Bavodii Dutd>ar, now nuadved, 
satisfies the Govcrnmciiit of India that Colonel Plinyre has thoroughly misund(‘r- 
stood the spirit of titc instniclioiis both of the GovernnuMit of India and of the 
Bombay Gove^pim<mt, and that tin; duti(^s of llosident ut Baroda (iannot bo ciiti'ustcd 
any longer to Coloud Pbayre with ihe reasonable prospect of a satisfactory 
result. 

3. Tlie Governor-General in Council has accordingly deputed, us a tempojury 
measure, Colonel Sir L. Polly, K.C.S.J., as Agent to tin? Govcrnor-Getun'al a7ul 
Special Cominissioner at Iko'oda. Sir Jxnvis Pelly has receiv(Ml ]>ersonallv from 
the Viceroy full instructions for his conduct in the veiy difficult circinnstnnces 
under nvhich ho will assume Jiis duties., 'I’lu* Bombay Government, to whom 
Sir Lewis Pelly lias beeii iiistnietcul to report himself on ills arrival in Bombay, 
ai*(i requested to lake all u(*cessary steps to inv(!st. liim with the needful powers to 
enable luni to discliarge, daring his teunre of office at Baroda, llie duth's liitlicrto 
discharged by the B<e,slden1. Sir Lt'wis Polly will also hi* the bearer of a khun'i^ta 
from the Viceroy to the Gaehwar aimouncdng his appointment, a copy of wliieli is 
enclosed for the informatioti of tim Bcnnhay Government.. 

4. While the Governor-Geiiernl in Council Js compiBtTl to (jxpress his disappixn'al 
of the manmsr in wliicii Colonel Phayrt' lias acted, His Excelloucyiu Council 
fully admits the diffi(!uliy of the poijition. in which he lias been phased, and the 
integrity of his intentions. 

5. The Governor-General in Coumnl has not as yet njocived information as to 
the result ol* the enquiry into liu* atnxnous atteiu})! to poison Colonel Phayri*, 
which was reported in your letter of I tth November, No. 40 P., but His Excelleucy 
in Council de>.sirefi to convey to Oolomd Phayre the sympathy of tluj Government 
of India and their (congratulations upon his escape. This circumstance, hovviwer, 
cannot affect the conclusion at which tlu^ Government of India lias aiTived in 
consequence- of transactions which occurred long before the attempt, that it will 
not be for tbo advantage of the public service that Colonel Phayre shuU retmiin 
longtir as Resident at Baroda. 

6. The Governor-G(Mieral in Gomicil trusts that the authors of the attempt 
will he brought to condign punishment; and, if the inv(^stigation lias not been 
completed, it will be the jirst duty of Sir L. Pidly to bring it to a conclusion, 
or Ua i-ccoinmcnd tlio irieasun^s that - ho conBidors to be necessary for that 
purpose. 

7. The Governor-G(moi’al ih Council ttegrets to have to point out to the Govern¬ 
ment of Bombay that serious public inobnvenience has been caused by the delay 
which has oc(!urreA in furnishing the Government of India with full information 
as to their proceedings, and those of Colonel Phayre. The delay is the more to 
be regixdtcii a-s the snlvjeet was one? of first-rate importanoe, which had been 
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and upon wluch instrudions had been iasued by His Bxoelhmcy tfio Viceroy and 
GoveniOT-Gteneral in OounciL • 

8. Altho^h the most important cx)mmurfcations between Colonel Phayro, the 
Baroda Durbar, and the Bombay Govormnent, took place in the month of August, 
it was not tOl the 19th of November that the Government of India was put in 
possession of full information of those transactions. 

9. The Governor-General in Council considers that the course taken by the 

Government of Bombay was not suited to tluj gravity of the situation, that their 
notice of •Colonel Phayre’s conduct, although proper so far as it went, was 
inadequate, and that it was their duty to have kept the Government of India 
fully and promptly informed of everything of importaiure that occurred at 
Barc^da. ► ^ 

10. During the present circumstances therefore His Excf^llcncy in 

Council considers it dosirahlo that all c)rders rtiquired l‘or tlu* }mT}>osi! of carrying 
out the instructions oF the 25tli July const^quent on the Itoport of tlie Baroc£ 
Commission shall in future given by lJ»e Government of India. Sir Lewis 
P(dly has therefore been instructed to <!ominunicate diretjtly with th*.! Gf>vorument 
of India on tliose matters, forwarding at. the same time duplw^ates of his letters to 
the Government of Bombay. His Ex(;clhnicy in Council will lx; glad to receive 
from the Govemimmt of llomhay any observations whi<;h that Govc’rninenl may 
desire to make on those communications, and he desires to avail himself of the 
advice*, and assishince of the Bombay Govemnu'iit on such matters (‘specially as 
atl'ect th(‘ rtdorm of the interior administration of the State of Bmoda. 

11. Sir Lewis Polly has Ixxm instnietcid to cominunicat.**. dim*tly with tin; 
Bombay Government in t!u; same manner as the llesident at Barodti has liitherto 
been accustomed to do on all oth(;r matters relating to the affairs of tlu' Baroda 
Stale. 

12. His Execdlency in Council ndies upon the Bombay -Governmtmt i-o give 
sut^ii iusiruerlfons to tiu;ir offie-ci's as will secure <‘vory assistjiric<‘ Ix'ing rond(;n>(l to 
Sir Ijcwis Pelly in the performance of the duties with which be is entrusted. 


No. 2564P., dat(;d Port William, 25tli November 1874. ^ 

Prom SeceetA-RY to tin; Government of Inuia, Foreign Department, to 

Colonel Sir Lewis Peli.v, K.C.S.T., &c. 

I AM dii‘ec1.ed to inform you that His Excellency the Viceroy and Govornor- 
Gcu(;ral in Goimcil has hoen })l(!ased to dcputi; you as Agent to the Govemor- 
Gi‘!u;ral and 8])eeia1 Commissioner at Baroda as a temporary measure. 

2. llie Vi<x'roy has porsoiially expiaimxl to you the object of your deputation, 
and furnished you with instruerions for yrmi* conduct in the V(Ty difficult cirtuni- 
stam:(‘K umh'r which you will assume your duties. A coi)y of my letter No. 256!iP. 
of this tlat(' to the Government of Bombav is (uielosi'd for vour iidbrmation aud 
guidance. A printed copy ot‘ all recent eorrcspondonci; rcgai'ding Baroda alfairs 
will also he rurniabed to you in due <;oursc. • 

8. 1 am to forward her(;witli in original a let t(‘r from ITis Exc(;llency tlu^ Viceroy 
to His Highness the Gaekwar announcing your apy)oint.merit, and to request that 
you will deliver it to His Highness with all dm; ceivmouy. A copy is ciudosed for 
your iiifonnation. 

4 Your travelling (‘xpenses will bo defrayed by Government, and during your 
employnumt on this duty you will, with otrect from the 13tli instant, draw tlie 
sanm pay and also the sam(‘ allowa.nccs as w(‘ri‘ enjoyed by yon as Agent- to 
Governor-General in Bajpootana. Your employmcMit at Baroda is without prejudice 
to your permanent appointnumt in Bajpootana. 


Khureeta, dated Fort William, SJ.'ith November 1874. 

From His Excellency the Vii kiioy and GovKiiNOB,-(^EXKBAii of Inpia, to Hiet Highness 

the Mahakaja of Gakkwah. 

1 HAVK received through the Bombay Government Your Highness* khureeta dnttfd 2nd Nb- 
vember 1874.* 

1 deem it nnnecesBary to discuss with Your Highness tho reasons you have ^ven for desiriag 
u change iw the Baroda Residency. But after a careful consideration of the circumstances that 
have t&en place, and moreover in pursiiftpuce of the determination of the Govmment of India to 
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afford Your Hij^hneBS every opportunity of inaugurating a new Bystem of adminiltration with ♦ 
siwx:ci<8,'.l hove made arrangements to depute an office of high rank and of wide experience in 
politierd afiiiirs to be the representative of the British Govcnmicnt at your Highugs* Court. 

Aerordingly 1 have appointed Colonel Sir Lewis Polly, K.C.S.J., tny agent for R^pootana, to 
1)0 rny Agent at Barocia, and he will present this khurceta to Your Highness. 

In giving to Y^our Highness the gn'at advantage of the advice and assistance of an officer of 
such high distinction who has filled important political functions with great ability and to my 
entire satisfaction, 1 have now done everything in niy power to aid Youv Highness in the efforts 
which, I am glad t(» be informed by tlu.‘ khureeta undt*r rejdy, are l)eing made to reform the 
adminUtraVum of Yonr Highness’ i<'iTilories in coiistHpicnce of the khureeta I addressed to Your 
Highness on yfith July 1871. 

I shall await with anxiety tlie reports whicdi I shall receive from Sir Lewis Pellyi.froin time to 
time, of the progress of the measures w'hicb Yonr Highness is faking with this object. 

1 beg to express the Iiigh cunyideration 1 entertain for Your Highness, &c. 


No. (ItiU'd E.iroda, Sfli DccciuIkt IS?!. 

Prom Colonel Sir Tncwis Pklly, K.C.K.I., Afronl, <TOV(™>r-Gei)oral, and Special 
Commissioner of Baroda, to (\ U. vAitcuikon, Ksq., Secretary to the 
(Toveriinient of India, Foreig:ii Dejiartinent. 

Wttu rcferrniM^ to yonr oliiec loiter of the 251,11 ultimo/^ I have the honour 
l/» forward herewith a kliun;eta addrosstsd lo llis Excelhmcy the Vic(?roy and 
(iov(a*nor-<.ienej*al hy .ITis IlighiK'ss the Ciu'kwar, and haiide.d to me this day. 
T irusl the reply oftlio .Durbar will be t'onsldcrtid salisl'aeiory. 


l)ab<«l Barodii I’akiec, 7Hi December 1<S74. 

From His .IlighncNs MnoKAU lUo Majiak.u Oakkwak, Sf.nakiias Kjo-jvl SuMsmoKit 
Baiuooou, to His Kxcen»iicy the Bight lloiiouraUe TinuiAs (Imouoi.: Baiiino, Bahon 
N oiiTHJUtooK, (i.M.S.T., Viceroy and (lovernor-tlotieml of India. 

lilAVF, tin* ploi\surc*to acknowledge the receipt of Your KxcAdloncy’s kliiinicta, of 2.)th 
November 1874. 1 crtriiostly thank you for the dotenuination wliicli Yonr Exc<'llcncy’« 
(lovemment pursues of affording mo every oppoi’tuuity of iuaugur.iting a new system of 
reforimsl adiuinistratinn with suc(^css ; a!j<l 1 am ^piite seosible of the kindness Vouj- Kxcclloncy 
does me in appointing f'olonel Sir Lewis .Pelly, K,(/,S.I., Vmir btudship’s Agent for Rajpootana, 
to r»^sido for a time at my Court. 1 wtB ondei'.stami the grave iPiportancc fd' tlie klmrecta 
v\diich kiir Lewis Folly lias lue.sj'uted to me frojii Yonr Excollciicy. { alre.ady pi'rceive tin? 
great advantage which will accrue U‘ mo I'rom his advice ami assistance. 1 Ihaiik Your 
I'Acellcncy for deputing him. au<l Your Exceliem-.y may rely upon my carrying his advice; into 
edecL and in every way eouroriiiing to Your E\eellciiey's wislies at c\pre.s.s(‘d in t]i(‘ khurc(;ta 
of 2.")th July last. I certain that Sir Lewis Felly w'iil v('ry shortly lii; in a p(»sition to 
rc[)ort U> Your Kx(x'.lleijcy thi; satisfactory jirogjoss mad(5 in administrativo allair.'^, iiiid I lieg 
that if, on receiving your Agent’s reports, Y<air Excellency .should lind anytliing t(» he amended, 
Vhair Kxeellency will favour me with an intimatiott to siicli hflcct, wluui I will immediately 
endeavour comjdeiely to uu^et Your ExcellemyV views, 

1 Iteg to oxjU'e.Hs the higli cofisl'kimtion and esh'em 1 cntei’iain fur Your Excellency, and to 
subscribe myself. 


No. 7540 of 1S74. 

From C. (ioNNKjEstj., Soeretavy loCovoniment, Bombay, to C. IJ. Aitciiisok, 
Esq., C.S.L, Swivtary to the (TtiVi’cmnonl of India, Calcutta. 

Sill, Dated Bombay, 141h Deenmhcr 1874. 

1 A^.i dirwted to ackiiowlcdgt^ tbc i('cci]»t oj‘ yom- letitir No. 2563?.,j dated 
25th NovcmlxT 1874, and Hio accompanying copy of a Khuriia addri^sscd hy 
His Exccllmicy the Viem-oy to Ilis Hjglint'ss the (lackwai* of Bavoda, and with 
refcrcnco thereto to infonn the (lOA^crninout of Indi.a that a copy of this corarau- 
nication was at once forwtirdetl to Colonel Pluiyn? with instructions to give over 
chargij to Colontl Sir Lewis Pc.lly, K.C.8.I., on his arrival 
2. Sic liCAvis Polly is already a Justice of the ih'acc for this Presidency, and 
the Viceroy in Council has hcen asked to give ilic nccessaiy orders to confer 



3. llis Excellency in Council Avill afford Sir Lewis Pelly eveiy assistance in his 
power, and feels suie that, no difficulty need arise in carrying out the ordinary 
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4f. His JSxoellency the Govemor in Council having, as above stated, t^cn all 
the necessary means for giving full eilect /to the ordea's of the Government of 
India, desires to make a few observations on the main decisions communicated to 
him by your letter imder acknowledgment, viz.— 

(1.) The removal of Colonel Fhayre, 

(2.) The censure passed by the Government of India on ibis Government. 

(3 .) The withdrawal for a time from this Government of the control of aifairs 
at Baroda. 

6. It is hardly necessary for me io state with what sincere regret the order of 
the Government of India dnecting the summary dismissal from the Residentship 
of Baroda, of an officer of such liigh standing and character as Colonel Fhayre, 
has been nicoived here. Nevertheless His Excellency in Council, who through¬ 
out has bi>cn of opinion that Colonel Fhayre would have to cojihnul udth sp(H;ial 
difficulties in executing the orders of the ^vemment of India contained in their 
letter No. 1586F., of the 25t]i July last, admits that a change in the lltisidom^y 
at Baroda was expedient if not absolutely needful. And so fully alive were tin; 
Government of Bombay to the incidents of his position, that, even after receiving 
the instructions of His Excellency the Viceroy, and learning tlrnt Cokmed Fhayre 
possessed his “ full confidence,” they uould liave transferred the charge of tlui 
ll(^si.den<*y i.o other hands, if any otlior appointment of equal worth had been at 
tlunr disposal for the eniploymeui of Coloncd l^hayve. 

(>. His k]xe.(^llency in Coninal woidd have taken this step, from tlie (jonviction 
that tin^ very qualities wliicli made Colonel Fhayre an <dVectiv(i instrunumt I'or 
the exposun^ of the gross niis)nana,g(‘m(‘nt of the Baroda Slritts were iil-iula]>ieLl 
to the nihre delicatt; task of prollering advice to tlie, Frinc^e whose nial-pnictiees lie 
liad dragged to light. Tlu*/ circurnstauccs of the case enahli'.d the Ga<^kwav to 
(iiairu, as lie did on the 2ud Novemhtir,^ the removal of Colonel Fhayre, on tlio plea 
that he had been throughout bis dtrtermined prosecutor, tliat he could not thero- 
Jbro i'xereJsc impartial judgment, and that the difficulties of reforming the admi¬ 
nistration. \v(iro increased by the hopes of sujiport from tlie Resident, which the 
Frincc’s enemies founded on llieir knowledges of the part Colonel Fhayre had 
played towards the Durbar. 

7. But it is against the time and rnnuner now cliosen by the Govermnont of 
India for Colonel Fhayre’s roniovnl that llis Exc^elhmcy in Ciumcil feels bound 
to I’eeord his respectful protc;si. TJiis removal follows closely upon the receijit of 
a Khurita from the Gaekwar praying that Colonel Fliayre may be I’C-calletl, and 
upon an attempt to poison that olficor, of which at least it may be said, with¬ 
out for(\stalling the result of any judicial investigation, that it <!ould hardly iiav<! 
hfTu ])ri)inpte(i by other than political iiiotiv(!s. 

8. To remove a Itesident at such a junetimi seems to tin's Government, likely 
to give rise; to a very serious misajipiHdu'iision in the minds of Native Chitd's, 
who will h^^ unabltJ to disconneet. the fa,et of tins removal from one. or otlie.r of ilu* 
above incidents; and the result is not unlikely to be, that tliis act of the 8u])r(!me 
Government will be viewed by them as a pi’oof of weakness, it was at once viewed 
at Baroda us a complete triumph on the part of the Gaekwaiv 

0. His Excellency in Coimeil also cannot but fear that the body of pul>Ii<5 
. servants employed in political afiaii’s throughout India may be injuriously aUected 
by tlic removal at such a time, and unae(!ompanied by any circumshmees nbieh 
might mitigate the seventy of the acf, of an. ofliecr who will be known te liav(i 
ventured, in the honest and conscientious discharge of his duty, to expose the 
abuses practised in an important Native State, and who had bi!en able to conviiuje 
the Government of India of the truth of his slatemeiits. 

10. The peculiarities of Colonel J’hayrc^s personal cluiracter aud of the position 
in ■which he stood to the Gaekwar have been maiufest throughout, and must have 
been as patent to the Government of India when they issued orders on the Com¬ 
mission’s Report in July as they are now; and had they at that time suggested 
and facilitiited liis transfer to another appointment of equal value, or otherwise 
(lompensated him, this Government would most cordially Imvo assented for 
the reasons mentioned in the Bth and 0th paragraphs, and the change would 
havi' commended itself to Colonel Fliayre as well as to the public. But the order 
now' issued is, in the opinion of this Government, uiyustly severe on an ofiicer 
whose conscientious and praiseworthy efforts had brought about the beneficial 
* interveution pf the British Government for the protection of the people of Baroda. 
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11. 1 am now directed to re^r to the secxmd point. When,, shortfy after 
Colonel Phayre had received the detailed instructions of this Government, it; 
was found that, aa regard the nominations of Mr. Dodabhoy as Minister andi 
Bhow Saiieh Khanvelkur as Pritinidhi, he had evidently mistaken the policy 
laid down by the Goveniment oi‘ India, the lirst thought of this Govomment was 
to recall him. But no waiTiing or caution had bc(^n given him, and the Durbar 
had only just received an intimation that he possessed the full confidence of the 
Vic(^roy. lie was, therefore, at once sent for to the s(;at of Government, and, 
after Ids cxplanationH had been considered, Ilis ExcicUcncy tlic President, both 
at a special meeting of Council and also privately, admoid'shcd him and pfunted 
out clearly iho comso he was lK>iiiid to adopt. It was plainly intimated to 1dm 
that Ids retention of office must dejjcnd on his stried conrormity with tiio spirit 
of his instructions. A letter* was also scut to him recapitulating the course of 
action that had been pointed out to him. 

13. It is with muoli regret that Ilis Excellency in Council now finds that the 
noti(M} tluni hiken is only considered I)y the Govermnent of India as ^^projKjr 
“ so far as it Avent,*’ but inadequate, and further that, delay in forwarding tlic 
correspondence nslating to it is assigiu'd as tht) reason J‘or temporarily with¬ 
drawing from this Govornnwmt, Ibr all ])ra(dical purposes, the inanagemcijat of 
Buroda alfairs. 

115. Th(i ap])ointnu‘iit of R<‘sid(‘nt at Bavoda hchtngs hy law to tins Govern¬ 
ment. 'I’lio rolont ion of it hy Colonel Phayro Avas a mat ter for tlumi to df'cide, 
on which the Govcnunciit- of India had maintaiued sihmec. This Govcriirntnii 
felt strongly l)oth thc^ iinjjolicy as regarded tliO Gac'kwiir, and the irijusti(M* 
as regarded Colonel Phayrt! of siinmiai-ily runioving Iutu from his office Avitliout 
compensation. And having })ei'miUed liimto return to Baroda, it did not(»ctMir 
to tlicrn that, it was n(3ce.ssary to report inunediately to the Government of India 
the veiy stringent instructions lie had received, and Avhusli it was hoped he 
could no longer inisnpprelK'iul. 

11. Lastly, with regard to tin*. ;5rd ])oint., 1 am to observe that hy the aluupt 
withdrawal of the direct c^ontrol of the alfaivs of Baroda, witliout any o[»por- 
tmiity for explanation being alVordcd, Ilis Excclh'iicy in Council cannot hut 
foci that a graAT refl(!(itJon has hee.n passed upon this Government. They wen* 
,deo]}]y interested iu tlic successful operation of the orders of the Govermnent of 
India. They had originated the enquiry and Commission, they had strongly 
supported the lloport of that Commission, they bad been entrusted with tJu^ 
duty of trairying out the details of the orders, and they had striven by all tlio 
mt:ans in their power to give lull elfect to the poli(y of Uio Vieoniy. Tlujy are, 
thci’cfore, at a loss to discern any substantial riiason for the coui*so actually 
adopted in its hearing on themselves. 

15. I am to add that copies of this eorrcspondciice will heat once forw'ardod 
to ll(>i' Majesty’s Secretary of State. 

I have, &c., 

(Signed) C. Gonnj], 

Bombay Caatlc, 14th Decomhev 1S74. Sewetary to Govomment. 


No. 7550 of 1874. 

Prom Secretauv to Governmeni’, I’olitical Department, Bombay, to the 
Secretary to the Government of India, Forengn Dcpaidmont. 

Sir, Dated 14 De<?cmbcr 1874. 

With reference to recent eorrosjiondoiu^c connetded Avifcli Baroda affairs 
I am diri^ctcd to forward herewith, for submission to ihe Govt*mment of India, copy 
of a letter from Colonel Phi'iyro, O.B., flesidenl at Baivda, No. ‘J'00-1352, dated the 
1st instant, and to state that the opinion of this Government on the removjd of 
Colonel Phnyre from the Residenisnip fof Baioda is fully set forth in my letter 
of this date, No. 7649. ^ 

. ' ^ I have, &o. 

(Signed) C. Gonne, 

Bombay Castle, 14 Dcccmlmr 1874. * Secretary to Government. 

. , . ^ .... i... ^?.''Ry4N,;for^i»tai7ioQoverm ^ 
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of''i874. 

From Colonel K. Fhayrk, Resident^ Barodar^ to the Secuetaey to ^oveekaif^t, 

Political Depiutraent) Bombay. 

Siu, Baroda, let Decomber 1874. 

r iiAVK the honour to acknowledge tho receipt of your letter, No. 50P., dated yesterday) 
conreying to me the intelligence that His Excellency the Viceroy and Goveroor>General in 
Council 18 satiBliod from the perusal of certain correspondence of the Bombay Gorernment^ 
that 1 have thoroughly misunderstood the spirit of the insti aoUons both of the lioinbay Government 
and the Government of India, and that the duties of Resident of Baroda cannot any longer be 
entrusted to me with the reasonable prospect of a satisfactory result 

S. While I have no wish whatever to call in question the decision at which the Government 
have arrived, I respectfully submit that I am enlitlcd to receive some more specific information 
regarding the points In re^ird to which I am said to have tlioroughly misunderstood the spirit of 
my instructions. 

2. The only points upon which I have had the misfortune to difler with Goverament 
are,— 

First With regard tn the ap[iOiiitment of Mr. JDadahhai JVaurojee as Minister of the Baroda 
State. 

Secondly, With regard to tije military honours to be given to the dismissed minister Nana 
Sahib Khanvelker. 

4. The first intiiuation which 1 received from (•ovcriiincut objecting to the conduct of my 
negotiations on the first, of those points, was contained in (-tovernnient letter, No. 24 P.,* of 16th 
August 1874, which 1 received on the eve ol' my <lc))arture to Poona on duty, and replied to in 
pornon. 

5. The next intimation which I received on both points was convoyed in Government letter, 
No. 25P.,t dated 24th August 1874, to which I replied in my letter, No. 264A., of 2Hth idem. 

6 . To tliis communication tJie Government replied in their letter, No. 29 Pm 1 of 7th September 
1871, closing the corfespondcnce, with an intimation that fuii;her discussion was undesirable. 

7. From that date (7tii September) up to the receipt of your letter under reply, no official 
intimation has been received by me from Government in any way disapproving of or reflecting 
upon any of my subsoquent proceedings. 

8. I received, liowevor, much tn my surjirisc, on tho 10th November a private intimation from 
His Excellency tho Governor, thatniy proceedings were not approved of, and tlrntBls Excellency 
the Viceroy considered that I ouglit to resign my appointment, on the ground that I wi8l)ed no 
personal conRiderations affecting luysclf to intcrefere witli tlic .‘•atisfactory solution of affairs. 1 
was, however, expressly directed to exercise niy own discretion. 

9. As I was iinconscioiiR of any personal (^onsidcralioiw whati’ver in the matter, and was 
aware that the greatest efl'orts were Iwhig made by the Durbar, and had Iwen for some time 
previously, to })rocure niy rornovul IVoin my ^)n‘hent appointineiit by intrigue and malicious re]ire- 
sciitatioub, 1 thankfully accepted the discretion which His Excellency the Viceroy had offered me, 
and declined to tender iny ivsignation, on tlie ground that 1 deferentially considered my stay at 
Baroda to be for thegood of the public service, and because 1 was not conscious of 
having Hone anything to merit the prufcssiunal ruin which my resignation, without other provision 
being made for inc, wuuM entail. 

to. Under these circumstances I would rospcctfully submit that I naturally feel much grieved 
at. the unusual and summary course which has been adopted in depriving mo of ray aprraiutment, 
w itlujiil furiiiRhing me with any information as to th(^ specific c.aiisc which has rendered noceswiry 
HO Huddon and severe a measure, am! 1 trust, therefore, that as 1 have been deprived of all 
possible means of defending myself and thus averting the serious step which tho Government 
nas now thought it itcccssary to take, I may receive that justice wiiicli 1 confidently look for at 
their bauds. * 

f have, &C. 

(Signed^ R. IhiAvliK, Colonel, Resident. 


• P. 84. 


t PpvSS, a6 
JP. 41. 




No. 431-1'24B, tood Baroda, 18tli December 1874. 

From Colonel Sir liEWis Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Govorhor-Gonoral and 
Special Commissioner, Baroda, to C.' D. Aitciiison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary 
to the Ghivemmont of India, Foreign Dcpai’tment. 

In my letter No. 415 of tho 7th instant 1 alluded to the promises made to 
mo by tho Minister of tho Gaekwar^ to tlu) effect that I should receive written 
coramunications, drawn up in the spirit I rocoininended, concerning the require¬ 
ments made by His-Excellency the Viceroy and Gkivemor-Qcuoral in Council 
in your Office letter Na 1686 P. of the 26th July 1874, and in His ExceUenoy’s 
khureeta to the Gaekwar of the same date: 

2. I have now the hohor of enclosing English version of 11 yads in margin 
Nn. 2«fi4 toSfl 74 . ^ ' addrcssod to mo by His Highuess uUdcT dolx) 7tli 

' ‘ BcOerater 1674:- these vordons treio prepared 

by tho MinUttjr and wxro handed to mo with tho Maratha transhitions* so that 
ttcre might l>e no misapprehension oftnenning. 
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No. 2274. 


3. I enclose also the acknowledgment* which 
' "■ " I liave sent to His Highness of all these yads. 

<1*. llis lixcellency in Council will observe that in my acknowledgment I have 
strictly linuted my function to that of advice. My yad concMes with the 
J'ollowing words: 

I heg Youv Highness to n^st assured that on all occasions I sliall bo most 
happy to aid Youv Highness by my experience and with my advice; it 
will then be for Your Highness eit;hcr to accept tliat advice or to refrain from 
so doing. The r(iS[)onKihiliticfl of the administration of the Baroda State rest on 
Your Highness, and I desire that all acts of authority may emanate from Your 
Ilighnoss.-’ 

5. Aa regards, the yads received, 1 trust His Excellency in Council may deem 
tlumi satis(hctoi^. 1 Jiave ])Osi.poned transmittmg them until the present time 
in order that I might tesi, the assurances of tlui Gaekwar by his actions. And 
it is fair to him to say that in so far as his conduct is concenicd, from the date 
of iny arrival li(*ro down to'the picsont tinu^, I have no reason to complain, lie 
lias to the ])est ol' liis ability acted up to liis assurances and liimsclf taken 
inU-'i'est, and pains in seeing to administnitivc reforms. Ho is unqucsj^nably 
alarnu'd at liis situation and prospects, and almost daily visits me to consult and 
to intimate progress. 

(j. At the same time the confusion and almost doad-lock to which affairs have 
lieen brought here by a eomliination of causes, among ■which the maladminis¬ 
tration ol’ uion; than one liuler is promhiciit, ar<^ deplorable. 

7. To return, liow(ivev, to His Highness’ yads, with wliieh alone my [)i'(*sent 
lett(!r jwetends to tl(>al, tlu' maa’ked hiaturo (d‘ those is that whenever desirable 
the Gaidiwar requests that His Minister may meet tlu? sevenil classes ol’ eom- 
piai Hants at the llesideiiey and there settle matters in my presence or with the 
aid of my advice. 

S. In tin’s manner some complaints on tlu? part of the Sowcars and Sirdars 
liave already been looked into and the enquiry is now^ suspended only to afToi’d 
time for the financial condition of the State to be analysed and iabuiattid; for 
obviously it would be premature for the Durliar to commit itself to promisees of 
aliowaiiecs, inams, &c., until it sliall lie reasonably (undaiii that funds are forth¬ 
coming wherewith to fuliil these promises. . 

i). Tlio yads and enclosures rtdating to Proclamations issued sliow tha,i in 
instanc(!s wdicn; these Proclamations have heoii infraidod punishment has follow(!<I, 
a remarkabhi result is that the guilty parties now tiaid to jictition the Residency 
iigainst. punishments. 

lb. Tlui yad requesting the aid of Police Officers is, I think, judicious; ilio 
(M'imiiial pincedure cannot he satisfactory so long as the Polict! remains corrupt 
and disorganissed. 

11. As Regards tlio yad oii assessnumt, a satisfactory Proclamation is now 
iBHiK'Uto.uiy, iHiii December in74.-(s<i.) hciiig issucd* jiroiuisiug fail* remissions. 1 sJuill 

have the honor of submitting ti sepamto report 

on tlie laud revenue. 


* 

LV. 


Trun.slati(in of a yad No. 22(i4‘, dated 7tl] December 1874. 

My Dowan having subinittt^ii to mo tlio Kuiuiiiary of the conversation between Aziim 
Oovt’rnof-Genonirs Agent and Special C^orninisaioner Salieb Baliadoor and him to the cHwt 
that punislmuMit of offaicos aiiould bear a reasonable nhition to the crimes committed, ] trust 
that in appointing Mr. H. A. Wafliat to tlie (Jhief Magistracy 1 have taken a practical and 
fA iiarrister calk'd to ttu* liar in England.— useinl step trf)waril8 securing the object uow under 
(^‘11 ui*. notice. But 1 am aware that the question now 

before us is a verj" delicate one and touches the large questions of Police and Judicial 
rulministration. On the best considemtion I can give to the subject, I think tliat tlie bc.st 
]ilau will ho for me to continue Mr. Wadia a®; Chief Magistrate, and to limit the sphere of 
action of tlio proaeut Chief of Police to the oity of Baroda and its environs. This will leave 
the Bolice of the M.ofu.ssil to be provided foiya^d I "would ask the favour ;Of your requesthm 
his Excellency the Viceroy to oblige me at au^Jy date with the services of two steady and 
experieiioed Police Officers, who between them should have charge of the Police of the whole 
of the Moftissil for a period of one year upon 4«Jh salaries as His Excellency may deem fit to 



Translation of a yad No. S266 of 1874. 

My Dewan has submitted to me a summary of tbe oonversatioa that passed between you 
and him conctrning the prohibition of the infliction of corporal punishment on women,.and 
absolutely interdicting by Prodamatioii, under severe penalties, the personal ill-titiatmont pf 
females, whether in jail, before Courts, or under examination by the Police. 

As I have already intimated in my yad No. 15<)0 of 1874, a Prooliirnation has been issued 
(8th October 1874) as alaive desired, a copy of which is enclosed.^ T am unaware that the 
Proclan»ation has been in any instance disregarded, and can only’nssure H is Excellency the 
Viceroy that if you or any other person can ftow or shall hereafter bring an instance of 
the offence now rofernid to to my notice, T will engage that immediate and adequate punish¬ 
ment bo inflicted. 

Translation of a Proclamation on the subject of inflicting corpoml puuisiiiuent U 2 ) 0 U women 

appended to yad No. 2265 of 1874. 

(SURfMANT 8IRCAU HkNAKUAS KhKYL SUMSIIRUK ilAHAnOUR.) 

KoiiZDAUt and Police officials are ordered by this Proclamation not to Udlict any c«irporal 
putiislinieiil, siicli as flogging, &,c., upon wfunen, nor to <lo any injiny or other btalily harm in 
this way to women, whether in prison or hefon; the C’oiirts, or during p«>li(aj invcHiigallons. 
Any Government servant condiu^ting IdinseJf or allowing othem to act contiury to this order 
will ho severely punished, and will be liable for dismissal. 

Bluidareva, Sumbiit, 11)131. 


IVanslation of yjvl No. 22()() of 1874. 

Afy Dewan has submitted to me a summary of the convoimtion which took place between 
you and him <!m»cenring tlm priu;tico of toi'turo t>n the ])art of' suhordinalc oflictals. I have 
already intiinatcd in my yad No. I 4.5S of 1874 that T- shall take ]>ro 2 )er steps to proiiibit any 
such practice, ami a. einndar has heen since issued, of wliicli 1 enclose a copy. .Since the issue 
of thi.s circular certjiin instance.s of infraction have come to my notice and have hcou dealt 
with hy the (Viminal Court. 

Should any instance of this practicii come under your notice, favour ino with an intimation 
of tlie same, wlien it shall he. forthwith dealt with hy my (yiiminal (kuirt 7th Doccinber 
1874. . 


Translation of a Circular Order issued on the subject of torture. (Apjiendcd to ynd No. 2266 

of 1874.) 

The Foujdari Ivarndar is ordered that if in his tlepartment any forci? or violenc(‘. is resorted 
to against any man in order to extort confe-ssion froiu him, or for any other'purjmse, .such 
])roceeding8 must at once be put an end to, and strict watoh must be. kept that henceforth no 
Sirkari servant resort to such means. If any one is ever convicted t>f sucJi misconduct he 
must, bo punishcal severely. This is written by order of Shriniant Sircar Maharaja. 
Shrawan Siul 9, 1981. 


Order (from Hujoor Koujdar) to all Vahivaldai's in the MaliaLs. 

You and tlm Foujdars nnist acquaint yourselves with the (above) 4n*der from the Huzoor 
and must honccfoi*th conduct yourselves jujcordiugly. The order must als<.> he explaiimd and 
brought to the noti?c of all Karkoons, Thannadars, and Police servante umhir you, ami to all 
men employed in Police servias and to all men engages! in any policejiivcstigatioij, and tliey 
mu.st be ordm*od to act acconlingly, Jf any of them tiiif to observe such condne^t, you must at 
ouco report it to u.s. On your tailing to reimrt this, and in ctuso you or the Foujdar is provt^d 
to anything wrong, due notice shall he taken of your or his conduct. You must ^vcknowledge 
receipt of this Circular (order) by a separate re]»art: Shrawan Slid 10, 1981. 


Tranalatiou of a Yad, No. 9207, dated 7th December J874. 

My Dowan has submitted to me the summary of the converflation that passiKi between you 
and him concerning the nuzzerana cm nccession. I have already written on the subject, but 
in view to avoid all possibility of raisappi^ehension, 1 give myself the plcasui-e of repeating 
my assurance that f will not levy the accession nuzzerana; and I wfmld explain that when 
in ascending tlie guddee I ordered tlie levy of a nuzzenina, J did so with tin? concwTenco and 
knowledge of the then Resident. I Hiinjdy followed the example df my predf^oessors who tmd 
levied nuzzerauas on several occasions. Some of iny subjects have satidied my demand, but 
finding the practice to be coimidcred objectionable by His Excellency the Viceroy, I have 
quite discontinued,it, and will trot resume the levy. 

I do not understand the requirement of the British Government on the subject to have 
retrbspectiVe effect, nor indeed would the present financial condition of the country ^Imit of 
my reimbursing the revenues already brought to account and expended. 


TmnsIatioi^^Sf Viid,. JVou 2268 ikfced 7*h Deontiber 1874. 

My Dowan liais submitted to me tile summary of the conveit*atioii that passed betweeu you 
and him cuucerning the complaints of contain State and other Bankers of Barodu. I have 
ali*cafly in the Schedule attached to my khuroeta f)f 1st December 1874 stated the settlement 
■whicti 1 propose, and with your permission f will now de})ute iny Dewan to meet the com¬ 
plaining Bankers at the Residency, and with your aid and advice satisfy the complainants 
and receive their razinam^ in your presence. I on my j>art will engage to abide by the 
settlement so made. 


Translation of a Vad, No. 2209, dated 7th December 1874, 

My Dewan having submitted to luo a suimnary of the conversation which took place 
l)etweon him and*you on 6th instant in reference to the settlement for the futwe of the 
salaries, pensions, and gratuities wliich may be accorded by me to the military classes, the 
projM)sa] entirely meets my upj)roval, and 1 have now accordingly deputed my Dewan and tlie 
Chief ♦histic.e t(> meet some oi' the principal Sirdars at the Residency, and discuss an<l finally 
arrange the a])OV(' details; and I doubt not that, in accordance with the friendly spirit shown 
by you, you will tavour me by giving advice and assistance at the discussions. 


Translation of a Vad, No. 2270, dated 7th December 1874. 

t 

My Dewan has submitted to me a summary of the conversation wliiclr took place Iwtwcen 
yon and him concerning the settlement for a term of years of the so-called Ghasdana clainrs 
on the seven Thakours of Deejairoor, referred to in No. 2 oF Scheduh^ IT. tif the Kojs'ui oftlu! 
Ooniinission. 1 am sincerely desirous of seiiiig tlurse claims settled in an orpiitable iiianner iir 
cordbrmity with the wishes of His Kxcelleucy the Viceroy. Accordingly, 1 have iiisj.nicted 
my Dewan and the Sir Soobha to meet, the complaining Tliakoors at the llosidency, and then 
settle the claims for a term of years in your presence, and witli your advice and assistance. 


Translation of a Yad, No. 2271. dated 7tli December 1874. 

My Dewan has submitted to me a summary of the conversation which took place hetwctMi 
yon and him (joncorning foreildc abduction of women for service. I have aircafly in my yad, 
No. 1460 of 1874, denied the existence of such forcible abduction, and promised pmoshmejit 
of anyomj who sliould bo concerned in such practices, and on this subject I can only proiiusi- 
that should any alleged instance of forced abduction come to your knowledge, 1 vill, on 
receiving intimation thereof, satisfy you that the ci-ime is ade<|uately punished. 


Translationxjf a Yad, No. 2272, dated 7th December 1874. 

My Dewan having submitted to me the summai'y of the convcTsation that juwsed between 
you and him concerning the prohibition of levying nuzzerana. on apj)ointments, and the issue 
of iv ]»roclauiation notifying the hhiiic, I give niys(df the gniat pleasure of informing you that 
tlie iiMpiiivd proclamation was issued \m<ler date SUrawan Wud 14Ui, Snmbut 10.11 {!K.li 
So])tembci- 1874;, and a coi)y of the same foiwardetl to the Kcsidency with my yail, No. J6(i8 
of 1874. Knolosed is another co]>y. . 

Down to tlie pr<)s^t time I am unaware oi‘ the proclamation having been in any instance 
disregarded ; biit shouRt any instance come to your notice, lavour me wRb an intimation tc* 
such effect, when I will forthwith carry into oHecl the provisions of the proclamation. 


Translation of* a Proclamation on the subject of nuzzoranas. Shri (the Goddess of Wealth). 

Appended to Yad No. 2272 of 1874. 

(Soul.) 

(Shuimunt Sircar Senakhasubl Sumshekr Bauadoor.] 

It is hereby notified to all people that whoever gives or takes nuzzoivina tor the puipo.'o of 
obtaining or gninting Govermnont ai>pointment«, and tliat whoever attempts to give or take 
nuzzerana as afinesoid shall be liable to such punishment as is awarded to the offence of 
giving and receiving bribes, and that if the (»flfender be Government servant he shall be liable 
to dismissal. 

Written on 27th day of the mohth of Rujub Shravau, J931 Sumbut. 


Translation of H Yad, No. 22‘/3, Sated 7th December 1874. 

My D(',wan luis submitted to me a summary ^f the conversation which took place between 
you and hbn concerning the attachment of wutiuna within the limits of the Bai*oda State. On 
this subject i would ran&d you tliat tbovse .attachments were made before I ascended the 

_a 1___1_1 •L.-tfi’—- xt... l.lr__ Jl__ _ _ . . y. • . 



1 undeiStaiid that in the Biitiah territoridB it to be«a toad iieeesHM:y to iostitiito eniinii-iee 
into alienations, and to adopt certain principtes for settling ijiams, jaghires, &a My sincere 
desire is to proceed in this approved manner, and in doing so avail myself of the experience 
ot a quftHHed oificial of the British Government; accordingly I havo appointed for this pnijwee 
Mr. Pestonjce Jehangeer, Settlement OtHcer of the Northern Division of tiie &mbay 
Presidency. 

It must, however, be expected that it will prove imf>racticable to satisfy all the pretensions 
of the vruttundars, who, as 1 understand, experience shows to be oxce^ingly Umacious of 
donbtful titles. 

This enquiry, although it shall conform in principle to those which have been conducted in 
British ten'itory, could not justly be carried out according to the letter of tlie British ]»i*actice, 
because iu iny territory the encjuiiy will relate to alienations which fonn a portion of the 
present constitution of tlie country, whereas in British territory the enquiry related to aliena¬ 
tions which hnd originated mainly under previous rule. « 


'I'raii><lation of Yml, No. 2274, dated 7ih December 1874. 

My Dewaii has*submitted to me a summary of the conviu’sation ivhicli took plnco betw'ecn 
you and him oonceming the ]>rohibitiou of tlie liarbarous jnocosscs employed for rtiaJiKing the 
I'ovtmuc, and the iutroducti<m of a mod(5nite and e{iuitnl)le Ncttlenient. J have given my host 
attention to this subject, and have sUictly prohibited the exercis(5 of t>ppri‘sstoh in the eolloc- 
tion of the Government revenue. I give m^’self the pleasiii'e of ciielosing copy of a circular 
which has been issued on tlie Huljcct. 

As regards the revenue settlement, wliat has already htseii done is as follows :— 

1. Tlie settlements of four Mahals of the Northern Division jw mude by Uui Sir Sooblia and 
sanctiomsl by me are being carrie<l out. 

2. Kao Saimb Laloobbai ICaisaudass,* Sir Kaindar. has lieeii <lopntod to cncpiire into the 
jummabundee of the remaining four Tulookas of that Division, and to submit his reports jw 
. soon os possible. 

8. Hao SaheUs,* Keshaorao, and Chagaulal, Sir Kaindars, have boon deputed to the Soutlicrn 
Division wdth similar instructioiiH. 

4. Barge reductions in Naosavee have been sanctioned, and are now being cnrri«^d out by 

the new Soobha. J have now instructed the head of 
t ritisio cm. Hflvenue l)e}«uiinent, the Kazi Sluihabudeeii.t 

who is, I believe, well known to you, to proceed to the Rfjsidoncy and exjdain to you without 
re.serve all deteils under this bead. I have also desired him to request the benefit of yonr 
advice with regard to the scltlcfUients lie Ims already woiIumI out. 


Translation of Circular is.sned on Ashwan Shoodha l.'ith, Sumbut 1081 (Appended to Tad 

No. 2274 of 1<S74). -i 

Fn onlors date«l Shravau Shoodlia Oth, No. 42, and.Bbadvapad Shoodha 12tli. No. 80, it is 
directed that measures .should be taken in the matter of collecting land ami other revenue to 
prevent ill-trcatiiiciii. on the part of collecting oflicers of the persons by wlxnn money is due ; 
and that in default of payment by those from whom rovenuo on account of land, salauii, cash 
imposts, and other than land tax may be due, the same should be recovered iu tlie manner 
below proKcribod. 

1. Mohusul.—Care should be taken that the Mohusul Hojsemonm* P<H)t does not act 
unauthorizedly tov^ards the defaulter, ami that be takes from the latHlrunly thu fixed rations 
for himself and for his horse (if a horseman), the Mohusul fee to bo levied iu addition to the 
rations should be fixed in reference to the amount lo be recovered and the ability of tlie 
defaulter to pay. The fee .should bo credited to Government. 

2. If the defaulter be cultivater of Qovernmont land his right of piwsession should be sold 

by auction. • 

3. Such property a.s is liable to be sold in satisfaction of a decree in a Civil suit should Ije 
sold by auction to the extent of the amount of the demand according to the provisions of the 
Civil Code. 

4. The above three modes arc pi*8scribed, but if it appears to the collecting ©fHco!’ tliat the 
defaulter is able to p>ty, and is only withholding paytnent witli a fraudulent intention, the 
collecting officer is to have power to detain the defeulter in the kutcherry. In exercising this 
power care should Joe taken that the defaulter is not made to stand in the sun, beaten, made 
to hold his toes, and such otlior cruel and oppressive treatment, or any other kind of torture is 
not employed. '.Phe Talooka authorities should not have the power to detain a uiauriit the 
kutcherry for more than ten days without Ui.e Sir Spobha’s orders. 

6. Farmers sliall have the power of sending Mohusul according to Clause 1, subject to 
appeal to the Valuvatdar. But they Shall have no powein to act upon Clauses 2 and 8. 
Should a farmer find it necessary to put those clauses in force, he should apply to, the Vahii- 
vatdar, who^ if lie thinke it necessary to a^t the .&riper, should make a record to.tliat elTcct, 
and act upon the clauses 


ikeie krelBtHUk olfteiab/ 
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0. li him corat! to knowledge tlmt village accountants Hometimes behave in anlippreseivo 
way towardn tiultivators. Strict supervision should Ih! exercised to ^irevent this. 

7- Anyone atiting contrary to this tjrder should be held strictly answerable, and adequately 
piinisho<i. 

Such are iho orders from tlie llusiiior. On this 1 liave ti> write as follows:— 

1. The lirst clause is aliout AloliusuK The rations of the Mohusul Sowar or Foot to be 
two seers and one adliole, and not inoi e on any account. The Mohusul fee should be fixed in 
reference to the amount to be Towv'ei'ed and the ability of the defaulter to pay. A Mohusul 
chit should be written^ and the reason for iniposing the Mohusul should be entered tlici-ein, 
a full copy of it being kept on record. No Mohuhul should bo sent without a chit The 
Mohusul fee sliould lx* ernditod b) (hiverniTU?nt. 

2 . ClrtUHi*R % :J. -b ( 1 , and 7 s.hould ho (am!fully acted upon. 

.T According b» CiauKo 5 you should infloTu tlie fanners in y(»ur districts; and should a 
fanuov or a dolsiuller a])ply to you, you .should act according to the provisions of that clausi‘. 

4. You will explain tiiese orders b> all the Karkoons and other servants under you, and 
re])ort at once any infraction of them. 

Act upon this. 


No. 2S92, dated Haroda, l(>th December 1874. 

From (lolonel Siu Lkwts Pici.i.y, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and SjK'eial 
Conunissioner, Haroda, to TIis Highness the (Jafxwar of Haroda. 


In acknowknlging the receipt of Your Highness’ yad.s, Nos. 2204 to 2274, of iho 7th instant, 

’ ,'ed 


I give myaolf the pleasure of intimating that, in accordanc<* with tlic commamis I liav'o receive) 
from His Excellency tlie Viceroy and Governor-General, I b1)u 11 readily accnr<l ray advice whenevo 
asked by Your HighnosB or Your Highness’ Uewan in respect to the matters referred to ii 


r 

ui 


by Your Highnoss or Your High 
Your llighnoas’ yads now under acknowledgment. 

Alreai^^ two or three caaes of the Suukurs’ complaints have been discussed lietwcen your 
Dewan and the Soukars at the Residency, and one of those cases has, 1 believe, been amicably 
settled. 

But in. the case of Hurroe Hucktie 1 am quite unable to offer any solution of the questions 
and claiffi.s submitted concerning a chiltie for 20 lakhs of rupees on the one sich; ami the 
tranaferonco of certain jewels on the other. 

It appears that llupree Hucktic; admit they gave a ehittii! for 20 lakhs to His late Hlghiioss, 
and that they subsequently paid IJis late Highness six lakhs tni ae(!Ount. Hut tliey allege that 
His Highness prior to his uece;\ac cotisentcd to camiel the chittie. Hut they are unable to adduce! 
any evidence in support of this allegation, us they say the (tanculmont was arranged vltd roir 
with His late Highness’ Dewan, the late Govind Rao Roria. 

The Firm further assert that the jewels passed from tlieir premises to Your Highness were 
unwillingly pai’ted with, and were taken wholly apart from the question of the )',hittio. 

'I’he complainants alleged hclbro me that the emerald in‘cklace wjur taken by Your IligInieHs 
subsequently to your returning the chittie to them, ami could not therefore have been taken in 
consideration of tliat return. Hut I iind that the complainants alleged before the late Com¬ 
mission, of which Colonel Meade was Presith'iit in Docoml^cr 1878 :— 

Ist- That certain other jeweda taken hy Your Highness were biken some seven or*cight months 
before tho assembling of the Commission in November and December 1878, 

2iul. The chittie was rotnrncd after the taking of the said jewels ; and 

.‘hd. That the emerald necklaci* \yu8 taken by Yonr Highnesfi almut tlic Dewalleo of 
1872. 

From these sbilements it would appear that the chittie must have been returned in tho early 
porti)>n of 1873, and subsequently tlierefore to tlie transference of the emerald necklace. 

Your Highness in the statement has proposed that the complainants should prove their assortion 
of the chittie being invalid. Hut this tho complainant declined to do, and threw tho onus of 
proving the chittie to be valid on Your Highness. 

Your Highness also proposed that botli chittie and jewellery should be phiccd in deposit, and 
a general settlement be arrived at by inquiry. Hut this proposal also the complainants declined 
to accede. 

Meantime the head of tho Firm is a minor, and has to trust to hb Moutiim and others to plead 
his case. 

On the whole, as I said above, 1 find myself unable to adviso in this matter, which appears to 
me to be an inextricable mess. 

All 1 can at present do is to suggest a settlement in respect to the onani and gardens, and 
under which the public abroo of Rjc rcspoctablo and old State Firm of Hurroe Hucktie shall bo 
upheld as far as possible. 

^ I find there are four cnanj villages wliicli have boon granted by suttcossivo Oaekwars to the 
Firm on various tenures. 

Also that a cash allowance of Ruj)ees 1,200 per annum has been granted, hy the late Oaekwar 


Khunderao to the presfent complainant. 

1 would advise that the village of Gariad, origin 

til fKn. r>ATnn1ain«,i4^ ami lita liAiva iirt/vnf... 


riginally granted hereditarily, bo confirmed here- 


V ; 


Thit the villa^^es of Samra and Samrif which were grantod hereditarily on condition of 

., . ... sorvice,* bo confirmed to conipiainant for lifet and be 

‘ ' g>’*^»ted for one generation on the dcceaKc of complain- 

ant, Hnhjoct to a tux of one-qnarter tho net lonmue 
during tho natural life ol' tlie second holder. 

These two villages of Samra and Sarari to bo vosuuiod on tb(3 Honiiso of the second holder. 

It appears that the village of Suralak was originally granttid by the late Syajco Kao (hickwap, 
but not hereditarily, and that Rubsequently the late Gaekwar, Ounput Kuo, commuted tho 
village into a cash payment of Uupeos 5,000 per annum. 

I advise that this cash payment he oontinuod t-o complainant for life, and that on cmnpluinnnt'B 
decease the payment also ct^ase. >\t the sumo time I admit that tho paynionl was liable to dis¬ 
continuance on the demise of the recipient towliom the allowance was originally granted; the 
arrangement now suggested is in the imtnro of a eumpvomisc. 

1 further advise that tlic garden at Haroda, whieli is the property of tho (tomplainaiit, ami which 
was resumed or taken possession of by Yotn* Highness, bt? rerumed to tiie coiTiplainant: or that, 
another garden of equal value be given to liim in exchange. 

Further, that the sum of Rupees 75,000 lent to tho present (Jn^dvwar la? refunded to him, the 
complainant, in three instalments of Rnper's 25,000 at the close of Siimbnt l!):5l, Rupees 25,000 
at tho close of Rupees 2.5,000 at the close of ]y.‘b‘>. 

Finally tlniL the Rupees 1,200 per annum allowance be eonfirnied to eerupiainant for life. 

Such is njy counsel in this larger and cr)tn])lieaU‘d case. Jtut tliis advicj* dees not nroteiul i(» 
dispitae of the nuestion of tlie <hittie Ibr 20 lakhs, which (diittic Inis net heen priHiiiced. and 
concerning whicli the Firm offer no midcnee. 1 am uiiabhi even to ascertain the terms of the 
chittie, or whether it la* really the case tliat llic chittie was tlic jiropcrty of llu5 lato IVtshwa or 
IVshwa Stat<‘. 

In conclusion 1 lieg Your Highness to rest assured that on all occasions 1 shall be most happy 
to aul Your Highness liy my c\p<‘iience and witli my adviic, .and it will tlien he hir Yeiir lli.di- 
ness either to ana'pl. that advice, or to refrain from so doing. 'J'In* rosponsihilities of the adminis¬ 
tration of the harodii Slate rest on Your llighiu*s«, and I dc&ire that all acts of authority may 
emanate from Your Higluu'ss. 


No. 241 F., (lat(Ml Fort Willittm, 25tli January 1875. 

From C’. TI. Aitcuison, Esq., 8(wlary to tlu: (jovorjimont of liulia, 

Dopartmirni, to C. (ioNXK, Esq., Socrtiiiiry to tho (iovmimciit of 

Homhay. 

1 A.M dirtHdod liy tlio VietToy and (^ovonior-Cxcnoral hi Council to luikiiowlcdgo 
rctHupf. of your lettm* No. 7550,*' dated llth December 1871, forwarding a letter 
from Colonel Fiiayn*, ill which he asks for further information as to ihc rotisons 
for his ivmovtil from tin* a|i])oiutmcnt of Itesidcnl at Ihwotla. 

2. As it aiqx'ars from your IctltT No. 77l)o, dated 22d Deeemher, 1 li:il CoJotud 
riiayr<! was jmt in possession of a. copy of my letter Nt). 25(i;> J*.,t daUid 2r>lh No- 
vemlier, in which tlu^ g^rounds for his removal i\iv. eli^arly sol forth, the Coveruor- 
(Jeueral in Council does not consider it neei'ssary to ruriiish any further expluiut- 
tion to Colonel Fhavn*. 


No. 5G2, dated IJombay Castle, 2Gtli January 1875. 

Fi*()m C. (lONNK, Esq., Scendary to the Oovernment of Eoinbay, to 
C. U. Ajtchison, Esq., C.S.T., Secroiary to tlic Government of India, 
Forcii^n Dcpiirtnieut. 


With roferouecto the leiler from this Oifice, No. 7550, j dahal l lth ultimo, and 
conneoted papers, 1 am directed to tmnsmit b(‘r(*Avith, for sulunissiou to the 
GovtuTinumt of India, copy of a furllicr letter from Colonel Fhayre, C.15., dated 
tlic IGth instant, on the subject of his remo\ ai from his ajipointnient UvS llesident 
at Earoda. 

2. In forwarding: this doomnciit I am desired to slate that this Government 
has already exprt'-ssod its opinion as to the severity with which Colonel Phayre 
was treated, and that it still liopes the GovernuKiiit of India will see the justice 
of grjuiting him some compensation for the loss to which he has heen subjected, 
after Ids pcracvoriiig efforts to put a stop to tho oppressive system of government 
existing at Baroda. 
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Dated Bomlmy, iOtli Jftnuaiy 1S75. . hj‘. 

Krnin Coiducl K. Phaybe, O.B., late Tlcsiduut at Banula, t« C. GonnKj Eeq., Secretary to 

Uk* (lovcrmneut ol'BoniUiy. 

Six weeks havirij^ oliipsed since T .suluiiittod my letter No. 40(i-1352,* dated 1st Dccemlxji' 
last, appeiding t<o Governincnt for justice and redreas ou ucenunt of tlie very severe loss anil 
tlegiadation sustained by me in consequence of my sudden ronioval from my appoinliftent as 
Resident of Baroda, f have the lionor I'espoctlully to solicit a reply to the appeal tlieioiri 
Tiuulc. 

2. Events linve in the interim so iully liorne out and vindicaleil the propriety of my ctmduot 
as IJev MapiMyV reprcMMii-ativc at the Court (jf 'K-iroda from the 18th March 1871) t«) the 
.'dh ultimo, the <lHt<< of my departure, that I venture' to hope llis KxcoDcnty the Vicoivy may 
hii plea4scd to acp(^d early and favorable consideration to this matter. 


u 


(I 




No. 21KVP., (Ifiiiul Koit Willianij 2Stli January 1875. 

Fi-oui C. IJ. Aitciiison, Esq., C.S.J., Socrotavy to the Goveriinuml of India, 
PVfii^^n Dopartniont, to C, Gonnk, Esq.. tSoxjrohary to the Goveranicijt of 
Bonikiy, J'olitical Dopartninil . 

T AM dircotod by Lfis Ex(;(dl(!ii<*y llio Vicx'roy atul Go^xTuor-Gc^noral in Council 
fr. 89 . to a(iknowledg(' roooipt of your lottor No. 7519 ,t Jatod lltb Dumnber 1874 , on 
till', subjc'ct of tho removal of Colontd Pliayre I'roni iplie ap])ointniont of Residemt, 
at flanxla, which would lia\o hcim ixqiliod to sooikh' had not tiui courst* of affairs 
at Baroda suhsoipumt to its rinript mad('. it expedient in ilic^ opinion of the 
Governor-Gcnonil in Council to postpoiu' an answer. 

2 . llis Excellency tin; Governor of Bombay in Council lias (‘xpressed his 
opinion “that a ehani^e in tlie Besldi'ncy at Baroda vv^as expedienl, if not 
“ ahsolutelv muxlful: that the Bombay Governnieiit wen* fullv alive* to the, 
ineidmds of Colonel Phayre’s ]»osition; and lliat, notwithstanding*' that the 
Vi(;eroy in a letter lo the Gaekwar had oxpvt'sscd full confidinuM! in Colonel 
Phayn*, they would have removed him “ if any other appointment of equal worth 
“ had beim ah tlusir disposal’* to oiler him. .Mis Jilxcelltmcy the Governor in 
Council, it is fitrth(*i’ staled, would iiavt*- taken Ibis Kte|)‘Mrom the conviction 
“ that* the very qualities which madi*. Colomd J^hayn* an eHeetivi* iiistrument for 
the exposure of tlu' gross mismanagement- of tlie Baroda State were ill adapted 
to the more delicate task of ]>rollering advice to tJu^ JVince whose malpractices 
he h;ul dragg(Hl to light.” 

B. But llis Excellency tin* Govcj'mov iu Coune-il, whih^ expressing those views, 
protests against tin*, time and manner of Colonel Phayn*’R n*moval by the Govern¬ 
ment of India, on tlu* grounds that as the nimouucemmit- of it, followed upon the 
receipt of a letter from the GiU'kwar in wliieli Colonel Phayro’s removal was 
formally asked for, and u])on an attempt to take his life by poison, it is Ekcly to 
be connected in the minds of Nativi* Chiefs with one or otJior of those incident, 
and to !)(.* viewed as a ])r(>()f of W(’akiu‘,ss; that it will have an injurious efifect ou 
the political wirvici^, and (hil.er olIic(‘rs from <!xposing abust^s in Native States; that 
as Colonel PJiayrc’s persoiial cliaruet(*r was well known in July last, when tlie 
orders of Government on the rejiort of the Commission wore issued, the change 
should have 1 icon made then; and that tin; ord(TS are unjustly severe towards 
CidoncI Pliayre. 

1*. His Excellency the Govenior-GeiKirai inCouneil jcgrets that, in consequence 
of this protest, the necessity is im])osed upon him of reverting to mattes which 
tp.86. it was hoped were disposed of by my letter No. 25<>3P.,J. dated 25t]i November 
last, and of })ointing out that the time and manner of Colonel Phayre’s removal 
w'f'rc I'l'iiderod nt^cessary by the iu*ts of that oflicer himself, the inadequate mauncir 
in which they wove dealt ,wiih by the Bomhay Goverament, and the omission 
of the Bombay Goverament to kot'p the Governmont of India informed of their 
proceedings and those of Colonel Phayn\ 

5. Prom the conduct of Colrmel Phayre previous to the appointment of the 
Commiasifin, the Governor-General in Oouncil had entertained considerable doubts 
wJiether ho possessiMi tlie di^.retion, conciliatory bearing, and appreciation of the 
questions lie had to deal with, which were nccossmy for effectually meeting the 
difficulties ]>cl‘orc him. It was belicv'cd, however, that Colonel Phayre possessed 



con^ered that the report, of the CominLssion and the clear andptecisemstme- 
tions of Government thereon nmdo his course plain and uninistakeahle and loft 
no opening for the injudicious cxercisti of discretion and no mom for misunder¬ 
standing on his part. Under tlujse altered (arcumstances there applied to the 
Govomor-Gimeral in Council no sufficient reason for witlidrawiug Ids oonlldence 
Iroin Colonel Pliape, cspeiually nt a iimo Tvhen such a course would tHjitainly 
have b(wn misunderstood hy the Giudewav, and liavo added considerably to the 
difficulties nt IW'oda. The Govemmont <»!* India having arrived al. ilus decision, 
it was obviously necessary to inform the (hu'kwar that Colonel Thaynj possessed 
the full confidence of Government. 

(I. The Goviimoi'-Gcnorul in Council learns now fo/thc first time tliat the 
Bombay Govornrrumt would have cordially assented to a change in the Residency 
at Baroda if it liad been suggested in the iirders passed by UMjUovirmmuit of 
India on tlu' riiport of the Crmimission. Them was nothing whatever in your 
letter No. 1190, dat^ul 5th March 1871', forwarding the report, t(» indicate that 
these seiitiinents w<‘Vi! eniertmned by Itu; Govf'rnnient; of' Bombay. This being 
the opinion of tlie Bombay Govertnneiii at the time when my leiba- No. Lo8()J\ 
of 25th wuly 1874 was received, it was tlu'ir plain ihity to have infonucHl the 
Governor-General in Council tliat the, eoiitidimee which he rejiosed in Colonel 
Pbayre was in their judgment mispl,ieed. Thr^ GoviTUor-GeniTal in CouneiJ 
cannot admit tluit tJie reason assigned I)y tlie Boml)ay Govirrnimmt for not having 
suggested the removal of Colonel Pli:iyr(‘, viz., that there was no other apjioint- 
meiit of equal wortli at tludr disposal in which he could be (imployed, is a proper 
()]* sufficient onc^. Tlu' Gov('nior-Genoml in (Jouncil cannot <ronsent to trtrat the 
interests of the public, service as of s(H*.ondavy considi'ration e,oinpared with the 
piivate intertvsts of the servants of Govcriunont.; jior can he p(‘,nnit any officer to 
be retained in an appoini.inrmt for wliidi ht^ is unlit, on tlie ground that ht* will 
suffer a pei-uniary loss if nmioved. 

7. Not only, however, was no recomnnmdation made for Colomd Phayre’s 
removal on receipt of tlie instructions iff 25tU July, Imt the Government of India 
wv'ro not informiHl of sLibs(‘qnent ])roeeodings on his part which, if brought tx) 
notice, -would have induced the Govcrnor-Geuin’iil in Council ^o request the 
Bombay Government to re})lace him at once by anotlua' ofltcer. Tin: Governor- 
(Jenoval in Council does not eoiisidev it ru'cessary to enter into the particulars of 
those proceedings. Jt is suflich^nt t(» say fliat tlie Bombay Government found it 
neeessary in your letter No. of 24tii August 1871 to cal! u])on Colonel 
Pluiyre to explain his ap]>arent disregard of tlieir instfuctions, and that in your 
lettx^r No. .‘}l)P.,t dat('il 7th vSeplembei*, you informed him that Ids ex]>lauat.ion 
could not be acc(‘pte<l as satisfactory; that l)y direction of His Excellency the 
Governor of Bornliay in Council you intimated to him in your letter No. 25J\4 
datx:d 24tli August 1874, that the Bombay government ri^grettixl the strong 
lenns in whiidi lie bad ohjoeli'd 1o a ]>roposal of tlie Gai:kwar in one case, you 
dcs(a*ibcd the closing part of Ids aiiswm' to the Gackwai* in auoHier t^ase as ‘^most 
unreasonahle,” you expressi^l “ tlie grcalest suiprise” at Ids pr<tc(^cdings in a third 
case, and you described them as wholly ignorinfj ’* his instructions and calculat<‘<l 
“ to impede most seriously tln^ cordial co-operation of the Mmister and yonrsidf 

(Colonel Phayre) in carrying oid, the adTrdnistnitive reforms wdiiidi it is the sole 

object of Government to induce IHs Highness to ellcct,** and you characterizexl 
his proceedings in the exises referred to as “ a most serious ndsapprechitlon of the 

mutual position of affairs,” and of the line of conduct he had been’ordered by tlie 
Government of India and the Government of Bombay to pursue; and that in 
your letter No. 29P.,§ dated 7th Soptemher, Colonel Phayre’s explanations wen^ 
pronounced unsatisfactory, and the opinion was repeated that he was “ iguoring 
“ the express orders of the Government of India.” 

8. But these and other circumstances were iiot reported to the Government of 
India. They ’wore not alluded to in yonrletter No. 91P.,!| dated 17th September,, 
wliicli purported to be a i-eport of the proceedings of His Highness the Gaekwar 


consequent on the receipt of the Viccn>y’s letter of 25th July. Nor were they 
rtqjortm in yom* letter No. 0137, dated 22nd October, in reply to my letter of 0th 
October, in whicli Colonel Phayre’s reports of his proceedings suhsi^qucnt to the 
receipt of the orders of 26th July wvwe called for. They were not submitted with 
your letter No. 0169,f dated 23rd October, which purported with refoi'cncc to your 
letter of 17th Septcmiber to forward a letter from the Hesident with, translations 
of communications made to and rcceivi’xl from the Diwhar consequent on the 


• I*. 34. 
t p. 
t l’. 


$ P.41, 

il P- 72. 


■»T n 




r. 77. 


« 


docLsion of Ilis Excellency the Viceroy in Council on the Earoda Commission 
Report. It was only on ] 9tli Novcmkjr,* in answer to my tclei^ram of 11th 
November in which copies of all correspondence were called for, that full infor¬ 
mation was fumisliod to Ilis Excellency the Governor-Gc;noral in Couneil. Your 
letter was received here on l^Jird Novoiiibcr, and the orders for Colonel Phayre’s 
niraoval were issued on tlu^ 25th. 

9, The Governor-Gtnioral in Couneil considers that the Eombay Gorernnient, 
wlio in July M^esre of o]iinion that a change in the RcsMeucy at Baroda was 
oxpwlient, ought in August, when tlicy found it lu^ccssary to censure Ctdonel 
Phayre Tor disohedionet? ol' orders, to have at onct; rc'commendcd his I'emoval. 
Had they done so, tlicy would havt' rc^ceived the (’ordial support of the Oov(;mor- 
G(meral in Couneil. But wludlier tlicy tliought a change he nect^ssary or not, 
it was their junnifest duty to liave re})ortcd at onc(^ t hat Colonel Phayre’s pro- 
eccxlings liad not justiiicd the confuh'uct^ which the Government of Imlia placed 
in him. The orders issucid and the poIi(iy prcscrihc'd forOolouol Pliayres guidance 
W(n‘c those of the Goyernment of India, and the Governor-General in Couneil 
ought not to liave Ikmmi kejit in imioranec of the I'nct that Ids orders had Ixx^n 
disobeyed, his ])olicy misiihder.stood, and his name impropeily introduced in 
di.scussions hctwMMi the Il(\sident and tlu.^ Giu^kwar. Had the circumstances 
rcfeiTcd to boon brought to notice at the time ihv.y ought t,o hav*^ been, Colonel 
Phayre would have Ix'cn at once removed from olHeo, bcfor<^ the casi^ became 
complicated by the Gaekwar’s rcqui^st for his removal, and by the atUnupt U> tal\c 
Ids life by jioison. Much as tlie Governor-General in Council regrets that this 
atVrocious uttempt was madt', he cannot eonsidcM* tliiii the question of the pro])riety 
of ColoiK'l Pliayrc’s removal at tin; timti it was ordered is adeijh^d by it. Inloi'- 
imition of the attempt to ])oisoii Colonel Plniyre was tirst rcciMVcd here in your 
telegram of 13th Novomlier. But in fact (as His Excellency the Governor of 
Bomliay must be aware from tlie Viceroy's telegmin of 12th November), before 
information of it was riwivcd, the Governor-General in Coiinisil liad alreaily seen, 
even in the incomplete collection of papers which was at that, time, in Ids poss<^s- 
sion, siitfichMit to convinei^ Inin that it would lie no<^essary to si^nd another ofli(5(u' 
to Haroda in ])laeo of Colonel Phayre. TJic jiajiors subsciqiicntly reexuved on 23rd 
Novt'inber, in answiu* to the request convi'yed in my telegram oi' the Ilili oJ' 
November, diselost^d so serious a state of alfuirs that, in ihe opinion of ihe 
Governor-General in (Jouneil, Colonel Phayri^’s inunediaUj removal from 
was ira])(‘ratively (hananded in the public int<n*ests. jl(i was aix'ordingly nmioved 
by the orders of 25111 November. 'Ihe apjiarent cuincidejiee of Ids removal with 
th<^ events nderred lo was unfort unah*. Ilis Excellency in Council, Iiowevcr, has 
no 1'v‘ar tha,t his acti<ni ui n^gard to affairs at Haroda. will b(.‘ vit^vvod by Native 
Child's as a proof of weakness; but under any (rircumstanees he would not pc'rmit 
such a consideration to dcier liirii from discharging bis duty and taking measures 
wlii(di the interests of ilu* jjiililie service in any case appear to him to dijiiiand. 

1(». 'W’itli n^speet to the injurious (dfeet Avhieh it is feared the removal of 
C4)lonel J'liayre may liav(^ on the political servieti generally. His Kxcellency ilu; 
Govt'rnor-Geiieral in Couiunl does not entertain any apprehensions on that account. 
It is the (‘ariK^st desirt* of tlu; G(>vepnor-Gciun*al in Couneil to give every sujiport 
to his otheors Avlio are ]>laeed in ]»()sitions of difUeulty and to whom diheate ami 
ini])t)rtant duties are entrusted. Such support will he readily Jtci^orded them so 
long ns their ]mK*eedings are guhh'd l)y the iiistruetious conveyed to them. Hut 
th(* rtnuoval of an officer who not only nusiuulerstands the spirit of his instructions 
Imt violates their plain meaning and letter, who fails to s(H 5 his ernu's when they 
ar(' poinied out, and tvlio is censured in sneli lerjus as tljose quoti'd iui)aragrapli 7 
of tills h'Uer, is ealeiilatod to have a salutary ratlicr than an injurious (‘lleet; 
Mild His Exeelleney in Council wishes it to be. umlerstood that he will not hesitate 
ti) remove from an ajipointmeiit a.ny ofiicen*, wluxjver he may he, who ignores his 
instructions in the iimiimr Colonel Phayre has done. 

11. The Govcrnor-Geiieral ui Council regnds tJiat the Bombay Government 
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oy)portu]dty to njsign 
given to Colonel Phayre, of which ho ,did not avail himself, and the Governor- 
General in Council ctin see no injustice in removing an officer from an appoint¬ 
ment for wliieh he is admitted by the local Government to be imfit, and wlio 
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12. The remarks already made sufficiently explain the grounds on wliinh the 
Government of India described the notice taken of Colonel Phayre’s proceedings 
by the Bombay Government as inadequate, regretted the delay on ilic ]>art of th(^ 
Bombay Government in submitting full informatiou of their proceedings, and 
withdrew for a time from tlie Bombay Government the conti*ol of Baroda affairs 
connected with the reporl; of the Commission. TJ]o Governor-General in Council 
will only say that after full consideration of paragraphs 11 to 11 of your letter he 
is unaldo to alter the opmions he has expressed. 

13. In contusion, I am to express the satisfaction of the Governor-Gtiiieral in 
Council at the issue of tlio instructions rcferr<Kl to in paragraphs 1 to 3 of your 
letter with a view to giving every assistanoi! to Sir Lewis Belly llu^ discharge 
of the difficult duties that have lK*en entnistcd to liini. 


No. 391 P., dated Port William, 6th February 1875. 

1 

From C. U. Aitcutson, Esq., C.S.L, Secretary to the Governnumt of India, 
Foreign Bepartmimt, to C. Gonnm 3, Esq., Secretary to th(‘ GoviTumont of 
Bombay, Politiiral l)(q)artment. 


In reply to your letter No. 502/dated 2(>th \iliuno, submitting a further letter 
from Colonel Pliayre on llic subject of his removal from his appointnumt as 
Besident at Baroda, I am directed to rtifer you to the letU^rs from this OffuM*, 
No. 214 P.,t date<l 2(>ih ultimo, and No. 293 r.,| daled 2Hth humi, and to sble. that 
His Bxeelleney tlic Viceroy and (jovcvuor-Gcmu'ui in Council declines to grant 
Coiom‘1 ].3»ayre compensation for his removal. 


No. 1065 of 1876. 

Political Department, Bomhay Castle, IDtli Feliruary 1875. 

From C. Goxni:, h's(|., Seerelary to the GovcTiiment, Political Deparliuent, 
Bomhay, to U. Aitciuson, Esq., Secretary to th<r (lovernmeiit of India, 
Fovidgn D('pfU'tm<*nt. 

I AiVi direett?d by the Governor in (JouiumI to ackuowledgt^ the recxdpt (d‘ y<nir 
leUta* No. 293P.,t dated 28th January 1875, V(q>lying to my lt4tev No. 75 of tin* 
ilth DeeemlxT 3S74, by wbieli I conveyed to you tlu' convictions of tli<‘ Goveni- 
nient of Bombay with regard to the removal ofCidonel Pliayre from the office of 
Beshhnit at Baroda and the vvitbdrawal from themselves for a time ol* (he control 
of Baroda aifairs. 

2. llis Excelh'.ncy the Gov(‘nior in Council has no desire to prolong eont.roversy 
res]>eeting decisions Avhi<di have been eaiTied into edbet by tlu' Govej-nmeiit of 
India, and which have Ikhui snhmitted to the judgment of Her Majesty's Se<*re-. 
tary of Static; hut he, feels himself constraim^d-to vindicato.,briefIy tlie action of 
tliis Governnu^it at cerhiin junctures, when it has hcen iruule the subject of 
sfwt!r(^ animudversioii in your letter und(T acknoAvh^dgTm'ut. 

3. From the llfth paragrajdi of your letter llis Exedlency in Comudj learns 
iliat “from tlie conduct of Colonel Pliayre, previous to tlui appointment, of the 
“ Commission, the GoATrnor-Gciioral in Council liad enhirhiined considiTahlc 
“ douhte wh(‘ther Colonel Pliayn; posscsssed tlu; discretion, conciliatory iK'aring, 
“ and the ap])r<H*,iattou of the questions he had to deal with, Avliieh wei'c necessary 
“ for effectually meeting the difficidties Ixd’ori' him ; ” but that in the Ixdiiff that 
Colonel IMiayrc possessiul tlie eonlldmice of the Bombay GoA irument, ami vii^wing 
the altenid state of circumstances after the lleport of the Commission, the 
Governor-General in Council saw no sufficient reason for witlidrawing his (confi¬ 
dence from Colonel Pliayre, especially at a time Avlicn sue! i a course; would cit- 
tainly have been misunderstood by the Gaekwar, and have add(;d considijrably to 
the difficulties at Baroda. And referring, in the sixth paragmpli of your lettir, 
to tlie statement- made in my letter of the 14ith December 1874, that this Go- 
yemment would at that time have transferred the charge of the Residency to 
other hands, if any other appointment of equal worth had been at their disposal 
for the eriiployiuont of Colonel Phayre, you observe that it was the plain duty 
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of the Government of Bombay to have informed the Govemor-Gonoral in Cotocil 
that the eonfideneo which he reposed in Colonel Phayre was in their judgment 
misplaced. 

4 A dereliction from plain duty being ibns imputed to the Government of 
Bombay, His Excellency in Council directs me to observe that in the integrity, 
the conscientious zeal and nublic spirit of Colonel Phayre this Government h^ 
throughout complete confidence, but ^Jiat his ti’ansfcr from the llesidenoy to 
another appointment at tliat juncture of affairs would have been, in their opinion, 
opportune; becaus(^ by the part which it had been Ins duty to take in connection 
with the Commission/hc hud \mm placed in spcMual antagonism to the Gaekwar— 
a cinmmstam^c which must, liavc b(5on as obvious to the Government of India as 


it was to this Goycnirnent; and because they douhte<l the possession by Colonel 
Phayre of tius dis(n*<;lion and con<;iliatory bearing rtujuisiie to (conduct with entire 
success tlu^ u<?w ndations bctwecTi the Gat^kwar and the ‘Resident at his court., 


which w(?rc (^stahlislu^l by the (budsions of the Gov(*rnov-Gen(^ral in Council upon 


the Report of th(^ Commission. Similar doubts, as it appears fj‘om your letter 
under iK'-knowledgmeni, had been e-ntectained by the Gov<n*iu>r-Gencral in Council, 
who aftej* tlu^ close of tlie Commission had been in comniunj<fation with its Prijsi- 


dent at Calcutta; and tJje Governor in Council is not aware 11 lat (luring the five 
months foi' which t.he R,cj»ort of tin* Commission was iji the liands of tlui Govern- 
nienl of I/idia, any qiu'stion w'as ever put to this Govej'inuent, or that any 
communi(iation was ever made, or other iudJon taken, by them, to whicdi may 
be justly ascribed either the I'emoval of those (ionl»ts from the mind of tJie 
Governor-General in Council, or the existence; of his btdicC that Colonel Phayre 
possessed the confidence of the Bombay Government-, exe(q>t in tJie sense 

above indicated. 


5. His Exeelleney the Govern or-General in Council refuses to lulmit that the 
reason assigned by tlitj Bombay Govei'nmcnt. for not having Hugg(*sted the romovjil 
of Colonel J^liayni, viz., tliat tlu're was no otlua* appoiiitmimt of equal worth at* 
tlieii' disposal in which he could lie employed, is a ])roper and suffieimit o»u*. liis 
Exeelleney in Council cannot, it is said, consent to trt^al tlio interests of the public 
service as of secondary eon8i(l(iratioii compared wn’tli the i)rivat(' interests of thc^ 
servants of Government; nor can he permit any officer to b(‘retained in an ai>- 
pointment for which he is unfit, on tln^ gi'ound that he will suffer i)eeuniary loss. 
With refereneo to the enunciation of tlu^se primd^diis, Jlis Exexdlcney the Governor 
in Council inost readily coneedcs that the iuter(ists of the i)ubli(! s(n*vi<te shoidd bo 
jjaramount to all other consid<^rations ; but 1 am i*csp(H*tfully to submit t hat 
fitness and unfitness are relativ<^ terms, and that summary dismissals, obviously 
involving serious detriimnit to fortune and rojiutation, of offieers who Iiave ren¬ 
dered long and valuable service's, and wliose iTiiegrity is unassailable,* whenever 
they i)rove ih(miselv(^s to he d(*fieient in some qimlitu\s whicli would be desirable 
for the 2 )crfeet discharge of their duties, or when fitter men might perhaps be 
found to replace tlumi, \voul(l, in the judgment of His Excellciu^y in Council, bt^ 
fmugbt witlj gmve dis(^ourag(5ment to tin; servants of Government., and consc^quent 
evil to the interests of the 2 >ublic S(jrvicc. His Excellency indeed believes tliat 
under the British Government, the summary dismissal of publits servantii has ever 
been regarded witli groat jealousy. 

6. After (dting expressions of severe (‘^ensure addressed by the Governor in 
Council to Colonel Phayre, and dwelling upon the omission of this Government 
to su 2 )ply the Government of India wnth fxtll information respecting his proceed¬ 
ings, you state tliat, in the opinion of the Govoruor-General in Council, the 
Bombay Government, who in July were of opinion that a change in the Residency 
at Bai’oda was expedient, ought in August, wlicn they found it necessary to 
censure Colonel Plxayre for disobedience of orders, to have at once recommended 
his removal; and that whether tlicy thought a change to be necessary or not, it 
wus tluiir manifest duty to liave reported at once that Colonel Phayre’s proceed¬ 
ings had not justified the confidencxi whifdi the Government of India placed in 
lum. Tlie Governor in CouncD is, tlwa'efore, concerned to learn from these 
observations that the reasons stated in the elevcntli paragraph of my letter of the 
14th December, as those which determined him to censure rather than remove or 
recommend ihc mnoval of Colonel Phayie for departure from liis instructions on 
c*^rtain points, have failed to satisfy the Governor-General that the proper course 
was then adopted by fhia Government. Tp the considerations previously put 



sufficiency of the measures taken by this Government, that the subsequent conduct 
of Colonel Phayre was not, so far as His Excellency is aware, open to exception, 
as contravening in any degree the spirit or the letter of his instructions. And 
seeing how much importance is attached by the Govomor-Goneral in Council to 
the failure on the part of this Govornmeut to supply Iiim at once with full copies 
of the communications wliich tlwm passed between this Government and Colonel 
Pliayre, His Excellency in Council does not hesitate to express his regret that the 
omission occurred. 

7. His Excellency the Governor-General in Council does not sharo'thci appns- 
hensions of this 6t»vcmmcnt as to the injurious etietils which may be pro(lucod 
both on Native Chiefs and on public servants employed in political affairs by the 
time and manner of Colonel Pluiyre’s removal; and while the Governor in Council 
adheres to the views expnjsscd in my letter of the 1.4th December, ho docs not 
permit himself to hope that further discussion on tiie points would reconcile tlui 
differences of opinion w^hieh now unhappily exist between the Government of 
India and this Government. 

I am to add that copies of your letter under aeknow ledgnient and of this letter 
will be sent to Her Majesty’s Secretary of Statt^Jn continuation of the correspond¬ 
ence previously transmitted to him. 

I have the lionour to bo, &e. 

(Signed) C. Gonnk, 

Secretai'y to Government. 




III.—Correspondence with the Secretary of State. 


No. 213 of 1874. 
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My IjOuo Mauouis, Port William, ilus 27Ui Novenibor, 1874. 

Wk hiiv(5 llio honour to I'orwjml, for the information of Her Majesty’s Gov’ern- 
luent, pajKiVs j'(4aVirii^ to the affairs of Baroda. 

2. I'he iiiforniution wlu'c-h lias uow boon furnished fo us by the Bombay 
OoveriiiiK’nl- has (ronvincod us tliat if is impossible f,o expoef, any satisfactory 
n^siilf., so loni,^ as Colonel Phayre remains liesident at Baroda. We belitivc 
C‘j'’ocl l^liayre to be an honourable and sincere man; but througbout his 
uliole cojiduct at Baroda he has in several instances disregarded the directions 
given to him by tlu* GoviJi'iiment, of Bombay, and appears to have altogid.hcr 
inisapjinnieiKhid tlu^ spirit of the instnudions is.sued hy the Ooveviinw.uit of 
India. 

3. Wo have accordingly appointed Sir Lewis IVlly, who, 6onsuliing his 
medical adviser in Caleulta, found that il was unnecessary for him to take thp 
furlough Avhieli had be(m gninfed him, and who voluutoenMl Itis .services for the 
duty, to act as Ag(mt to the Goveruor-Geueral a,ii(l Special Commissioner at 
Baroda, as a temporary Tn('asiu*e, 

4. If tli(* Government of Bomliay had ke])t us promptly iiiformcsd of the 
progress of affairs at Baroda, we should havt^ taken st(»ps to rojilatu) Colonel Phayre 
by another ollicer sonic tirac' ago. Wij much regret the dtday that has thus, 
occurred; for hefore action could b(i taken, the Gaekwar has addnrsscd the 
Viceroy a kliurcebi in which .His Highness has in iemperaUi language begged for 
the removal of Colonel Phayre. Alon'over, to add another complication to a 
condition of things alr<!ady far from saiisra(d.tii'y, we havii m;eiv(‘d intelligence of 
an attempt to takf; Colonid Phayre^’s life hy ])oison. 

5. We do not consider that, either of thest' two cirtnunstances affects the ques¬ 
tion of the proprhdy of allowing (’olonel Pliayri^ to remain at Baroda. "We are 
constrained to admit (apart from certain objeetious mised by Colonel JHiayrc to 
the accuracy of tJie Gaekwar’s stalomeiit of two particular instances of iiitei'- 
feronce^) tin; g(*neral corr(*ct.iu*ss of His Highness’ comphiint.s of Colonel lMi;jyiH;’s 
ju’oceedings; and whatever the result of the investigation into the attem])t to 
poison Colomd Phayri; may lx;, it, cannot affc(;t his qualifications for the office 
of Iti'sideut. If the investigation is incomphjb*, tlien; will, ind(;ed, be some 
advantage in its Ixiing brouglit to a conchision under the directions of another 
ofUeer. 


< (J. We have thought it necessary to call the serious attention of the Bombay 

Govcjrnineut to tlK'ir omission to k<;ep us fully informed as to the conduid of 
Colonel Phayre in canying our ord(;rs into effect. 

7. Your Lordship will ob.servx' that, w'hereas the most serious instances of 
want of discw'tion and of inability to appreciate the meaning of tlu; instructions 
wltich Colonel Pliayrc had nrceivtxl took place previous to the 17th of September, 
tin; letter addr(;sscd to us by the Bombay Government on that* date did not fully 
])lact! us in ])osscsKion of the* real position of affairs. Moreover the subsequent 
lettei*s from the Bombay Governnujnt of the 22nd and 23rdt of October did not 
couimiinicate to us many essential particulars pf those; im]ior1ant transactions, 
and it was only aftei* (;alling for [lapcrs which were not then forwarded, that 
the nature' of Colonel Phayres proceedings was made known to us IVoiu a perusal 
of th<; (;nclosui‘e8 to the letter from the Goroinment ofBombay of the 19th instant. 

8. This omission of what, we considoj* to have been the duty of the Government 
of Bomliay in dealing witji a ijiattcr of grf;al importance as to which orders had 
been given by us, couph^d with their omission at once to rtxjommend the substitu¬ 
tion of ajiother officer for Colonel Phayre, and some other minor proceedings, to 
which it is not necessary to refer in detail, liave satisfied tis that it is c^ential, in 
order to cany out effectually the policy which wc hav(j laid down in regard to the 

J4.nr1 fr4i* wLSaIi wo rofinnnciiVilo f/i ertVA oo T 


perctiivo, regarding the future conduct of the correspondence relating to measures 
arising out of the Report of the Baroda Cornmissioii. 

9. We regret the necessity which exists, as it appears to us, for taking this 
course, and we trust that our a<?tion will meet with the approval of Htir Majesty’s 
Govornmont. 

t We have the honour to be, &o. 

. _ , .. . ^ 

No. 73 of 1871 


To Her Majesty’s Prtncival Secretary of State Foit India tn Council, 

London, Political Department. , 

My Loud Marquis, 

Wr have the honour to forward luinvwith to Your Lordship copy of papers 
from which it will he. obscrv(!d that the Govornmont of India have removed 
Colonel Phayre from tlio office of ilosidont at Baroda, and liavt; taken into their 
own hands, as a temporary measure, the managemcni of I'olitical iirlations with 
that State. We bog oanuistly to invite Yoiir Lordship’s attention to tlie letter* 
we have addi'cssed to tijc Govenunent of India, in which we Iiave cmleavoured to 
set before them the objections we entertain to the decisions thaihavc^ been commu- 
nicatoxl to us.* ‘ 

2. Wo beg at the satm^ time to forward (n)])y of a letter from Colonel Phayro, C.B., 
No. -iOGjt dated 1st instant, and of our further letter to the Gftvernment of India, 
No. 7559, dated 1Mb idenn. 

Wo have the bimour to be, 

P. E. WODKIIOUSE. 

Boml)ay Castle, 14tb D(!comb(\r 1874. J. Ginns. 




No. 17 of 1875. 

Government of Indja, Koreion Department, PoiiiTiCAL. 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 22n(l January 1876. 

We liave the honour to forwarrl, for the informatioji of H(jr Majesty’s 
Govcrnrrumt, a further collection of papers relating tD the alTairs of the State of 
Baroda. 

2. Most of these papers refer to matters which occumul before our temporary 
assumj)tiou of the administration of the Baroda Slate on 26th Deceixifl)er last, 
and arc now forwarded to complcti^ the retmrds. 

We have the honour to be, &c. 


No. 26 of 1876. 

Government OF India, Foreign Department, Political. 

My Lord Marquis, Fort'Wiiliam, ther-29th January 1876. 

WlTiirefcreucii totiie d»ispateh from the Bombay Goverumimt, No. 73, dated 
14th ultimo, to your address, wo have the honour to enclose, for th(^ information 
of ilcr Majesty’s Government, a copy of a JetterNo. 293P.,t of the 28th Lnstaut, 
to the Government of Bombay, being a reply to their lette No. 7549,§ dated 
14th December 1874, on the subject of the removal of Colonel Phayro from 
the appointment of Resident at Baroda. 

Wo have the honour to be, &c. 


^ Political Department. 

No. 16 of 1876. 

To Hkk Majesty’s Principai. Seoketaet of State Fofe India in Council, 

London. 

With reference to our Despatch No. 78 of the 14th December last, wc beg to 
submit for Your Lordship’s consideration copies of further communications! which 
have pass^ between the Government of India and this Government respecting 
the oontrol of BaK>da affairs and the removal of Colonel Phayre. 
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4 'st.w, 2. We might have replied at much greater length to their letter No. 293P.* of 
the 28th January, in which our conduct ia severfly censured; but we trust Yottr 
Lordship will approve of our having confined ourselves to a very few, but neces¬ 
sary observations, chiefly, it may he said, in e3q)lanation. At the same time, we 
do not wish to conceal from Your Lordship the sense we entertain of the disregard 
or the character and position of this Government, wliieh has marked the pro¬ 
ceedings by which the Government of India have transferred to themselves the 
entire control of the affairs of Baroda. 

3. As we have already stated, the enquiry into the conduct of the Gaekwar 
originated with us. . When the Eeport of the Commission was received, we for¬ 
warded it to the Government of India with our fuU 8uj)port. We waited for five 
months for tiicir ‘decision, with wtiich we were quite satisfied. We were most 
desirous that the mejasures ordered by them should succeed. We did not combat 
those measui’es in any particular, hut steadily promoted their execution; and 
then, nearly three months after the oecurreuee of the error, so-called, on our part, 
and after its had efftKJts, if they over existed, (for they liave never been stated), 
had passed away, then it was that the control of Baroda affairs was summarily, 
and in terms of strong c(!asm*(!, withdrawn from us. ? 

4 In conclusion, we beg Your Lordship to believe tliat we should not have 
submitted this remonstrance, if the charge had been founded on the temporary 
gravity of the state of affiii's, and not supported principally by the imputation to 
us of failures in our duty, of which we were wholly undeserving. 

We have the lionour to be, &c. 

• Bombay Castle, 15th February 1875. 


Political, No. 44. 
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To His Excellency the Right Honourable the Govehnor-General of India 

in Council. 


My Lord, India Olfieo, Loudon, 35th April 1875. 

Para. 1. I havi; received and considiired in Council the letter ol' your 
Excellency s Govemmeiit in this Lcpai'tmcnt, No. 213, dated tlie 27th Novouiliert 
last, reporting the removal oT Colonel Phayre from the office of Rtwdent at 
Bai'oda, the appoiutnuuit of Sir Lewis Pelly as Agent to the Governor-Geucinl 
and Special ConimiNsioiUT at tliat phuHi, aiul the arrangements which you liad 
deemed advisahhj to inaki^ for the futui’c condiuii of the eorrespondence relating 
to n^usuvt^s luasiug out of the Ropoi-t of the Baroda Commission. 1 have also 
liad hel'ore me a Letter fnnn the Government of Bombay, No. 73,j: dahd th<i 
*No ?54yof 1874 8 ^ Lecemher last, inviting mv attention io 

^ tluit* addressed by His Excellencv the Gover¬ 

nor in Council to youi' Govorumout, setting forth various olijcictkms to your 
‘decisions on the several mathii’s in question, and I have recently received your 
further Letter, No. 25,II of tHe 2ffth January last, forwarding, for the information 


of Her Majesty’s Government, copy of the reply made by you to that tiommuni^ 
cation, and a letter from the Govorument of Bombay, dateil the 15th of Eebruarj', 
commenting on your reply. 

2. After careful examination of the eirc-umstancos detailed in tliis corre¬ 
spondence, and weighing, with the 'athmtion duo to their importance, tlie argu¬ 
ments submitted in it for my consideration, 1 have to convey to you my approval 
of your proceedings. 

3. While regretting that your Excellency’s Government should have found it 

necessary to ri*move from the responsible post of Resident at Baroda an officer 
of undoubted intcigrity and long service, who had been placed in a position of 
considcmble difficulty, 1 liave no doubt that in doing so you (exercised a wise 
disiM'ction. His cliaractcr was little fitted for the delicate duties with wliioh he 
had h(Hin recently charged, and Im ■ departure from the orders he had received 
was too serious to be overlooked. * 

4. It is to ho regretted that his rem^^val did not take place as soon as his 
indisposition or inalnlity to sham his conduct according to his instructions was 

'first made manifest. A fair trial would then have been given to the indulgent, 
■f policy which Her Majesty’s Government was anxious to pursue towards the 

GaekWflJ* of BamdA. A nninintt UnuravAii -nroct _ 
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mmt of Bombay, under whose unmediate orders Ootenel Phayre was serving. 
Tbey were fully alive to liis shortcomings, and censured them in the severe 
language recapitulated in para. 7 of your Eaccellerroy^s Despatch, But they 
abstained from removing him, on grounds connected as much with the interests 
of the officer himself as with his efficiency for the duties he had to discharge. 

5. In suidressing your Excellency’s Gov^’mnent,’t)n the 14th December last, 
the Government of Bombay said,— 

“ Para. 5. So fully alive were the Govommont of Bombay to the incidents of 
his position that, even after receiving the instructions of His Excellency the 
Viceroy, and learning that Colonel Phayre possessed his ‘ full confidence,’they 
would liave transfcrriid the charge of tlie Besidency to other lianas, if any other 
appointment of equal worth had been at their disposal for the employment of 
Colonel Phayre.” 

“ Para. 6. His ExccUfsncy in Council would have takem this stej) from the convic¬ 
tion that tlie very qualities which niadc Colonel Phayrt^ an effective instrument for 
the ex]x)8ure of the gross niisniauagemcnt of the Baroda State were* ill adaj)ted to 
tlie more ielicahj task of profieriug udviiic to the Prince whose malpractices he 
hod dragged to light.” 

“ Para. 10. The peculiarities of Colonel PhajTc s personal chariicter, and of the 
position in which he stood to the Gaekwar, have beep manifest thi’oughout, and 
must have been as patent to the Government of India Avhen they issued orders 
on the Comniissiou’s lleport in duly as they are now; and hud they at that time 
suggested and fa(.nlitatcd his transfer to another aiipointment of equal value, or 
othcrwisi; compensated him, tliis Government would moat cordially have assented, 
for the reasons mentioned in the 5fh and 0th paragraphs, and the change would 
liavc recommended itself to Colonel Phayre as well as to the public. But tlie 
order now issued k , in the opinion of this Government, unjustly seveni ot» an 
officer whoso (rousciontions and praiscwoi-thy efiorts had brought alxiut the 
bcneilcial intervention of the British Government for the protection of the people 
of Baroda.” 

G. I shall refer again to the grounds of action here ]>ut forward, i!i tlieir general 
bearing upon the juiblie si'rviei^. IV) the decision, hoAvevor, at wliiclt the Govtrni- 
meut. of Eoui])ay arrived, that it was (jxpMient tx) eensuni Colonel Phayre, but 
iioi, i-o remove liim, no l)lani(' could have l>eeii attached if they had at once 
notified it, together with the eivuumstances out of which it arose, to Your 


Ex(^el](!ucy’s Govorniiient. They did not do so. The correspondeuco was not at 
onc(* forwardi'il to you. It was only aceidimtally called ibr, and the proceedings 
which it j*ccord(^d Avere for the first time brouglii to vour knowledge nearly tliree 
mouths after they had oc(mrrod. 

7. ]i<w Majesty’s Govoriunent nxv of o])inion that in withholding from yftu this 
information tln^ Govermnont. of Bombay H(;t(?d under a miscoueejitiou of their duty. 
In a matter which was oliviously of the utmost gravity, and wluVdi the GoA^ornor 
General had stamped with that character by his formal interposition, tlic Govern¬ 
ment of Bombay were bound to act as the simple agent of the Government of 
India. 


8. In the 13th paragniph of their letter of the 14th of December, the 
Government of Bombay give the only explanation they have oficred for omit^ting 
to report the coiTcspondeiuie:— 

“ The appointment of Ilesident at Baroda belongs by law to this Government. 
Tlie retention of it by Colonel Phayre was a matter for them to decide, on Avliich 
the Government of India had maintained silence. This Government felt strongly 
botli tlie impolicy as regards the Gaekwar, and the injustice as regarded Colonel 
Phayi-c, of summarily removing him from his oflicc without compensation. And 
having permitted him to return to Baroda, it did not oexjur to them that it was 
necessary to report immediately to the Government of India the very stringent 
instructions ho had received, and whicb, it was hoped, he could no longer mis¬ 
apprehend.” • 

9. These words seem to imply that a zeal for the prerogatives bf the Presidency 
of Bombay fiad a material sWe in determining the action of that Government. 
I have to express the regret of Her Majesty’s Government that, in a matter so 
grave, the Governor and Council of Bombay should liave allowed their minds to 
be swayed by motives of a secondary character. 

10. It is* the duty of Her Majesty’s Government to uphold the minor 
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('iiiitlc’d to jumongtratc ag;aiiLst aiiygupposod ipfi'aotion of the^' rig^hts, though 
it is a pririloye ol* which; those Gro^^ommeats will, U' they have the interosts of 
the public service at heart, make use with due reserve. But the feelings which 
actuate theii'wnoustmnccs must not influence their administrative proceedings. 
Zojii for local rights will not excuse tliem in auy 'dvi or any omission aubofitting 
a subordinate acting under the command of a sujjerior. They cannot be per¬ 
mitted, in tbc process of thi;ir self-defence, to hamper the working of State 
policy. When the (Tov(jnior-Gkmeral has decided that a matter Is sufficiently 
serious to demand Ijis ijitei-position, the duty of the inferior (Governments is not 
only to t)bey bis formal oi-dcrs, but to second his jxilicy as cordially ?ia if it, were 
their own. 

11. Your Extjclleucy has advci*tc<i to the reasons put forward by the Govei-n- 
nicnt of Bombay in their ]t;tt('.r of the Idstli of BcctMuher for objecting to the 
removal ol* Colomd Bhayro. You notice, in terms of just i-eprobation, the doctrine 
that a Resident, after liis disqualificsation for his post had bt'cn r(! 00 gnwed, was to 
remain entinshid with duties of gniat importance and singular delicacy, because 
“ no otlicr ap]K)intment of eqmil value was at tlie disposal of the Government.*' 
You could have sjKikon in no other manner of tlu' language that was ilien befoj'C 
;^'oa. Later (jxplanatious giv(‘u by the Governuumt of Bombay in their, letter of 

, loft, tlu' loth of February* indicate tliat the earlici* lettcj* did not adequately represent 
tlieir real opinion. Individual interests are probal>ly as highly considensd in the 
Indian sorvico as in auy serviei! in tlic world. But no Government cun allow 
such interests to dtday, ev(;n for a brief pin'iod, the rcmioval of an officer charged 
with momeiihms duties and proved It beiinequailo their performance. 1 con¬ 
clude, from the language ami action oi' the Goverunurut of Boniliay, that tluiy 
<lid not dis<;erii, in its ti‘uo light, the gravity of the eireumstances with which 
IJiey had to deal. * 

12. I desii'c that a (iopy of this J)os))atcli may ht' e-ommuiiicaiod lo the 
Govcnmicut of Bombay. 

I have the Iwniour to be, &c. 


Salisuuuv. 
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No. 80 of 1876. 

Governmknt oe India, Foreign Department, 

( • 

POLITICAX. ^ 

To the Most Honorable the Marquis of Salisbury, Her Majesty’s Secretary of 

State for India. 

My Lord Marquis, Simla, the 15th April 1876. 

With reference to previous correspondence, we liave now the honen* to 
forward, for the information of Her Majesty's Government, papers among which 
will be found a copy of th(^ reports of the Commissioners who wore appointed to 
enquire into the truth of certain imputations made against llis Highness Miulhar 
Rao Gaekwar. 

2. Mulhar Rao Gaekwar succeeded his brother, Khundeo-Rao, in 1870. His 
antecedents were not favorable. He had beeri accused of being concerned in a 
conspiracy to murder his brother by poison or other means in 18()3, and had in 
consequence been kept in confinemcmt as a State prisoner during lus brotli(5r's 
lifetime. He was then described in the Residency records as being intellectually 
“ feeble and apparently irresponsible for liis actions.” On Khundco Rao’s death, 
Mulhar Rao was believed to be tlie only Uigitimate lineal descendant of Petdajee 
Gaekwar, the founder of the dynasty, and as such he succeeded to the government 
of the State. 

3. Much correspondence 1ms taken place since the year 1872 between the 
Government of Bombay and the Government of India, with refoi’cnce botli to 
general misgovernmont of the Baroda State, and to particular coses. Among 
those cases there was the death, in prison, of Bhow Sindia, the Minister of the 
lata Gaekwar, who was supposed to have been poisoned. In opposition to tlie 
advice of the Assistant Resident, Bhow Sindia’s body was hastily burnt im¬ 
mediately after his death, and im’^estigation into the truth of the report was 
thus rendered impossil)le. There was also a case in which a person died in 
consequence of Hogging administered to him in the streets of Baroda. Com¬ 
plaints were also m^e by the youngest widow of the late Gaekwar that she 
was in personal danger owing to ill-trcatmont by Mulliar Rao, and, on enquiry, 
her statements seemed to the Government of India to be sufficiently substantiated 
by the Residency Surge^on to render it nccessai'y to address Mulhar Rao in very 
strong terms, placing upon him, personally, the responsibility for her safety. 

4. On the 18th March 1873, Colonel Phayre waa appointed British Resident at 
Baroda. Very soon after his appointment, ho brought to notice the serious 
nial-administration of the Slate by the Gaekwar. 

5. The general complaints of misgovemment were represented by the Govern¬ 
ment of Bombay to the Government of India with a strong opinion tliat measures 
of decided interference were necessary. Accordingly, in the winter of 1873, a 
Commission was appointed for the purpose of investigating and reporting upon 
the general condition of the State. Sir Richard Meade, whoso ^araotor foi' 
calmness of judgment is well known, who has a,thorough knowledge of the 
general condition of Native States, and who througliout his career lias shown 
tliat he is ready to make every allowance in their favor, and that lie Ims no wish 
to enforce a standard which it would be unreasonable tO expect in their adminis¬ 
tration, was appointed to be President of the Commission. Nawah Paiz Ali 
Khan, who nad been Prime Minister of the State of .Jeypoor, and in whoso 
character and ability great confidence was placed by the Mahiu’aja of Jeypoor, 
as well as by the British Government, was appointed to be a member of the 
Commission. The other two Membei*s—Mr. Ravenacroft and Colonel Etlieridge 
—were nopainatod by the Bombay Government, and are men of higli standing and. 
character. 

6. The report of the Commission substantiated, to a very considerable extent, 
the charges ma^ by Colonel Phayre against the Gaekwar; although the 


manner in which they had been brought forw^ and pressed by Colonel 
Pliayre showed, in some cases, more zeal than discretion. The report of the 
Commission showed, a condition of tilings which was highly discreditable to the 
Gaekwar, and which, dements o£ disturbance. Any such 

disturbance might, owing to the manner in which the territories of the British 
Govenunent and the Gaekwar are interlaced, have been greatly prejudicial to the 
interests of British subjects and to the peace and order of Her Majesty’s domi¬ 
nions. Tlie details are amply given in the repwt of the Commission and in its 
appendices. Tlie Commissioners expressed their opinion that in the summary 
and extensive reduction of Silladars ^nd Sirdai-s, in the treatment of certain 
bankers, iif the seizure of women to render foiced service in the Palace, in the 
treatment of j-hes lat(i Gaekwar’s rdatives, favorites and dependants, and in the 
arbitary resumption of certain inams and hereditary emoluments, the proceedings 
of Mulhar Eao liad been “ highly arbitrary and in some instances very unjust, and 
“ of a character calculated to bring grave discredit on His HiglmesaVadminfis- 
“ tration, aud to excite distrust and alarm amongst a large portion of the 
“ influential and respectable classes of the community.” The Commissioners 
further reported that the grievances of the agidouliural classes required careful 
examination and considemtion; that the existing practice of levying riuzzerana 
on appointment was wliolly inconsistent with good government, and should be 
entirely relinquished and interdicted; tliat the practice of ill-treating accused 
persons or prisoners to extract confession obtained to some extent and demanded 
the most Watchful oflorts for its absoldte suppression; that the Judicial Depart¬ 
ment and Administration required entire reform, in order to remove the coasting 
uncertain and irregular application of tlie law and want of confidence in the 
proceedings of the Courts aud Magistrates, and that the state of a&irs, when 
viewed altogether, constituted general mal-adrninistration of a character urgently 
calling for reformation, whicli could not be etfected without some intaiforenoe ofct 
the part of the British Government. 

7. There is no doubt as to the right which the Biitish Government possesses 
both under treaty and by constant usage to interpose in the internal aflaim of the 
Baroda State. The provisions of the Treaty of 1802 arc clear, and the letter from 
Mr. Mountstuart Elphinstone, then Governor of Bombay, to tlio ruling Gaekwar 
in 1820, lays down in the plainest possible terms tlxe rights of the British Govam- 
ment. 

8. Accordingly authoritative advice was given by the Government of ludia to 
the Gaekwar for the remedy of th(5 princip^ evils disclosed by th(i report of the 
Commission; and, while it was left to him to select his Minister, he was required 
to dismiss those of his former Miinisters who wore most deeply concerned in the 
malpractices pointed <iut hy the Commission. A period of eighteen months was 
allowed to the Gaekwar for effecting the necessary reforms, and every assistance 
was offered him for that purpose, Tlie Government of India considered whether 
it would be desirable to replace Colonel Phayro by another OflB.oer when making 
these oommutiications to the Gaekwar. Althougb we were not satisfied with the 
judgment shown by Colonel Plmyre in some of his proceedings, his representatious 
of the misgovernment of the Baroda Stale had proved to be correct in the Tuniyij 
and we thought that it would weaken the position we had taken with the Gaek¬ 
war to show any want of confidence in Colonel Phayre, while we trusted that the 
precise instructions given to him would be sufficient to prevent him from acting 
injudiciously in future. 

9. The expectations which we entertained were not realised. In his communi¬ 
cations with the Gaekwar And with Mr. Dadahhoy Nowrojee, the MinistCT whom 
the Gkiekwar had selected. Colonel Phayre was wanting in consddeiaiion; In 
some respects also he misunderstood and indeed acted contrary to his instructions. 
His proceedings were unfortunately not reported by the Govenmnent of Bombay 
to the Government of India until some time after they bad taken place, or a 
change would have been made sponei^ thaai it actually ooourr^. Just at the 
time when we received full information of Colonel Phayre’s proceedings, we 
also received the represento^oni from the Gaekwar of November 2nd, 1874, 
asking for his resxto^. option was given to him to retire, of w^h he 
decliimd to avail himself, ttud he^ was therefore removed and r^laoed' by>Sir Lewis 
Pelly. 

10. While these arrangemexUe Were in ^gress, infinrmatifm of the 

attempt to poison Obl(Muel ^ We <&! < wt bonsider tiiat ^is attend ought 


Ih Sir Lewis Pdly found afbirs at Baapoda in ‘ick^^tidial 

Although, aasuraaces liad been ^veu it<m tizne to tinae by 4ie 
would carry out the reforms which he ^uC been required by the Gdv^rhiriMtt M 
India to undertake, no substantial progress bad been made. The conditicoi of the 
oultirating classes was represented as desperate^ Owing to the over-^assessment of 
the land revenue, while the differences between the Sirdars and the Gaekwar 
tlureatened a serious (hsturbanoe of the peace. The Gaekwar gave assurances to 
Sir Lewis Felly that remedies would he applied tg this condition of affairs, and 
the Government of India entortained some hope tliat, although no confidence 
could be placed in the personal character of Mulhar £ao, yet he might be induced 
to allow the administration of the State to be effectually rcfpnned. y, 


12. Colonel Phayre had instituted an enquiry and examined the; servants at the 
Residency immediately after the attempt to poisoii him. No evidence of any 
value was procured, and the enquiry was for the time closed; but Colonel Phayre 
entertained and expressed a confident opinion *■ that the attempt was insti^ted by 
the Qaekwar. It was impossible, without any evidence, to ac^cept Colonel Pliayre’s 
conclusions, but Sir Lewis Pelly was instru(jied to take mfiasures to intestigato 
tho case, and for that purpose he <>hta.ined the assistance of Mr. Souter and’ the 
police oflSoers of Bombay. For some time they could obtain no evidence of 
importance; hut in the middle of December they discovered a clue which resulted 
in evidence to the tjfftwt that tho Gaekwar had been in th(i habit of holding 
secret commuxdoations witli tlic Residency servants, and two of those servants— 
Raoji and Narsu—confessed that they had committed the offence, Hind alleged 
that they had done so at the personal instigation ©f the Gaekwar. Raoji numo 
tliis confession on receiving the promise of a pardon ; hut Narsu was distinctly 
told by Sir Lewis Polly that he must not expect a pardon. Sir Lewis PeDy was 
instructed to communicate,the evidence to the Advocate-General of Bombay, wRb 
advised that, if it stood the test of cross-examination, it would be sufficient' to 
cionvict the Gaekwar of the offence in a Court of Law. Mr. Souter was itnme. 
diately despatched to Calcutta witli the evidence and tho opinion of the Advocate- 
General. When tlie paj)ers were received in Calcutta, they wore referred for the 
opinion of the Acting Advocate-General and the Standing Counsel to (Jovernment 
at Calcutta, who advistni that the evidence was sufficient to commit tho Gaekwar 
for trial, hut stated tlicir doubts with regard to tlie position and credibility of 
the witnesses, and indicated the possibility of tliere being a conspiracy against the 
Gaekwar. 


13. The case was tJicn considered wit h great care and attention by us. We 
examined Mr. Souter most carefully with respect to the nature of the police 
investigation and were assured by him that the greafost precautions had been 
taken to prevent evidence being concocted by the suhordinah*. pobce officials. 
We discussed the probability of tliero Isnng a conspiracy against the Gaekwar, 
and wo could find no reasonable ground for sucli a supposition. We considered, 
tberofore, that there was strong primd facie reason to suppose that the attempt 
had been instigated by the Gaekwar. 

14. The question then arose, how we were to fleal^with this condition of things. 
It was impossible to pass over an attempt on the life of a British Resident at 
the Court of a Na<tivo Prince. The sanctity attached to the lives of Ambassadors 
extends in our opinion, if possible, in a greater degree to British Residents at the 
Courts of Native Statt^s, and no offence could be greater than an attempt upon 
the life of a British Resident instigated by the Ruler of a Native State. At the 
same time, the evidence as it then stood was far from being sufficient to enable 
us to condemn the Gaekwar. He had had no opportunity of making his defence, 
and the witnesses had not been subjected to cross-examination. Some enquiry, 
therefore, was essential. Having regard to thci antecedents of the Gaekwar, and 
to the strong primd faoie case againsi him, it appeared to us that there was no 
probability of a fair enquiry being made so long as he remained in the position of 
Ruler of Baroda. Moveover, with suoli a strong primd fade case against him, 
it would have been highly improper for us to^have continued frimdly coiniiLuni- 
cations with him penfing the investigation. *W6 therefor© detetnnined to arr6at 
the Gaekwar, and to assume on behalf of the Queth, the administration of the 
State of Baroda pending the result of the enquiry. This action on our part was 
not based on considerations of law. It was an act of State, carried' out by the 


Faranxount Power. Troops were sent to F&roda, and the arrest of the Gackwar 
and the assumption of' the administration of the State were effected with prompt¬ 
ness and success by Sir Lewis Pelly. 

16. We may hero notice incidentally tliat almost at the same time as the 
(jvidence against the Gaekwar was received, but before tlie Government had dotcr- 
uiined upon the course whicli shotild bo taken, Mr. Dadabhoy Nowrojec n^signod 
office, and the State of Baroda was loft without a Minister. It therefore rested 
with Sir Ijewis Felly to conduct the whole administration of affairs, and, in doing 
so, it was necessary for him, ih. consequence of the critical position of the country 
to whicli We liavo before alluded, to carry out certain reforms, more especially 
with respect to the collectionOf the land revenue and to the grievances of the 
Sirdars. These reforms b^^d been promised by the Gackwar pnivious to his arrest, 
and* Sir D^wis Ftdly carefully conibrmi'd to tlio instrueOons whicli were given to 
him by us that during his temporary tenure of authority he should be careful to 
inti*oduce no important clianges oUicr, than tliosis which wc had alri«idy ordertMi 
to be carried out consecpicnt on tlic report of tlic Commission of 1873, and which 
had been accej)tod by the Gaekwar. 

16. Having arrested the Gaekwar we had then to determine what fonn the 
enquiry should take. ISotwitlistanding the objections to whicJi a public enquiry 
^vm open, in our o])inion a public enquiry was more advisable than one conducted 
ill pi’ivate, which would liavi^ given oeiriisiori for suspicion and mistmsl,. Tlic 
composition of the Commission was next considoreid. Our desire was that it 
should be tlioroughly iiidepondtmt, and we, tliererore, secured the somccs of Sir 
llichard Coiudi, the Chief Justice of Bengal, and the highest judicial authority in 
India, ns Prc'-sident. Wo joined witli him Sir Ilicliurd Meade, whose character 
we have already described, and being unable to obtain tlui scrviceB of Mr, Justice 
West of Bombay, wliom we dcsiiod U) appoint, wo seloot-ed Mr. Philip Mclvill, an 
officer who had htjen Judiciah Commissioner of the Central Pi*ovince>s, and acted 
as a Judge of the Chief Court at Laliorc, who had no connection whatever witli 
Baroda affairs and whose character for independonco and ability is well known. 
We considered also that it was desirable, if possible, t<» obtain the assistance of 
Natives of high imik and position on the Commission. Sir Dinkur Bao w'as 
summoned to Calcutta, and confeented to serve;. The Viceroy wrote to request 
Maharaja Sindia, Maharaja llolkar, and the Maliaraja of Jeypoor to join tlie 
Commission. Maharaja Ilolkar, while cxjiressiiig his complete concurrence in 
the course taken by the Government, excused liimself from serving, hut the 
other two Princes consented to serve. 


17. In making public tlu» action taken by tiu; Government in huspimding the 
Gackwar, wo announced that it was our intention, wffaiover iho results of the 
enquiry might be, to re-establish a Native Administration at Bai'oda. We were 
aware that some distrust prevailed of tin; motives of the British Government in 
dealing with tin; case, and that, notwithstanding the solemn amiouncoments that 
had been made from tinu; to lime that tluire was no desire to extend ihc British 
possessions in India, all our proctiiulings with respect to Native States were 
ivatclu'd with a jealousy which iudical(;(i that those deidarations w(;ro hardly y(;t 
accepted as expressing tin; real intentions of the British Government. It was 
therefore our view that, while it was essential to deal strongly with the attempt 
to poison the British llcsidcnt, it was equally essential to announce that, in doing 
so, wc had no intention of annexing the territory of Baroda, 


18. It will l>o obvious that tlicre wero scvisral alternatives to tin; eours(; which 
wo determined to adopt in each of the partiimlars which wc have recounted. 
Those altcmatives were considered by us. None of them appeared to us to bo 
])rcfcral)lo. The matter was surrounded by the gravest difficulties, and action 
liad to bo sharp and decisive. It is to ho noticed that the suspension of the 
llulcr of.one of the principal Native States in India, the assumption for a time of 
the administration of his dominions, and the enquiry into his conduct by means 
of a Commission appointed by the British Government, involved the exercise of 
an authority by the Paramount Power in India of the widest possible nature. It 
c^mnot but be regarded with satisfiiction that the Maharajas of Gwalior and 
Jeypoor by sisrving on tlie Gommis^on ideutiiied themselves with tlie policy of 
Government, and tliat. the course Avhich was taken received the concurronoo of 
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till! HUid Muiliar Iluo Guokwar did hy hiu agciiM and in penon hold 
ttecret oommunicatioui for icnpro)>cr purposes with some of the servants ^employed 
by Colonel Thayrc, tliu liuiidont at Buru(la, or attaohod to the liosidonoy \ ^ 

II.—That the said Mulhar Kao Qtuikwar gave bribes to some of those servau^s, 
or caused such bribes to be given; 

Ill—That hU purposes in holding such couuiiunicatious ami giving soch . bribes 
were to use the siud servants us spies upon Colonel Phayrc» and thereby iu^tttcperly 
to obtain information of secrets, and to cause injury to Colonel Phuyre, or to roifiove 
liiin by means of poison; 

IV,—That in fact an attempt to poison Colonel Phiiyro was made by pc'rsous 
instigated thereto by tlic said Muilinr Uno Ciuekwnr. 


19^ ThB action of the Government having been taken not upon legal but 
pditioal grounds, the Commission was not constituted as a judicial tribunal. Its 

function was to report 
to the Government of 
India, with whom the 
decision was ultimately 
to rest. Tlic inmuta¬ 
tions against the Gaek- 
war, into the truth of 
which the Ooinmissioh 
was to enquire, are. 

. noted in the mar^in^ 

20. It was indispensable, iu order to investigate tile graver *imputatioix of 
instigating the attempt to poison, that tlie Com:^ssion should be instructed to 
enquire into the alleged practi<^e of the Gpekwar of holding secret communica¬ 
tions with the Hesidcney servants, and of giving them money for the purpose of 
obtaining information as to the business conducttHl at the Residency. Wo had 
the best reason to believe that attempts of the kind had habitually btien made 
by the Gaekwar, and it was necessary, for tlie purpose of charing the way to the 
examination of his connection ndtli the poisoning, that the truth of his secret 
communications with the R(\sidoncy servants, who were supposed to ho agents 
in tlic crime, should Ixi ostahlishcd. If the evidence with respect to those com¬ 
munications liad broken down, it would have been a strong argument^ favor of 
the innocence of the Gaekwar. If, on the other hand, the secret interviews were 
established, the aniccedcut improbability that ilicj Gaekwar should have been in 
personal communication with persons of that (dass would 1)0 removed. 

21. The Commission commenced their proc(?edings on 23rd rehinniry and closed 
them on 31st March 1875. Sir R. Couch (the President), Sir R. Meade, and Mr. 
Mhlvill find M!ulliar Rao guilty on all the knpulations. Maharaja Sindia and Sir 
Rinkuv Rao find the gi avcr irnputatioii not proved, while the Maharaja of Jeypoor 
considers the Gaekwar not guilty, and all three treat the minor imputations as 
matters of no importance and in accordance with the practice at other Native 
Courts. 


22. We liavc carefully considered tiic reports and opinions of tlic Commissioners 
and the evidence on which they arc biised, and can come to no other conclusion 
tlian that all the imputations against Mulliar Rao Gaekwar are true. There is no 
otlujr rational explanation of the established facts, and we are unable in any way 
to reconcile those facts with the hyf)otlicsis of Mulhar Rao’s innocence. We have 
carefully considered whetifer the cas() could possibly he a plot on the part of tho 
police, whether Raoji and Narsu could have attcm})ted the erime from motives of 
their own or at the instigation of Bliow Poonikur oi’. Ramodhur Punt, or the 
Gaekwar’s enemies, Avithout his knowledge. But not only is tlicre no evidence to 
support any of those suppositions, hut the ado])tion of any of them involves a series 
of such violent improbabilit ies that we arc compelled to reje(*.t them as altogether 
unreasonable. Tho grounds u]ion which our conclusion is based, and tlie reasons 
which preclude us from acciipting the view of tlioBis of the Commissioners who 
consider tlic Gaekwaj-s guilt not to he proved, will fully set forth in a Resolu¬ 
tion which wo have directed to bo prcjiared. 

23. Even, however, if we could honestly concur iu the opinion of* those Com¬ 
missioners, there would still n^main the most grave suspicion attached to Mulhar 
Rao, whicli, coupled with his previous character and the circumstances already 
described in paragraphs 2 to 8 of this despatch, w ould make it impossible to replace 
him in power. To restore him under any conditions w’^ould, in our opinion, be a 
miscarriage of justice and a fatal political error. It would seriously weaken the 
authority of the Britisli Government in India, and the positionrof British Residents 
at Native Courts, and we are hound to express our deliberate opinion in tlie 
strongest terms against any such com'se. 

24. As regards the penalties witli wliicli Mulhar Rao siiould he personally 
visited, we consider that on a review of all the circumstances of the case, and in 
deference to the opinions and feelings of the Native Commissioners, we should do 
no more than depose him and his issue and place him imc^r restraint in British 
territory on a suitable allowance to ho provided from the Baroda revenues. 


SA- ^thoi]gls.«Q«(3?QG^^ 

a Native State to muirder the British Beeideat . wooildj ^iurtify the * revision aaitd 
readjustment of the relations subsisting between the British Government and that 
State, we are deoidedly of opinion, that, in consequence of the divided report and 
for other mighty reasons, it would be inexpedient to make any alteration in the 
rdafckms between the Britislj Government and the State of Baan^ in consequence 
of recent events. 

26. If Her Majesty’s Government approve of these measures which we have 
recommended by telegraph, and Mulhor Bao is deposed, it will become necessary 
to make arrangements for the future government of the Baroda State. There is 
no Knoal heir to the State. We propose therefore to select the fittest member of 
the ^le^kmr l^juse and to put him in power, only requiring him to carry out 
those Informs which we directed to bo undertaken cojisoquent on the report of the 
Confinission of 1873. With the consent of Maharaja Ilolkar, Sir Madava Bao, at 
present His Highness’ Minister, will be appointed Minister at Baroda. 

27^ Hic widow of tlio late Oaekwar having intimated her desire to adopt any 
person of our selection, wo recommend that, in lionsidcration of the loyal conduct 
of the late Maharaja Khundee Bao Gaekwar in 1857, she should be allowed to 
t:any out her wishes, and adopt the member of the family whom we may select 
and place in power. 

28. In conclusion, wc have to add that we liave been actuated tliroughout solely 
by the, dete^;mination of supporting the honor of the Croum. In doing so, we have 
endeavoured to show every consideration that was proper and possible to tlie 
Gaokwar, and to deal with him in a spirit of pori'oot impartiality. Looking not 
only to the poisoning cMisc, but to the antecedents of tlie Gaekwai’, to the mal¬ 
administration of the Stale of Baroda, and to tlu; measures taken in consequence, 
we can confidently assert that he has been treated vvitli the utmost forbearance 
that was comimtable with the duty of the Britisli Government to insist that a State 
enjoying British protection, the peace of wliioh w^e are bound to maintain by Her 
Majesty’s forces, should Ihj ho administer(Kl as to sticure the jicople from grievous 
abusps. 

29. Wc are fully sensible of the diflicultios which have surrounded the treat¬ 
ment of this important and j»ainfu.l case, but we trust that our proceedings and 
recommendations will meet with the approval and confirmation of Her Majesty’s 
Government. 

30. On receipt of the reply to our tulcgi'apliu; commuuication, we projwse to 
issue a Bosolutiou expressing our reasons for holding Mulluir llao Gaekwar to he 
guilty of the oftences imputed to him, and to inaJio pubMc the decision of Govern¬ 
ment,, togctlier with such documents as are necessary for the purpose of explaining 
our whole prwieedings in dealing witli the Gaekwar and the State of Bai’oda. 

We have the honour to be, &c. 


WnfrafeAS by a Oominission issiied by order of the Viceroy and Goveraor-General of India 
in C6un<^il under the hand of 0. 1). Aiteliison, Scci'etiiry t ;0 the Government of India, notified 
in the Gazette of huU-a, dated the 15th of Fehruary 1875, and addressed to 
. TIi.q Honourable Sir Richard Couch» Knight Bachelor, and Chief Justice of Hor Majesty's 
High Court of-Judicature at Fort William in Bengal; 

flis Highness MoplcKtar - ool - Moolk, Azeeni - ool - Iktidar, Rufi - oos - shan, Wala Shikoh, 
3tohtashm-i;l3owran;' Oomdut-ool-Oomrah, Maharaja Dheeraj, Alijah Maharaja Jeeajee Rao 
Sindihh’ Baliadoor, Shr6enath, Munsoor-1-iSaman Fidvee-i-Huzmt Mallkah-i-Mooazuma,' Hafi- 
ood-DinrJ^-i-IngHstBtn, Maharaja of GWalior, Kniglit Grand Commander of the Most Exalted 
Order of the Star df India ; ’ 

Hie Hi|^nes8 SiramaKH-Rajaha-i-Hindoostan, Baj Eajendra Sree Maharaja Bheemj Sewaee 
Bam Sing Behadoor, Maharaja of JoypPQr, Kuight Grand Cr)mHiander of the Most 
Order of the Star of India ; 

Colonel Sir Richard John ,Mc^^ f^ght Gommande?’ of the Most Edited Order of the 
Star, of India, and’CKief Coftihussionpr of^ysore and Cborg ; 

Bkjlt Sir Binktir Rao, l^ght OMs^aer of the Mo# ExidtOd Ordei; df the Stof 6f IncUk 

Philip Sandys Melvifi-Esquire, of the'Bengal Civil Service, and a Commissioxier in the 


\ ^ J 


reci^g that m attempt Imd been made at Baroda to poison Col^el R Fhayrtij C.B.| ibis late 
British Resident at the Court of His Highness Mulhar Bao Gapkwar, and thi^ the follos^ing 
offences were imputed against the said Mulhar Eao (hiekwar, that is to say 

I. '--'That the said Mulbar Bao Gaekwar did by bis agents and in person hold secret oo£n> 

munications for improper purposes with some of the servants employed by Oolondi 
Pliayre, the Resident at Baroda, or attached to the Residency. 

II. —That the said Mulhar Rao Gaekwar gave bribes to some of those servants, or caused 

such bribes to be giveu. 

III. —That his purposes in holding such coaxmunications and giving such bribes wqvg to use 

the said servants as spies ui>on Colonel Phayre, and thereby improperly to obtain 
information of secrets, and to cause injury tb Colonel Pliayre, or to remove him by * 
means of {loisoD. 

IV. —That iu fact an attempt to poison Colonel Phayre was made by pei'sons instigated 

thereto by the said Mulhar Kao Gaekwar. • • 

And that the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council had temporarily assumed the 
administnition of the Baroda Slate for the purpose of instituting a public oaq^uiry into the 
truth of the said imputations, and of affording His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar an 
ojiportunity of freeing himself from the grave suspicion v^hich attached to him. 

Therefore the Viceroy and Governor-General of India in Council apjwinted the said Sir 
Richard Couch, the said Maliaraja of Gwalior, the said Maharaja of Jeypoor, the said Sir 
xtichard John Meade, the said Sir Diukur Kao, and the sold Philip Sandys Melvill, Esquire, 
to be Otimmissioners for the purpose of enquiring into the truth of the said imputations and 
of reporting to the Viceroy and Govemor-Geueral in Council how far the same were time to 
the best of their jiulgmeut and l>clief 

And the said Viceroy and Governor-General in Council appointed the said Sir Richaitl 
(bucli to be President of the Comnussion, with full power to appoint times and places of 
meeting, to adjourn meetings, to adjust and arrange the method of procedure, to settle the 
course which the emjuiry shall take, to call Jbr and to receive or reject evidence, documentary 
or otherwise, h) hear such peraons as he should think fit on behalf either of the Viceroy and 
Govcnior-General of India in Council, or of His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar, and generally 
to guide tho whole course of tlie proceedings of the Commission as from time to time should 
ap]>ear ia him to be proper for tho purpose thereof. 

And after reciting that certain other matters of importance jiending between the British 
Government and His Highness Mulhar Kao Gaekwar were enquired into and reported upon 
by a Commission appointed by the Viceroy and Governor-tieneral in Council by orders dated 
2.Srd October 187*1; and that tlie enquiry which the said Commissioners were appointed to 
inako was not connected with sucli matters. For the better understanding of their functions, 
tho said Viceroy and Govenioi -General in Council thereby declared his desire that they should 
not extend their enquiry to other matters than tho ofl’encos imputed to His Highness Mulhar 
Kao Gaekwar as aforesaid, and tl)at they should not permit any sucli other mattei*s to be 
submitted to them for consideration or enquiry. 

And the said Viceroy and Governor-General in Council desired that in the event of any 
of their number being pi'cvented by sickuass or other cause from taking his place a.s (yOin- 
inissioner, or from remaining a.st^mnnissioner till the conelnslon of their enquiry, the other 
(-ommissioneva should nevertheless conduct and complete their emjuiry in the same way 
as if the number of Commissioners present or remaining were the whole number appointed 
tlicrcby. 

And the said Viceroy and Ciovcrnor-Gcneral in Council tlicrcby appointed John Jardxne, 
Esiiuirc, of the Bombay f-ivil Service, to b(‘ their Secret;ai*y. 

Ami wherens the said Commisaionera so ap^iointcd a.s aforesaid met together iu the Militaiy 
(Jantoiixucnb at Baroda, xuul commenced the said enquiry ou^'uesday, the :i3rd day of Fijbx’uary 
1875. And the said Viceroy and Governor-General of India iiri/ouiicil appeal’d! belore them 
by Counsel. 

And His Highness Mulhar Kao Gaekwar also ajipeavcd by Counsel and w;us personally 
|>re.sent. 

And the said Commissionei’s met from time to time by adjournineut at tho iihwje aforesaid, 
and I’eceivod the evidence, oral and documenta^’y, produced on behalf of the Viceroy and 
Governor-General of India in Council, and on behalf of His Highness Mulhai’ R«o Gaokwai', 
anti a statement in writing of the said Mulhar Kao Gaekwar, and heard Counsel respectively 
on behalf of the Viceroy and Governor-General of India iu (.•omicil and His Highness Mulhar 
Rao Gaekwar. 

Now wc the undersigned three of the (>ommissioner.«r appointed as aforesaid do the 
following report upon tho mattei's so as aforesaid directed to be enquired hito :— 

1. It 18 dcsii’able fii’st to record the dates on which some of the imjxirtant events connected 
with this enquiry occurred. They aie os follows 

Colonel Phayre assumed his office as Resideixt of Baroda on tho 18th of March 1873. 

Tho Commission of Enquiry into the complaints of uial-admiuistratipn on the part of the 
Gaekvvar's Government, brought by tlie Resident, Colonel Phayro, sat from the begiuning of 
November to the 24th of December 1873. 

The Gaekwar Mulhar Rao wont to Nausari to celebrate liis mAriiage with Lakshiul Bai 
accotnpaniod by Colonel Phayre on the 2nd of April 1874, and returned on the 16th of May 
1874. Tbo malhiage occurred on the 7tL of that month. 


( ^ 


, ijakshiiii Bar t(nft8*deUV«?«d^of'a^antt October ny ‘ •m'*!''*- 

<7he date of the Hiafiia add|««wd (y Oaekw^ to the Viceroy roqiteei^i the lomo^t of 
CoJiinel Phayre frora.’Baroda Is the 2nd of November 1874. . r ^ 

Tho date of the kbarita of the Viceroy announoiog the removaJ of Coioosl Phayre from the 
post of Kesident at Barodov and tho appointment of Colonel Sir Ijewis Pally, K..O.S.L, is the 
26th of November 1874i 


% The evidence on the record proves in our opinion that an attempt was made on the 
9th of November 1874 to poison Colonel Phayre by adininiHteriiig commtm white araenic and 
diamond dust in tho glass of sherbet made of pummeloe juice which he "waa in the habit of 
drinldng on his return from his early morning walk. Colonel Phayre returned home at five 
'minutes to seven <m that morning, and was met by Baoji, the liavildai' of his ^ons, who made 
a salaam to him. Colonel Phayre then entered tho room he used oh an. office fliwi dressing 
room in n small building which adjoins tho main block of tho Residency. Having ontored 
that room ho fffund the: glass of 8heil>et jilaced os usual on the waah-hand-stand, and he to<ik 
two or three sips, replacing the glass on tho wash-hand-stand. Ho th<«i sat down to write, 
and in twenty minutes or half an hour felt s sudden sensation of nausea. Thinking that the 
siierbet disagreed with hini, and fearing, as ho sjiid, that he might be teinpterd to drink more 
of it, he flung the contents of the tuiiiblor into the verandah outside the office room. Tho 
greater portion of the contents fell in the verandali, but a i)ortioii also readied the gi'ound 
outside the verandah. When Eeplacing the tumbler on the wash-hand-stand, C^donel Phayro’s 
attention wa.s attracted by the colour of a sediment which had reniniDed in tho tumbler, and 
of which a portion was still trickling down the side. Ho describes the sediment as being of 
a dark colour, and he adds that on holding up the tumbler and looking at it the thought 
occurred to liis miinl that ho had boon poisonid. This was at about 7.80 a.m. Colonel 
Phayre at once wrote a note to Dr. Seward, the Ke.sidency Suigeon, asking him to oomo over, 
and Dr. Seward arrived in half or threo-quaiiers of an hour, or about 8 o’clock. Colonel 
Phayre handed over to Dr. Seward the tumbler containing the remains of the sherbet, 
amounting, according to (’olonel Pliayre’s account, to or 2 tea-s]>oonHful, and aot'.ording to 
Dr. Seward to less than a dessert sj>oonful. Dr. Seward observe<l a little powdery film arise ” 


in the sediment as he shook the tumbler and held it up to the light; and ou adding a little 
water “ observed the ])lay of colour on the glistening jiart of the sediment.” Colonel Phayii: 
flescribed the symptoms he experienced to I)r. 8ewar<l, who took the tumbler and its contents 
to his own house for the purixwe of asoertaiiiing what tlie contents were. Colonel Phayre 
has deposed that no pemon had access to the tumbler from the time lie sipped the sherbet till 
the time that he made it over to Dr. Seward. The symptoms experienced by Colonel Phayre 
are dosci'ibed in a letter written by him to Dr. Seward at 11 a.ni. on the same day, of 


which an extract here follows :— 


“Although 1 only took two or three 8i|.)s of tho puiiinialo juice which tho tumbler containe«l, 
“ I felt within about half nn hour, as 1 described to you, a most unusual sirkneas of stomach, 
“ accompanied by dizziness of the head and of sight, jiroducing cojifusion of thought, also a 
“ most unpleasant inetallio taste in the mouth, with slight salivation such ae I have never 
“ experienced till within the last few days, and whicli I attributed jmrtly to a slight attack 
“ of fever which had, however, <pute g(me off, and partly to an idea that the piimmalos from 
“ which tlio juice daily placed on my table had been extracted were not fresh ones.” 

The metallic taste referred to has been described by C/olonel Phayre as l>eing a “ coppery ” 
taste ; and he states that it commenced about three-ejuarhns of an hour afttu* sipping the 
sherbet, which he says was (juite clear in the iippei- jiart of the tumbler, atid had no unjdoasant 
taste. 


3. Dr. Seward explaiiiH the processes he; used for ascertaining the contents of the sediment 
i!i tho tumbler. He took about one-third of the sediment, equal to from one to two graiTis iu 
weight, and of a faint fawn or pale grey colour ; and mixing a little charcoal with it, put it into 
a tost tube, wJiich he heated over a spii it lamp, with the result of producing a metallic ring on 
the tube. Again heating the tube, he .saw above and l>elow the metallic ring a crystalline 
deposit which waa found under tlie microscope to consist of octohedral crystals. The mntallic 
ring Hnd the (Hjtohedral crystals lu’e stated by this witness to indicate almost entirely the 
existence of arsenic, and he adds that no othei- miiiernl poison would yield the same appearance. 
The rising of the film in the sediment is also an indication of the same poison. 

remainder of the sediment which Dr. Seward had not experirnonted upon he sent on 
the morning of the lOfch of November to Dr. Gray, the Chemical Analyser to Government at 
Bombay, having reduced it to the condition of powder by the apiilication of a blotting-paper 
filter and heat. 

4. ii^mc days after having made tho test of reduction by chaicoal, as above related, Dr. 
Sowam made a furtlier experiment which lie thus descril^es, with tlie sulistance that remaitiod 
in his test tube. He removed tho mixture from the tube and threw it upon the surface of some 
water. Allowing the hfeavier particles to sink to tlie bottom, he rapidly poured off that which 
was floaring. After repeating this process several times, he collecM the eodiment, and placed 
it on some glass fllides,.whusb h«,j>rt)dii|ced l-iflfore the Contmission. He put the slides under a 
micro8eo)>e, and perceived that tho’^seikmcnt oonaiated mainly of lusffous orystalline fragments. 
Passing a clean glass slide over ono of the slides covei'ed with the sedlmeiit^ he found that its 
surface was scraped. He repeated t^is experiment before the Commission, the. clean slide 
being readily scratched on being rubbieKi against the diarged slide. Dh Seward ekplains that 
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in the tumbler. >;, .; - 5 , hif.jo* 


5; Before gaiug on to^ doeeribe the reauli of Bf. Qray^s aualydia of the fkHv'def to 
him by Dr. Sewai^ on the JOth of November, it is necossaiy to refer to two other 
that were also sent to Dr; Grey ft>r analysis. These are, first, o packet contaitritig scrafnn^^ of 
the ehunam floor of the verandah into which Colonel PhayrO fchtew the sherbet. Colonel Phayrl^*# 
evidenoe and hia letter *to Dr. Gray show that in consequence of a suggestion throWtl out b^' 
Dr. Gray to Dr. Seward, and cbtnmunicated by Dr Seward to Olonel fliayre, the latter witness 
on the morning of the 15th of November, caused one of his peons in his pi-osence to scrape as 
much deposit as could, be found On the eljunara floor of the verandi^ whei’o the contents 
of the tumbler fell. TheSe scrapings were made up by Colonel Pha 3 ri‘c himself With a packet, 
which was forwarded to Dr. Gr;iy on the 1 fltTi of November under duo precautions. The 
second packet was found in Rooji’s belt on the 25th of December 1874 in the presence of 
the commissioner of police, Mr. Souter, by whom it was taken to Bomljay dhd delivered to 
Dr. Qmy- on the 30th idem. 

6. The following is an abstract of the evidence of Dr. Gray, Chemical Analyser trj Govern¬ 
ment at Bombay. Ho reccivc^d tlie three packets above referred to in such a condition arid 
in such a way as to exclude any idea of their having been tampered with en rotUn. 

The first packet forwardetl to him by Dr. Seward contained I ^ grains of powder of a greyish 
colour, com]K»Hed partially of glitt(jring ]mrticles. He applied the test by sublimation to a 
«iuall portion of the powder, the result by microscopical examination being the existence of 
eight-sided crystals. He marie a solution of tlie crystals by boiling them in water. Taking 
])art of the solution, he added to it ammonio-nitrate of silver, and it produced a pale yellow 
ju‘eci]}itaie. 

To another part of the «<)lntif)n he added arnmonio-sulpliate of copper, and tlie result wa«i 
it pahi green precipitate. 

In the remainder of the sohUion he put muriatic acid, boiled the solution, and passerl sul- 
phuretU'd hydrogen gas through it, the result being a bright yrdlow precipitate. 

He then ivlded ammonia to the three. p)‘ccipitates, nMerv’ing, howevei*, a portion of the third 
j)iocipitaU\ They all diasolved. 

The ivserved portion of the third jirccipitatc ho boiled with strong muriatic acid, and it did 
not dissolve. 

Ail these tests satisfied Dr, Gray that the crystals he had produced by the process of sub¬ 
limation were crystals of white arsenic. 

He made further experiineiits M'itJi the powder he received from J)r. Sowanl. He boiled a 
Hiimll portion of it with wster and imiriatic acid, and threw two jneces of clean copj)er-foiHnto 
the boiling liquid, which continued to boil. In a fi^w se{M>nd8 the c(»pper-foit became covered 
witli a grey metallic deposit. Om^ of the pieces of copper toil he dried and heate-d in a test 
tube, on the side of which a white suldiinato formed consisting of eight-sided crystals. To 
the.se crystals he ap[)liod the ss tm* kind of tests as those already descril)cd and with the same 
results. 

7. Dr. Gray also tried the test by reduction with charcoal on a portion of the j)owder 
received from Dr. Seward. He productid before the Commis>sion the test tube with tin* 
metallic ring, which he states is one^of the signs of the presence of arsenic. He did not rcdticf! 
the ring to white arsenic by heating. 

K In rcganl to the glittering particles contained in the powder received from Dr. Seward, 
Dr. Gray deposes that they were, not iu any way afTectod by the experiments above described. 
He examined them uiuler n microscope, and at first thought they might he jiowderetl glatw or 
quart?!; but on looking at them ou the followiug day (tlie I2tli of November) on the piece of 
blotting paper, he was led by simpler ins]>ection to think that tliey were diamond.^ on account 
of their brilliancy. He tried to dissolve them in all the *ordyiary acids, and witli an alkali, 
but tl»e particles were not soluble; and he came to the conclusion tliafc they W(*re diamond 
dust as tlie result of his independent inquiries, ho not having at that time ('the 13th of 
November) received auy intimation that the powder might contain diamond duet. 

9. The .second packet forwarded by Colonel Pbayre with Exhibit I. was received by Dr. 
Gray on the 17 th of Noveinbur. It contained earthy raatb;r, in weight 17 grains, which ou 
examinatiou by thii same tests as those applied to tiin contents of the first |>ackot, proved to 
he arsenic, sand, and diamond dust. One grain of araeuic was found by Dr. Gray in the packet 
forwarded by Dr. Sewai’d, and IJ grain in that forwarded by (Colonel Phayre, total grains. 
Under circumstances favourable for its acUou 2^ grains are, Dr. Gray says, a fatal dose lb)* an 
iidult, and the eff'qct of arsenic shows itself, in the minority of cases, in from half au hour to an 
ho)ir. Diamond dnst aecordiug to the best authorities has injurious effect on th* human 
body. , ■ 

Dr. Gray conaidciis the rising of the film in the sediment, as described by Dr. Seward, to he 
a likely result of the presence of arsenic in the tumbler. 

30 . The third pocket delivered by Mr. Souter on the 30th of December 1874, Dr. Qiuy found 
to contain 7 of wjrite arsenic of the some description and physiol oharaqtor tliat 

found'in t1ie other two. ' He judged this from ocular ius])ct;tIou with a microscope. , ^ 

11. The alleged existence of a metallic taste ip Gie mouth of persons suffering from,^sqnfcal 
poisoning is a fact which hej^ once come under Dr. Qxti^p pewna'i exporienqe, ^d orto ^at 
is in ^ses tWt are s^t up, tt> him his, ciapacity of ^Ical 
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He hizDself has taken araffliic for the purpose of ascertaining whether it has any taate/ but has 
found it to be tasteless. 

Dr, Gray directed his attrition to the discovery of copper in the powders, but found no 
trace of it. 

12. The usual symptoms of poisoning by arsenic are stated by Dr. Gray to be disszineas, 
nausea followed by vomiting, burning pain in the stomach and purging. Chronic poisoning, 
or repeated small doses of arsenic, he says, cause watering of the eyes; and if arsenic is applied 
to a wound it produces injurious effects which may end in the death of the sufferer. He 
thinks that Colonel Phayre must have taken very little arsenic, but that he took sufficient to 
cause nausea, which would jiroduce salivation, nausea being a proliminary of salivation, 

13. In connection with this liart of the case it i4 to be observed that Colonel Phayre in his 

evidence states tliat he was ailing from about tlie middle of September 1874. He had a cold 
in his head and a boil on'his forehead, for which Dr. Sewoid attended him. A plaster was 
put on the boH by Dr. Seward, and the spare plaster used to remain on a table in his office 
room. Collodion wjw applied by Colonel Phayre himself lo the boil in such a way tlmt he 
had difficulty in removing the lint with which he had applied it. This occurred one morning 
l)etween 8 and 9 o'clock, when Colonel Phayre was stancUng near the wash-hand-stand in his 
office, whence he would be visible to the peons, who had their j^ost in tlie verandah leading 
into that room. Both before and after the application t>f the plaster Colonel Phayre suffered 
from slight fever and fulness in the head, and Ins eyes watered a great deal. He suspected 
that luH sherbet was not properly made from the beginning of October 1874. On the 6th of 
November ho took a sip or two of the sherbet and felt unwell, having fulness in the head, and 
being sleepy, and generally having sensations like those he had experienced in the early part 
of October. On the 7th of November lie also took a little of the sherbet, and was conscious 
of having the same symptoms as on the previous day, though in a worse degree. On the 8th 
he took no sherbet, as he had felt so ill on the preceding day. • 

The mention of tbesymjitoms Colonel Phayre had noticed l»etween the middle of Heptemljer 
and the 9th of November will be found to be of some importance with rofei’ence to the 
evidence of some of the later witnesses in this enquiry. 

14. it is obvious that as 2i grains of arsenic were found in the sediment of the tumbler, 


and in tlie scrapings of Ibo verandah, a larger quantity of arsenic than would suffice to produce 
a fatal result must have been put into the tumbler, for it is not possible that all the arsenic 
contained in the sherbet was recovered from the verandoli, and the quantity of the arsenic 
reproduced in the fonii of crystals by Dr. Seward’s experiments is not known. 

15. Having shown that poison was jmtually placed in Colonel Phayre h glass, tlie next 
question to consider is, by whom it was given. Abdulla Klian, wlio had been Colonel Phayre’s 
servant for 15 or lO ycni-s, was charged with the duty of ]>ieparing tlio sherbet daily, but in 
his absence it was the duty of the butler to prepare it. Abdulla prepared it on the moniiug of 
the 9th of November from pure jiiunmeloe juice, and phujed the tumbler containing it on tlic 
wasli-liand-stand iu the office room, which, at the time he did so (al>out 0.30 a.m.) Uovind 
Balu and Yellappa were sweeping and cleaning. Abdulla, liaving taken out bis master’s clothes 
for the day, left the room. Govin<l Balu, house-servant at the Residency, sta.tes that he and 
Yellappa cleaned ont the office room <>n the moiniiig of the 0th of Noveml/^jr during the time 
Colonel Phayre was out for his walk ; that he jmt freshwater into the water-bottle on the 
wash-hand-stand, douVitless the bottle from which Dr. Seward jxmred a little water into the 
tumbler containing the sediment; that he got that water from the earthen vessel standing in 
the veranduliof the main building from which watm- was sup)>lied to the Kurojiean i^habitant^J 
of the Kesidoncy ; ainl that he left the room at alioui 7 ()'clock before (Colonel Pliayre’s return. 
He states that ho saw AlxluDa come into tlie room, arrange his maslei H clothes, and go out, 
but that lie did not oKserve that be brought the sherbet. Laksbimaii Dariao Singli, Peon, 

, was outside the niom. After Abdulla left the room, 

* A pi'tty officer, the lowcKt jsrocie of officern if. (Jovind P>alu states that llaoji, Haviklai’* of Peons, 
Kuik: then ubovu liitn in the llaviliiur, and uboxc l>i.». ^ai. ^ i • 'i. 

him tu.. Jc-mndar. A pim.. is a mmairngm-. eiiteied Colonol 1 ].ayre K office room, and wan in it 

lor 0 or (» minutes, during which tunc he emptied the 
waste-paper liasket which stood near the writing-table into another basket, which was kept 
in the ante-room through whicli access is obtained to tlie office room. It may be here noticed, 
as a fact within the personal cognizance of some of the Members ol‘ the Commission, that the 
office room is of small dimensions. 


Yellappa confirms Goviud Balu’a statement that he was also employed in cleaning out the 
office room on that morning, but he gives no further particulars. Lakshiman Dariao Singh 
deposes to Ids having ai-ranged Oilonel Phayre's writing-table on the morning of the 9th of 
November, having done which ho sat at the place allotted to the peons in attendance, and 
observed nothing further. 

16. There does not appear to lie any ground for suspecting that any of these persons put 
the jioison into the sherbet. Itaoji confesses that he did so, an<l we think that his evidence 
on this point may be accepted as true. 

37. It is now necessary to (lonsidcr in detail the evidence of Raoji and other witnesses with 
a view to ascertaining whether R<vOji was instigated to poison CJoIoftel Phayre, and if so by 
whom lie was so uistigated. * * * 

18. ^Tlie evidence of Kaoji is to the foSlowing effect:— 

He was appointed by Colonel Phayre to be HaviJdar of Peons a year or a year and a 



1873 eomtnenoed its sittings, Sftlam made repeated overtures to him to visit the Oaekwai'. 
He at last consented, and went at about that time, two months before ihe sittuiff of the 
Commission, with Saiam and E^want Rao, whom he met at Eswaut Rao’s house in^ie City 
of Baroda, to the Qaekwai'*s Palace in the city, and there had an intendow with the Gaekwar 
in the presence of Saiam and Eshwant Rao, 

The Gaekwar asked him to send him information about the Residency, promising to give 
him rewards if he di^ so, and enquired,whether Narsu, Jeraodax of peons at the Resid^oy, 
was his friend. Raojl agreed to send the information desired, said that Narsu was his friend, 
and on being requested by the Gaekwar to do so, consented to bring Narsu to see His High- 
nas.s. The next day Raoji told Narsu of this visit and of the invitation which had been sent 
to him, but Narsu excused himself from going then on the plea of want of leisure. 

19. Before proceeding further with' the evidence of this witness, it will be conveniopfc to 
explain that Saiam is an Arab, living in the City of Banxla, and that he was a horsenmu 
(sowar) in the service of, and in constant attoiidanc(i on the Gaekwar, KsKwaub Rao is a 

• ra««d ako iiuiUK J»sud*, ov'pei-sonal messenger of the Gaekwar, and 

also resided in the city. The room in which this 
interview is said to have taken place is the same as that in which all the interviewswhidi 
will be described between the Gaekwar and the Residency servants were hold. It was 
insjiected by some Members of the (Commission, and it may bo described as a small room on 
the third storey, entered at one corner by the narrow flight of stiirs which leads from the 
entrance of tlie Palace close to the rear and the Nazar-bagli (garden). The stairs terminate 
inside this little room, and they are not shut oft'by a door. The room is in fact an ante-room, 
in which there is a single door leading into the private apartment of the Gaekwar, where lie 
had a bed and a bathing chair, and appliances for ablution. In the ante-room there aie sevoml 
mirror's attached to the walls, and there is a low and broad wooden bench on which His 
■Highness is said to liave sat on m^Lrly every occiision of his meeting the servaiitB. Wo now 
resume the thread of Ruojfs statement. 

20. Raoji paid three or four other visits to tlm Gaekwar before the Commission of 1873 sat, 
and he paid three visits while the Commission was sitting. On eocii of these occasions ho 
first went to Eshwant Riioa house, and from thence ho went to the P»Uace, accompanied by 
Eshwant Kao and Salani. At these visits Raoji told tlie Gaekwar about the jiersons who 
camo U» the Kesiduiicy, the evtints tliut happened there, and the com]>laints that were made 
against the Gaekwar.s administration at the. Residtmey and before tlie Coimnission. 

21. At one of the visits paid on a Friday while the (Commission was sitting, Raoji irifornnsl 
the Gaekwar that he was going to be married, and tlio Gaekwar directed Eshwant Rao to 
remind him of it On the following Monday, when the Gaekwar visited the UcHulency, 
Esliwaut Rao informed Raoji that he had brought oOft rujxics for 1dm, and desinui him to go 
to Ins house in the evening and receive that sum. Accordingly Raoji went in Ui<^ evening to 
Eshwant Rao’s house, accompanied by Jagga, a jniukah-pullcr employed at tlic Residency, 
and there he received from Dalpat, Eshwant Raos clerk, Rujjces TiOO, Jagga being present, but 
not Eshwant Rao, who was upstairs. Rupees 400 were spent by Raoji in the ]>iirehas(; of 
ornaments for his marriage, and Hiipoes 1()0 ho deposited with Jagga. There is no eviilcnct' 
on tho record which directly corrolxjralcs the truth of Raoji’s stateniont in regard to any of 
tlie visits above related, except that on which the present of Rupees 500 was spoken about. 
But it will be shown further on that about tho time those earlier visits wo.rt! being paid, tlu» 
Gaekwar was also receiving visits from tlie woman Amina, wlio was an ayah in the service 
first of Mrs. Rhayre, and subsequently of Mrs. Boevoy, Mrs. Phayre's ihuighter, and wife of the 
Assistant Resilient at Barodn, 'I’heie is, however, evidonci^ to corroboi-ate the jiayiuent of'the 
Rupees 500, and to this it isexpeilient now to draw atlrntion, leaving llaoji’.s further narrative 
for the present. 

22. dagga (.sou of Bhagwan) states that ho accompaiped Raoji t(> Kshwant Ihio's house 
one evening “ fourteen or fifteen months ago," whicli woulft* be jtlneit Dccmnkir J873 (the 
ComnUKwioii, it will bo lemembored, was sitting during November mid December 1873), and 
that the Rujiees 500 wore imid to Raoji by Eshwant Kao's Korhin or clerk, of' which sum 
Raoji V»ok away Rupees 4oi) and gave 100 to him, Jagga, fo ketip. 

lialpat, the clerk, deposes ti> having paid 5001 Baroda Rupeos at 8 p,in. twelve or 

, . .. 1 , fourtiMjn months ago to Raoji and Jagga by the order 

than the Quwiii’R Uuimc iiyfrom 13 touu porrent. <>1 Eshwant lUo, who at the time ot the ])iiyment was 

upstairs, and not, tliereforc, present. 

Dajiba was the person employed by Raoji to get the ornaments for Ids maiTiagc moflc. 

He shows that about the time of the last DiwaliJ but 
j in i\ vBtnn. which Wius on the 20th of Octolxsr 1873^ he em¬ 

ployed Shivlal Vithal, a goldsmith, to make uj) for Knoji various gold and silver ornameutH 
for the person. These ornaments were delivered on two or three occasions tm they were ready, 
and Dajiba got the list with the prices frein tlie goldsmith. This list he delivered to tho 
police when the present enquiry was set on and it shows that ornaments to the value 
of Rupees 558-6-0 were made by Shivlal Vithal for Raoji between Noveml>er 1873 and March 
1874. 

Shivlal Vithal corroborates Dajiba in regard to the time of making tho ornaments,, and 
the description of ornaraents, and he states ^eir value from memory to be Ru^iees 475 or 500. 
He was paid in full for the ornaments by Dajiba and Raoji from time to time. 
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Dtilftb, another goidsmith, depooee to having, fflada varioos, oniatneBte^of-goid 
in Juno and August 1874* to the value of Rupees 7ft—JM).. .f.*" i ■ -u- : .-sta . i 

Shivlal Vithal and Duiab identihed the ornaments they bad raBpoctiv% madoy and Eaoji 
adinits that they aro hia property. 

Kaoji’a salary, H may here he noUid, was Rujiees 10 per mensem. v. 

23. To return to Raoji’s evidence, which goes on to describo the visits paid to the.Gaok^ 
aiter tlie Oommismem of 1873 had left Baroda and up^ to the time that the Gaekwar went to 
Nausan. ^ 


Raoji states tliat eight, nine, or ten days after the Commission loft Baroda, which would 

be al)Out the 3rd* of Janumy 1874, he visited the 
n Caekwar at his Palace in company witli Nareu, 

^ ^ Jemadar oi the Residency peons, tbalam liaving 


whonj were ])wiikah-pullei‘s at t-lie Residency, rtnd went to Eshwaiit llao’s house, where he 
found iNurbu, Esliwant Rao, an<l >Salaiii, all uf whom accoinpanie<l him aud his companion 
(.Jagga or K.arbhai) to thu (laekwar’s Palace.. Arrived there Salam went upstairs to inform 
the Gaekwar. aud shortly summoned him ami Narsu to the ]»resencc. At the interview the 
persons pi'eseiit were Raoji, Navsii, Eshwant lhw», and Salam. Raoji describob the (Xinversa- 
tioD between the Gaekvk ar and Nai-su ou this occasion. The Ga^dewar told Naisii that as he 


jived in the city he should bring information from the Residency every day, aud that beuig 

an old resiiiuut uf Baroda, and acquainted with the 
^ Sirdars,! he should toll liim the names of the Bii'dars 


who went to the Residency. The Jemadar Narsu coiiKented, aud said that both he and Kaoji 
would communicate the informaiion tlirough >Salam : vui whicl) the (hiekwar desired tliat if 
Ihei’C was anything of lm)K)i-taiice U) comnninicate, it sjiould he committed to writing, tlie 
Jemadar bringing the letbu* whim he (uuue to his liouse in the city, and giving it to Salam. 
Narsu said to Uut Gaekwar tliat his brother's pension had been stopped, and he liegged the 
Oaekwar to make some arrnngcmenf about it. The Gaekwaj* told Narsu to give a petition 
to the Resident on the subject, promiMing to make some arrangcincnt if the Resident spoke to 
liim. Two bi'otherB of Narsu were then in the Gaekwar's service as Ooininaudaut and Jemadar 


of Cavalry. 

24. Jagga and Karhhai both de]) 0 .se to having gonci to the Goekwar’s Palace with Rsoji, 
Narsu, Kshwaut Ruo, ami Salaui, and to having 1>(;en left dowiistnii’s [when those persons 
went up to see the Gaekwar. Thei’e arc no means of identifying the man wlio went with the 
party ou this occasion, but there &iii be no doubt that it was either Jagga or Kaibhai. 
Narsu merely states that Raoji had a companion with him, hut he does not mention his name. 

26. Raoji then goes on to say that he and Namu visited Ibe Gaekwar again four or five 
times about or before the departure of His iiighneas for Nausnri (2nd of A]»ril 1874), and 
that on these occasions they gave information to the Gaekwar of the doings at the liesidoncy. 
It may here l>e noted that Narsu only speaks of one such visit at tliis time, viis., his second 
visit 


2H. Raoji states that ho and Narsu went to Nau.sai'i in attendance on Coiuuel Phayre, and 
that he saw among otlier ]>ersons there Salam aud Duiuodliar Punt. Raoji paid one visit to 
the Gaekwar when at Nausari. introdu(;ed by Salam, ami the Gaekwar asked him about Blmu 
Poonekar aud others who went to the Residency. 

27. We now come to Haoji's uccomit of his visits to the Gaekwar after the rctuiu from 
Nausari, wdiich was about tlie i8th of May 1874, and here we remark that Raoji stales that 
in the visits up to this tintes the only tiling the (Tuekw’nr ik-Kired w'as information about tlie 
Hcsldency, and tliat it Avas after tliiii^event that poison was first mentioned by liis Highness. 

28. These visits after the i-eturn from Nausari ai-e stat.t«l by Rauji to have l>ecn }«ud, some 
in wirapany with Pedio do Souza, some iu company with Narsu. Peibo was Colonel Pliayyti’s 
butler, and had lieen employed in that capacity lor \f> yeais, having been in his service 
altogether for 2C years. 

Pedro took leave for a month to (loa; and three of the visits in his company are tixed by 
Kaoji as occurring before his going to Goa, and one after lii.s l■etul■n from tliat jilace. Raoji 
says that Pedro invited him to go witli- him to the palace, stating that he, Pedro, hod been 
asked to go there by Salam. Raoji describes the first A'isit and the conversation thereat with 
tlie Gaekwar, which he limits to enquiries regarding the conversation at the Residency dinner 
table, and to a request on the Gsiokwar’s imit that Peilro should send him inlbnuation through 
Salam. No details arc given in relation to the other two visits. 

The last visit with Pedro is stated by Raoji to have been two or three days aftei' Pedro’s 
return I'rom Goa. Now Pc,dro in his evidence before this OonniiLsaion does not give the date 
of his return from Goa; but. in liis statement before Mr. Edgintoii, the Deputy OommiiMfloiier 
oj* Police at Bombay, on the 5th of January 1875, ho states that ho returned to Baroda from 
leave on the 3rd of November 1874. Rfcoii recites the convei'sation between Pedro and the 
Guekw'ur. After asking Pedj\i vtIh'u lie ji^mI returned from Goa, the Gaekwai’ said tti him— 
" If 1 give you acmething, will you doit ? ” Pedro said ho would, if it were possible. The 
Gaolcwav then spoke to Eshwant Kao, who handed a paper packet to His Highness, who put 
it into Pedro's hands. Pedro asked whit it was. Tlio Gaekwar said it yum poison, and tMt 
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hd’^Pedro) ^ould be taken'Qp end be rained. Tkc Gkeklv^r theft oesu 
that 4io<^mg vould happen suddenly, bnt that Colonel Fhayre would die in two three 
montba. K^iji believes Uiafc Pedro kept the powder op p^ket, but does not know^ wfiether 
he used it or not. Pedro informed Baoji that he had received money from Salam before ho 
started for Gk>a. ^ 

Pedro in his deponition admite that he w^nt to t^ausori, and that Salam ut^d him to go 
to the lialace, but he denies ever having gone there, or having (!ver spoken to the Oaekwar. 
He admitH that he asked Salain a short time before he went to Goa for money for his 
Oapeftses by the vay, and that Salain gave him 60 Baroda Rui)6es, saying that the Gaekwar 
had sent them for the expenses of his journey, fle also admits having told Kacji that he had 
reodived the Rupees 60, although he says he was not intimate with him, and was only on 
speaking terms with him. 

Whether Pedro <3id go to the palace at all, or Raoji did accompany him in visits to tiie 
Ga^war, or not, must remain unccrtiiin. Tliere is no corroboratioft whatever of Raojl’s 
statements on this point. * 

29. Raoji’s first visit to the Gaekwar with Nai'su is stated by him tt) have occuried two or 
three days after the return from Nausaii. This would he the 20th or 21.it of May 3674: 
Karhhai punkah-puller accompanied them. Fifteen days iifter the return from Naiisarl, Raoji 
received Rupees 300 from Narsu ns his sliare of a pn^sent from the Gaekwar. 

30. At the time Colonel Phayre had a boil on his forehead (September—October 1874) 
Raoji states that he again visited th(} Gaekwar witli Narsu, and that the Gaekwar gave him a 
V)ottle containing a white liquid like water, telling him to put it into (V>lonel RiRyn<*H bathing 
or washing water. The mouth of the bottle was atopp«;d with cotton and bees’ wax. Raoji 
put it inside liis drawers or trouNei>», which were tied round thc^ waist with a string, the bottle 
being pressed against his body by the string. Some of the liquid exude^l, or was jerked out 
in walking, on to Kaoji’s stomach, and a swelling with a burning sensation was the result. 
Itaoji toffk the bottle or phial with him to the Residency, and, in reply to Narsn’s question, 
said that lic had put its contents into Colonel Phayre’s water. This, however, Raoji says, was 
a lie, ill order to stave ofi’ tlic importunity that was manifosted by a sowar who came daily to 
ask if ho had done the business. In |K)int of fact he .says he flung away the contents of the 
bottle, I ►ocause he thought they would injure his iniiater, Colonel Phiiyre. Raoji showed to 
Narsu the injury on his .stomaidi. The bottle was kejit under a liox which was in the 
verandah of the Residency near tlie bench where the attendant messenger sat. The Viottle 
was as long <is Kaoji’s foiefingcr and thin. 

The evidfsuce of Dr. Gmy, who was examined specially with reference to the injury on 
liaqji’s stoiuacli, is to the diect that the three maiks visihh^ thereon above the navel, where 
the diuwer strings ore tied, were caused either by caustic or burning from a hot iron j that 
arseiac is a caustic ; and that ai*8eiiic in suspension might cause an injury, leaving such murks 
as those existing on Raoji a l>eJly. if kept in contact with the Kkiu for an hour, even though 
tile surfac.e of the skiu were unfirokon liefore the contact. Dr. Gray is of opinion that the 
injury on Raoji’s perenn may have l>oen caused in the way ilescribed by the witness, Hupiwmng 
arsonic to have been (contained in the bottle. Our opinion on this episode of the buttle will 
be given when considering the evidence of Damodhar Punt. 

33. Ilaoji de,scribes another visit he paid one evening to the Gaekwar in the j.»alace four or 
live numths after receiving tlio. Rupct‘8 300 from Narsu. This would inakt* the visit to fall in 
Raoji October or November IS74. Raoji thinks it was 15 or 20 days before the 9th of Novomlier. 
'Phe room in which the interview with the Gaekwar is said to have been hold is dt5scribed by 


as His Highness’ bi^threom, the time 7 p.m., or somewhat later, and the pereons pro.seiit Hulaiii, 
Eshwant Hao, Niu’su, and Raoji. Tiic following is llaoji’s account of the conversation that 

• Thv ()a..k«ur i. comn,ouly r..f.T.«l to tho Tlio Malmraja* said to US-' Tl.e .Saliebt 

Muhar^js, which IB one <»f his titlfs. “ ‘ prac.tices gr^at oppression {Mm) oiy ino. J will 

■f Menniug Colonel I’hnyre. ‘ toil yoU SOinethhTg ; will you listen to it ” 

"Then I and the Jetnaflar said,'We will listen.’ Then the Maharaja said, ‘ What is the 
" •salieb in the habit of eating?’ 1 then said, ‘He <loe.s not eat anything in my presence, 
" ‘hut he drinks juice sherbet.’ Then the Maharaja said tei us, ‘If T give you 

“ ‘ something will you put it in Then we said ‘ Wliat will l>o tlie eftoct ol it 

" ‘ (hua Jtmria) \ ’ Narsu it was who said this. Then the Maliaraju Said to us, ‘ 1 will send 


" also lueau powder When I asked ‘ What suhstanco is it (or lutlier tning ) f 3.hen 

“ the Maharaja said,‘It is. poison (W/ar).’ I then said to the Mahanija, ‘ If 1 put it in 
“ ‘ and if anything happens to the Saheb all of a sudden, what then?’ The Maharaja said 
“ ‘ It will not produce any immediate eftect, but will produce an effect in the course of two or 


“ ‘ In what manner shall I put this in Then the Maharaja said, ‘Take a sm^ bottle, put 
" ' some water and the powder in.it,shake it well, and put that in? Then I asked the 
“ Maharaja‘If 1 put the powder thus, what will he the effect ?’ The Maliaraja said, ‘If 
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“ ' three powders of thi* and finish them in three days.’ At that time no powder wae shown 
* 1110 ; nothing was shown me then. The Msharaju said, * I will send it to the Jemadar's 
** ‘ IjoTise by the liands of »Salam or Eshwant Rao.* I said ‘ Very well.' ” 

32. TJie day following this interview Nnrsu brought and gave to Raoji a p^ket containing 
t wo powders, one white and the other I'OHo-eoIourod; the quantity ii^ each being aw shown to 
the (!!ourt by the witness, alxmt a teaspoonful; the white i>owder, however, bein^ rather more 
than the others. Raoji then made up these two powders into three, by dividing the rose- 
coloured powder Into three ])ortioiiH, and adding a pincli of the white powder, which he 
believed to be arsenic, to eaclu Tlmre was thus a remniwit 'of the white powder which Raoji 
put into the secret pocket of his >*elt in paper; and the throe compound powders he placed in 
another pocket of the bolt. (The liolt is a l>and of thick cloth. lined, encircling one shoulder 
and falling down to the hip on the other side. There it is joined, and a slide is sewn on for a 
sword. The wjiist Iwund (ka/inrmt'bantl) is tied over the t>elt, leaving the slide open nndor- 
ueatU it). Tlie tlwce ooraiwund pt)wderH Raoji states he put into Colonel Pliayre’s sherbet in 
his office room, oiife at a time, on altcrnaUi days, having first shaken up the powder in water in 


a phial. «. 

33. This is a convenient place to consider the matter of tlie discovery of the arsenic ])Owder 
which has l^en referred to as the tliird packet examined by Dr. Gray. 

Colonel Phayre has shown that he put liaoji under an'est on suspicion on the evening of the 
9th of November, and Raoji states that he was role^ised on the llili, but was not allowetl to 
losume duty, and went to his house;. llaoJI also states that on the morning of the Oth of 
November Udbre he was krrested he was'susjiended, and that Ae put his belt of office in the 
office room occupied by Colonel Phnyni at the Residency, Mr. Roevey, who was Assistant 
Resident at the time, shows, liow'ever, that Ilaoji hung up the belt, when he was de]>rived 
of it, on a j>cg in the room adjoiniug Colonel Phayre’s office, and this, no doubt, i.s tlie correct 
statement. ^ 

Raoji was arrested by the Police on the 22nd of December tlioir suspicions having 
been directed against him by information they bad obtained of the large expenditure, with 
reference to his means, that he had been incurring in the town. On tiic 24tb, 25th, and 26th 
of December the statements of Raoji were recorded by Mr. »Souter, and on the 25tb, Akbar Ali, 
head of the Detective Police; of Bombay, asked Raoji where he kept the jiowdcrs he liad 
brought from tlie palace. Rjioji replied that he used to put them in liis belt, which was then 
with Bhudiu’, who had been appointed to succeed him. Bhudar wan at once sent for, and caiuo 
to the room in the Residency where the Police were carrying on their investigation under 
Mr. Soutor, who w^aa also living tliere, and took off the belt which he was wearing, and handed 
it to Akbai’Ali. Mr. Soutei* was at that time dressing. Aklior Ali at once examined the belt, 
and when his finger came in contact with u bit of paper inside the pocket, he called to Mr. 
Souter, who was in the udjoiniiig room, and in Mi*. Souber’s pres<;nce the ]iacket of arsenic and 
a piece of thread were found. It is clear from the evidence of Raoji, Akbar Ali, Bhudar, and 
Mr. Souter, that Raoji had forgotten all about tins jiowder, and that it was not until it was 


found that he recollected the circurastanoe. There app(;arK to bo no reason whatovor for 
suspecting any foul play on the part of the Police in connection witli this discovery, which 
certainly corroboiutes Ibioji's statement iu rogai’d to his treatment of the twf» powders. Raoji 
explains that he knew the white pow<Ier to lie arsenic, and that he put only a little of it into 
each of the rose-coloured powders for fear lest Uie action of the poison should 1)6 too rapid. 

33ct. Wo now come to Raoji’s last visit to the Gaekwar, w'hich he stiites to liave been made 
on Friday night (the GtU of November 1S74) with Narsu, in consocjueneo of a messiigo brought 
by Salain. Be first w^ent to Kshwant Rao’s lamse, and tlience proceeded to the palace with 
Eshwant Rao, 8alam, and Narsu, who were all jaesent witli Raoji at tho interview with the 
Gaekwar. The room in which the interview is said to have been held is the‘*bath-rca>ni.” 


Tlic Gaekwar abused Raoji for having,done nothing, on which Raoji replied timt ho hofl done 
it, and could not iiccount for tlie absence of a result, 'fhe Gaekwar said he would give him 
something else to put iu. As Raoji v'as leaving, Salam put something into the Jemadar’s 
hand, which he, Raoji, did not sec. Next tlay (Saturday. November the 7th Nar.su) gave 
Raoji a dark grey jiowdcr in a piece of ])apcr. On )Sunday tlie 8tU Raoji did not go to tho 
Residency, but ho went at 0.30 a.m. on Sleuday f he 9tli, luid put the whole of the powder into 
Colonel Pliayre’s glass of sherbet, having 111x1 .‘ haheu it up with water in tJie ))})ial. Kaoji 
saya that it was two clays before ho got thi.s last jiowder tliat Pedro received a ])Owder from 
the Gaekwar (at Uio last visit he paid to the Gaekwar with Raoji), so that Pedro must have 
received his powder, if Raoji speaks the tiiitli, on the 5th of November. Raoji explains that 
he gave the whole of the lust powder in one dos(3, as it was small in quantity, and he did not 
think it would take effect at once, ajul, moreover, he was urged to be quick. 

34. We now como to tbe evidence of Narsu. Raoji appears before the Commission fis a 
tainted witness, a principal iu a capital oflenoe, under promise of pardon conditional on' his 
speaking the truth. Narsuj on the other hand, was distinctly informed by Sir Lewis Pelly that 
•no pardon should be given to him, and his statement or confession, orally made before the 
Police tmd Sir Lewis Pelly on the 24tk of December, was not i-ecorded till tbe 26th idem, 
in order, as Sir Lewis Pelly explidr. thnit he might have time to think over the matter and 
that he might not l>e induced by any reawni to make a statement which would not bear 
scrutiny. ^ H is therefore necetssaty to Iqok for facta corroborative of tlie general truth of 
Raoji’s evidence. .Narsu, with regard to the circumstances under which he appears, seems to 



hifl ^and Baoji's evidence there undoubtedly are, and they are to be expected wb^sn men ate 
relating occurrences which happened some considerable time l^fore their recital. To show 
how witnesses on whose veracity no suspicion can rest may differ, it will, suffice to refer to the 
accounts given by Mr. Souter and Sir Lewis Felly of the reason why Narsus statement wa« 
not recoi'ded on the day that it was first mode; Mr. Souter saying tliat ho was too busy to 
take it down that day ; Sir L. Felly saying that it was because he ordered that time shonld 
be given to Natsu to think over the mattei-. 

Narsu states that he was Jemadar of peons at the Residency on lls. 14 pei’ inenseni, having 
occupied that post for some 17 years', and been oinpJoyo<l at the ReHidency for 32 or 34 yearn 
altogether. His house was in the city of JBtiroda. His usual time for going to the Kcsideiicy 
in the morning was 7i or 8 o’clool^ahd ho returned horiie at hi, 7, or 8 o’clock in theovo7)iug. 
He corroborates Rooji’s statement in rcgai’d to the invitation which was mode to him to visit 
the Gaekwar before or about the time the Commission of 1873 assembled, and hi# refusal on 
the plea of want of leisure. Ho corroborates in all essential particulan* the visit to the 
Gaekwar described by Baoji as having )»een made, in his coiajMUiy after the OonimiHsiou dis- 
jHJi'sod. Between this first visit and the trip to Nausari, JMarsu alludes to only ono visit with 
Baoji in the evening, whereas Kaoji alludes to four or live visits. Wlien fit Nansari, Narsu 
says ho paid no visit to the Gaekwai-, cxcojit in company witli tin,? Besident, and Baoji does 
not say that Nai’su <lid visit the Gaekwar there with •him. But Naifsu relates a circunistaiico 
not mentioned by Baoji, and this is a fair instaneo of the absence of all connivance between 
Baoji and Narsu in tlie evidiuicc they have given. Narsu says that when at Nausari, Ra^iji 
caused a present of Rujiees tp bo given to him (Narsu). Nainu.ndt knowing what to do 
wdth the money there, Baoji left it with Siilani, who was then going to Baroda. When Narsu 
returned home, he aHoei*iaine<l that the >noney ha<l actmilly been pni*.! on bis iiC4Seun(, i,o hi.H 
brotlicr. There is no corroborative evidence of tlio truth of tliis stc>rv, wdiich i.s not nientioiioil 
by Ka<.)ji, but there is no reason apparent for disovediting it, anil the infcreiieo of course is that 
the money came from the Gaekwar. 

36. Nai’su describes his first visit after his return finni Nausari. His description correspondM 
substantially with llaoji’s account, but Narsu gives the jlate (»f the visit as the middle of June 
or July 1874, whereas Ban;jL would make it about the middle of May. 

Native witnesses arc so notoriously inaccurate in regaril to time that discrepancuos uf this 
sort do not moke tlieir cvidimce untrustworthy on other points. Narsu says tliat Baoji, after 
some conversjitioii with the Gaekwar, siiggcsti*d that a present shouhi be given in comu^etion 
with Hi.s Highness’ marriage (with Lakshiui Hai), and tiu» Gaekwar promised that mie should 
be given. Accordingly Ifi or 15 days afterwards Sulam brought Us. 800 to Narsu, of which be 
gave Us. 400 to Ibioji (who ]»aul Us. 100 to Jugga) and took Hs. 40() for hhuKolf. Naitiugave 
Its. 100 of his share to Salaiii, thus keeping Bs. 30(» for himself. Jnggrt, however, says uotljug 
of having received the Ks. 100 referred to by Narsu, and it is lutber to bo inferred that ho did 
not rtice.ive them, jilthi^ugh lu; sKlmits having been once to the palace in conijiany with Kaoji, 
Narsu, Kshwant Rao, and Salam. Baoji, it will be romemb^ed. acknowledged the receipt of 
Us. 300 from Narsu. 

37. llaoji states tluit Narsu was with him when he visited the Gaekwar at the time (lolonel 
lavrc had a boil on liis foiuhead, and received the bottle from the Gaekw^ar. But Narsu 


Fhayj 


says be «lid not see the bottle given. Ho. saw the Iwttle at tlie Kosidcncy, where Ibioji 
explained that ho shook U)> the poison in it with water, and he knows tluit it was kept Mnder 
the box close to the peons’ bencli at tlio Uesiduney. 

38. Up to this time iHf allusion to poison ha<l been made before Nursu, who now goes on to 
recitii the circumstances of the last t.wo visits to the Gaekwar, eorrespondiiig M'ith Kaojl’s bust 
tw<» visits. One visit was paid 20 or 25 days before tlio Otb Noveiiibor, tims corresjjoiidiiig 

pretty nearly with the time stated by Kaoji. The place of the visit is the ante-ro<uii alluded 

ti» above, of the Oaokwar's private room, or l>ath-n)oin, acBordiug to Narsu’s account, and not 
tlie bath-room as stated by Ibioji. M'heiv. seems to be no reason for bcliisving that any of tbe 

visits were ])aid in the. inner or bath room. '.riiey were, wo believe, all jiaid in the ante¬ 

room. Narsu says that Karbhai was with Idin, whereas Kaoji does not mention Karhhai. 
Karlihai’s evidence leaves it uneertain whether ho was witli Narsu and the rest on this occasion. 

The names of 
menthuicd by 
what passed on 
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The Maharaja had houio talk with Baoji. .1 was present, lieard and took part. I he 
Maharaja said, ‘The Saheb now becomes very iingry, and sc.me endenvours should lie 
‘ made regarding it.’ Kshwaut Uao said, ‘ It is the intention of the Maharaja. Iho 

‘Maharaja will give you something. You try to put it in (do/ua).’ T lie Maharaja 
said, * Yes, you should do something by which the tiling should go into his Btoimich. 
I said,‘With regard to the food, that doe.s not lie in my pi-ovince. 1 won’t be able to 
‘do tk’ Then Baoji said,‘If you like I will put it in the pummeloo shorlKit which 
“ ‘ho drinks.’ The Maharaja said, ‘ Very well, tiy U) do it.’ The Maharaja said, ‘ i will send 
“ * a packet ('/>wri) which should be given to Kaoji.’ fjshwant Ran and Salain said, * With 
“ ‘ regard to what the Maliaraja says, when lie gives it h) us, wa will biing it.’ The Mahahtja 
“ said ' If the thing is done, it will* \m good for you.’ KsUwant Bno repeated tho same tiling. 
“ By the words ‘ It will be good for you ’ was nican^ you will get your meat a^d drink well, 
“ * 60 that you will not depend on service.’ The Maharaja said this, Salam and hshwunt 


Rao said the same TRiJfl interview iasbed ten ianinutee, or «n hrfraS-. I don’t 

" rememW the mohlh. J%e occaidon wae 15 days or SO daye or ^6 daye^ or a month iN^rc 
“ Colonel Phayre diecoveied pmeon in his tnmbkr. At that interview no packet wise given 
“ me. After it was over Salam gave me a pat^et the next day. Ritlam gave it me at iny 
“ house. Tho pocket was as long as my forefinger, made Up in AhmedabSd paper. Salam 
“ said to mo ‘ This is the packet to wliioh the Maharaja referred, ^ve it to Raoji/ I' did not 
'* open it, but kept it in my turbnu. When I come to tho lUysideincy at 8 o’clock I gave'it to 
“ Raoji.” In his cross-examination Namu explained ^lat he joined in this conspiracy, thinking 
he should get money and advancement from the Gaekwai*. ' 

39. The date of the final visit with Raoji to the Gaekwar Narsu gives as the 2nd or Srd of 
November. Raoji says it was the* (itK Narsu went as usiVal to Eshwant Rao’s house at 8 p.m., 
and the ])arty, consisting of Raoji, Narsu, Kaxhhai, and »Tagga proceeded to the palace, where 
they saw the Gaekwar in the ante-room as usual, intioducod by Eshwant Rao and Salam. 
Narsu gives the Allowing account of what passed :—“ The MaJiaraJa said, ‘ You are a //uefta (a 
“ ‘ loose fellow)* and used a coarse exprewsion. * You have done nothing as yet.* I said, * Raoji 
“ * knows that.’ liaoji then said,‘As far as I am oonoeniod, T did put it in.* Raoji added 
“ ‘ What can I do if your medicine (dawn) is not good ?’ The Mahamja said to Raoji * Very 

* well, 1 will send another packet, and you do it prop«*rly (hnnvhm haro).* Ffo add<Ml, ‘Put 
“ ‘ it in well." Raoji said * Very well.’ Eshwant Kao and the Maharaja both said ‘ It will 1»e 
“ ' brought to you to-morejw by Salain. Give it to Raoji.* ” Narsu then Hays that the follow¬ 
ing day Salam gave him a packet like tht* previous one near Ins hottsc, and that he lianded it 
over tf* Raoji at the Residency. Raoji says that as- he was Icsving the palace, Salam put 
.something into tlie Jemadar’s hand, which he did not see. There is here a tliscrepancy which 
hns not been cleared u]>. 

U). On ibo Dth ol‘ Novemb(‘r Marau went to the Residency at 8 a.m., mid after Dr. Seward 
had loft, Raoji told him that he had put the poison in the tumbler of sherlict, and tliat the 
‘ Doctor Habeb ’ (nnyiiiing Dr. S»‘wanl) had taken it awniy. Norsu remained on duty at tho 
Residency, till he wu« am'sted by ilio Police on the 23rd i»f Decemlfcr 1874. 

41. It is now dosirahle to allude to the evidence (»f Rjuji and Narsu in regard to letttirs 
sent by the former to the palace. Numi states that during the rainy season of J874 (Juno • 
September) he received 20 or 25 h-tt(uu from Raoji oontnining the names of visitors and infor¬ 
mation for delivery to Salam, nnd that he f!(^d deliver tliem. They were not written on 
Mondays and Tliui'sdays. Raoji says that he sent some lcttur.s ol* this kind ; .some rtf which 
ho wrote himself, and (»no or two he got Jagga to write. Jagga corroborates this statement, 
and .identifies one letter (Exhibit X.) ns having been written ity liimself by directicpn of Raoji 
and Narsu. Exhibit X. is a letter giving information about visits paid by certain poi*Hon.s to 
the Resident and the conversations that occurred, "flie letter wa.s found iu Salam*s hous(5, 
iis proved on the evidence of Chagan Lnll, Imam Aii, and Manibhai. 

42. Th(^ evidence that has l>een,pro<luccd leads to the belief that Raoji Jind Narsu had no 
ojjportunity of conversing after they were arn^sted, and that their evidence is the. result of 
their individual expcriencf*. Raojl’s stattmient had not >>een rocordud when Narsu appeared 
before Sir L. Pelly and made his statement on the 24th of December, and it is therefore* 
impossible that the Police could have instnicted Narsu as to the particulars of tin? statement 
he was to make. Both these witnesses remained unshaken under cross-exnniinutiori, and we 
Ixilieve that their evidence in the matters whenun they substantially agree is true. Narsu, 
when adjured by Sir Dinkur Rao at the (dose of hi.s evidence to t(ill the tnith witliont fear 
and as in the presence of God, dexjlarod that he lia«l spoken llio whole trutli, nnd that tl»e ofil r 
of a pardon could not induce him to say anything (d.se. We .also obseive that Narsu, after 
having had Ins statement and coni'< ssjon taken down V>y Mr. Souti^r on the 20th of Deeeiiib(‘r 
1874, tlirew himself into a well iu tlio Residency compound, being covered with shame at the 
part he hod taken against a man whom both ho and Raoji describe as a kind master. Narsu 
hesitated in court to 8«.y that he had actwally thrown himself into the well, and said that his 
head had be(;ome giddy from seeing some of his felh*w-servants and that he ha<l fallen in ; 
but having iuspectiMl the well, it is difiicnilt to us to conc(dve that his fall into it could have 
been accidental, and there is goo<l ground for tins presumption that it Was intentional on his 


imrt. 


43. The evidence of Dainodhnr Punt must now !«? examined. He used to attend at tlic 



1S74)he was directed bytheGaekwiiKbigetiwotolas* 

* A tola equals ^ irf tin ounce in M cigbt. ai'senic ftir it(du and to write for it’to the Fow/d^ti/H 

Department. There wa.s an (idiot that arsenic could only bo h;w:l in tlie Foujdari, and it could 
atways be hod under the Gaekwar’s Older. Accordingly Damodhar Punt wrote tf» the Eouj- 
dai-i officer the letter which has been |>roduced (Exhibit Z.). It l»ears date the 4th of Oetol>er 
I h 74, ami directs that, a pass bn sent for two tolas of arsenic for “ medicine for a horse.” The 
son of Ganpat Rno Balwaut, the City f oujdar, ejidorsed an order on this in his father’s namo 
• o Dattntraya Ramchftndar on tht. 5th ibf October as followsThe Shrimont Sirkar Moharaj 
“ lias ordt-nd to give arsenic, tolas twb, as alwve, on receiving the price ; therefore giving to 
■ the said person arsenic as above^ take the price.” Damodhar Punt statw that he mentioned 
tiie h(3r80 bpca,us© he was so directed by tho Gaekwar. Honnasji Wadia wan the Hiiaoor 
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pem^iwion.. Bamodliar Puj^ ti^ld 0a^vi!i^ of Uai^ told hjiu 

ta g^t t^o arsexuQ »omeii<n»r ^ other from Nurudinria Bcaah living in the Baroda Oain|>*,Vtm 

• Thk Vord generaUy denotes sn arstniAl i hM ^ b«sul 0 fl 8 with the Ua^ww> Of 

to indicate tfao State medfcuto Oispensary. : Btunodhar Pont accordingly got a 

S3? nJ£S*S!lJ, ^ contain two toUa of arsenic 

b«nuH 0 da 8 *nn«en«u. , from Nurudin, either that dayor the next (theSth, 

or Cth Octobw 1S74), and gave it, by the Gaekwar's dii'ectioiis, to.Salam shortly afterwards; 
the Gaekwar saying that Salam would convert it into medicine for itch and bring it. No 
arsenic was got from the Foiydari. * c 

Dattatraya Raiuchandar, employed in the Gnokwar*s Foujdari Office, deposes that ho 
received Exlubit^Z., and'that it iremoincd in the Foujdari Office till it was sont for by 
_ the present head of that office throe weeks previously to his giving his ovidouce; that no 
arsenic w*w given on that order; that an order had been in force for the poet-dighteeu montlxs 
that arseuic. and other poisons wert^ not U> be given out except under an ’order from the 
Gaekwar; and that this document does not contain the Gaekwar’s order, thougli it is stated 
in the endorsement that the Qaekwoi- had givoJi sanction. 

44. Damodhar Punt then goes ou Ui state that about eight days after he got the arsenic the 
Gaekwar ordered him to get one tola of diamonds and give them to Kshwant Bao. He got a 
packet said to contain tliainonds irom Nauaji Vitlxal, the clerk of tho jewtd <le|>artment undtMf 
him, and gave it after asking tlie Gaekwar for instructions, and in accordance with those 
instructions, to Eshwant Kao. 

45. He further says tliat eight or four dxiys aftcir this, Gujaba, servattit of Nana KluuLV(»LkaL‘, 
hrothor-iu-law and hereditary minister of the Gaekwar. brought to him a small bottle con- 

. a- i taining some mediciuo. The Gaekwar had previously 

t Prohablv blister ni«f« Jiro meant. . . . . . 

given ]>amodhar J iint imlers to Hondt large ants, 

snakes, and the urino of a bkek horse to the flakira (Gaekwar .s doctor), and the contents of 

the bottle brouglit by Gujaba w(;ro a concoction inadt! by the liakini. The Gaekwar having 

desired HamtxUiar Punt to }>our the stuff into another bottle, Dainotlliar Punt poured it into a 

smaller iKittle of his own, about half a foretingto’s length, which had contained atUvr, or 

essqutial oil of roses. Whether the witness, used the wonls attar of roses, or merely attar. 

which might mean any essential oil, is doubtful. The record has it attar of roses. The point 

is not very inatorial, and it is clear to us that tlie small bottle referred to is not ouo of the 

oHual otto of rose bottles known in Europe which contain only a lew drops. Having jioured 

tlie stuff'into this Hmalh'r bottle, Damodhar Punt closed the mouth with ci»tton and bees’ wax. 

'i’he next <lay Damodhar Punt gave tin* bottle to Salam in accordance with the Gookwor's 

verlxal tuder given to him, and directed Saiaiu to give tlie bottle to Kaoji. Damodliar Punt* 

is not very certain about the time he gave tho bottle, but bo is sure it was after August 1874, 

and he indicates the Dassorah (2()ih (httobor) as the time about wliich be did so. He states 

tliat he knew the liottle was to be uslhI to poison Golonol Phayro. We arc iuialile to come to 

a satislacfcory coweluaion as to tho pn'oise inanuor in wliich Kaoji became poasessod of this 

bottle, but wo are disjiosed to believe tliat he did, direct!)’ indirectly, receive from tho 

Maharuja a bottle containing soino noxious liipiul which Wfis intended to be used to injure 

(Jolouol l^liayro. 

40. S«l>so(pumtIy Damodhar Paul got two iiioi-e tolas of ai’senic from Nuj'udin by tlie 
Gaekwar s orders, which he also gave to Salam. • 

47. Ho also, in oliedionco to the Gaekwar s orders, got frcmi Nanaji Vitlial a second tola 

of diainomls. Nanaji Vithal delivered a iiockot to 
4 . iiiuhimh R« lo u toiii. JMmodhar Punt which he said containt^d maslms 

of'diamond, dust and 1) mashas of diamonds. This ])acket Damodhar Punt, by the Gaekwar’s 
order, gave to Esliwant lioo. who, in reidy to a tpiestiou jnit by Daiinnlhar Pimt, said that 
they were to be made into a powder and given to Colonel Pimyre. This packet of diamonds 
was given to Eshwant Kao ffve or seven days before the 9th of November JiS74. Tjic 
Gaekwar t(ild Datiiodbar Punt that thc8(‘ diamonds were for a crown for the liigb jiriest of 


Akalkote. 

48. It should here be observed that there is no evidence whatever to conffrin Damodhar 
Punt’s statement in nigiird to the procurement of the arsenic from Niinidin. That tlie 
iiiaokwar desired to obtain arsenic may lie held to he prtjvcd by the ovidenw of Damodhar 
Punt and by Exhibit Z. That arsenic was obtamed by DanuKlhar J?unt in tin; way he 
describes we consider higlily ]>robablo- We are also of opinion that it is proved by the 
evidence of Kaoji and Narsu that the ^xiifipn used against Colonel Phayro came from Salam. 
That the araenic which .Donnxihai' Punt gave to Salam is tlio saiue that was used to jioispn 
fjolonel Phayre is certainly pwilmblc. We arc not prepared however, in the absonco of cor¬ 
roborative evidence of the truth of Damodhar Punt's statement, to say that it is proved that 
the arsenic administered by Kaoji was that, Daiuodbai' Punt says, he o].»taiue(.l from Nurudiu 
and gave to Salam. 

49. In regard to the purchase of the diamonds, there is the following further evidence: 
Nanaj>i Vitind, the Darogah or chief officer of the Gaekwar's jewel department, depowes that 
shoitly before the lastDasserali (2f)tJi of Octolxa* 1874)^ he pui'cliased by Damo<lliar Punt’s orders 

08 or -C84 ratticM§ of flat rose iliainonds, 1 to 4 dia- 
§ .A eqwaiH i4 troy. mondfi per ratti, from Hemeband, son of Fatfeehohaiid. 

He Instructfid a derk td a memorandum (yad) of the purchase. Bevo^’or eight days 

afibenli>’Atde Ue purohaBed from Hemchaud about 74 ratties weight of diamonds of the same 



kind by Damodhw Pnnt's ordew, and an entry of tMr purchwe was nu&da m the aame 
mwnomndum. Both lots of diamonds were given to Damodhar Pnnt as they were ptin^aaed» 
and Dainodhar Pont told this witness that the diamonds were to be reduced to wwder or 
ashes t() be Used as medicine. The total price was Rs. 6,003. Ba, 3|000 were paid by Namyi 
Vithal to Hemoband as follows;—Rs. 2,000 were jiaid through Nanchand, Shroff of 4hc 
Domaia Mahal, out of two items aggregating Rs. 3,029-13-3, which weie obtained by savings 
in the lighting department, and sale of gold coins proseuted hr naisara7ia and credited to the 
Gaekwar's private account. Ks. 1,000 were i>aid by Nanaji Vithal liiniself. He says that 
the yad on wbicli the purchases of these diamonds werd entered was written by AtJnarwn, 

♦ The niw»n hegm. o.. .ho 8U. Nov™:h,.r on,I clerk, and that about the end of the Diwali* (»th of 
ended on iho 11th Kovimjlwr 1874 , the princiiml November 1874) Dainodbar Punt took it away, in 
day iwiug the uth. ' consequence of which the diamonds do not appear in, 

any of the accounts of the jewel-room. 

Atiiinxam, clerk in the Gaekwar’s State jewel-i’oom under Nanaji Vithal, deposes that 
diamonds were bought from Hemchand about eight days before the last Dewali, a yad being 
propartwl by Venaik Rao, son of Venkatesh, and kept by witness till after the report was known 
of Qolonol Phayi'fi liaving been poisoned, wlien Nanaji Vithal took it from him. This witness 
stated also that iXiere was a large quantity of diamonds, loose as well as set, in the Gaekwar's 
jewel-rcmm, and that at the time of the purchase of these diamonds the ornamentation of a 
sword Imndlo, scabbard, and jacket with small diamonds ])rocured from ti»e Gaekwar’s jewel 
store was proceeding, there being a balance of such stones going on from year tef year. He 
also stated in cross-examination that after Nanaji bad biken away the yady ho, Atinaram, 
asked Hemchand whether he had ivcoivod his diamonds back, and ho replied in the affimiative, 
Nmiaji VilJial also liaviug said at the time of taking away the yad that the diamonds were 
not to bo pui'chased, and tliat he wished U> return them. 

/iO. Damodhar Punt gives tlu> following account about tlie payment for these diamonds 
whicli lie received from Nanaji Vithal He received verbal orders from the Gatjkwar to pay 
for them, and ho directed.Nannji Vithal to dishnrse the money from funds wluch he had received 
on the Gaekwftr’s private acwmnt. Those funds lie describes as the sums shown in Exhibits 
Rl. juid SI. above referred to. The total sum shown in those exhibits to have been crediteil 
to the private account is Rs. 3,029-13-3. The order for the payment to the jewellers for 
these diamonds is stated by Damodhar Punt to be Exhibit Tl., dated the 3 J st December 1874, 
which sets forth that Rs. 3,032-13-3 have been given by the Gaekwar for a feast to the 
Brahmins at 8warni Narain’s tomple. Damodhar Punt states that this was a fictitious order, 
made to conceal the real iiurpo-se for which the money was required. 

lliere can l>e no doubt that this is the case, because Rameshwar, mentioned in the order 
as the [layee and provider of the feast, depo.ses that lie did not receive the amount, and cor- 
robt>ra.tes Damodhar PunPs statement that a receipt was always afiixed to the order by the 
payee, by referring to a true order (Exhibit Yl.), on which there is a receipt of his, whereas TJ. 
has no such receipt. Hutf there is a doubt wliether Tl. is really the equivalent of the sums 
shown in Rl. and Si., bocaush, in the lirst jdace, the total of 111. and SI. is Rs. 3,029-13-3, 
wlicreas the total of 'J' I. is Rs. 3,(>32-13-3'; and, stjeondly, tlie date of T1. is the 3 J st of December 
1S74, whereas El. is datofl the 1st of danuary 1875. It is clear, Iiowever, that Nanaji Vithal 
did, as he admits, ivceivc the amounts shewn in 111 ..and SI., and it is also clear that Tl. put into 
tlie hilirids or power of Damodhoi’ Punt a sum of money which might he used for secret servicH^. 
Indeed Daniodliar Punt show.s clearly that large sums were from time to time set aside as 
secret sendco money. Exhibit.s Al. to Ql., l>earing date from the 24tb of November 1873 to 
the 13th of October 1874, are fictitious orders for payment to Salam and Eshwant Hoo on 
account of goods alleged to have been purchased by them for the Gaekwar; and the proof 
of their fjciitiousness, as ex]»lained V>y Damodhar Punt, is that they contain no details of the 
goods or of the names of the merchants from whom they were purchased. One difference 
between the orders Al. to Ql. and the order Tl. is this, tliat the former bear in each case the 
acknowledgment of the payee, whereas Tl. does not. It is therefore evident that Tl. is not only 
fictitious in its purposes, but is also made so as to conceal tbe name of the person to wliom 
payment was made, and it may lx? regardi^d as corroborating Damodhai* Punt’s statement that 
he dimeted Nanaji Vithal to pay for the diamonds. Damodhar Punt also says, and in this he 
is eoiTobomtod by Nanaji Vithal and Atinaram, that the iliamonds were not credited or 
imtered in the jewel accounts, as the OaekWar said they weri^ for medicine, and that only a 
yad or memorandum to that effect was pre^mred in the jewel department, which yad the 
Oaekwni*, on lieing asked by Damodhar Punt about it after the atteinj)t to poison Colonel 
Phayre on the 9th November had become known, directed Hhould be destroyed, Damodhar 
Punt accordingly told Nanaji Vithal to 1 ‘emove the ymiy which he did, and the amount was 
shown as paid to Swami Narain (Tl.). 

51. It now rcuioiuH to examine the; evidence of Hemchand in regard to those diamonds. 
This witness conti*adicteU himself in the most violent way, and no reliance can be placed on 
his evidence geuerady- His object seemed to be to deny all connection with tbe purchase of the 
diamonds. He admits tliat be took tvo packets of diamonds to Venaik Rao (brother-in-law 


—Bubfcqttcntiy eddod by Mr. P. 8. M«lvill, CoiumiiiMi<nior. 
dksibt expreKM«d in paimgraph AO iu regard to the total <d'Kxbibit Tl. not agnHdug with the totals of Exhibits Rl. 
and Si., WH# caused by misreading a badly printed 6 in Exhibit Kl, for a 3. In reality the total of Tl* does agree with 
the Cotdb«f Rl. and 8l. 



of ¥ithai «ad, employed in the Qaekwaar's Jewel depattment) dn ^e Slat of w 

1st of Kovember 1874, but ho says that they were returned to him. He denies ev^lfcefviim 
fioM dhunonds to Damodhar Punt, Nanaji Vithal, or Venaik Hao. He admits having mbeiim 
Es. 2,000 from Nanaji Vithal on the 3rd of December 1874, and another 2,000 on the Slid 
and Srd of Jauuaiy 1875, but lie states tliat these were on account of Hundi (bill of exobange) 
transactions The Hundi transactions hI"© entered in the name of Shivchand Khusalchazi^ a 
Poona firm, Hanaji Vithal having purchased from that firm goods to the value of Rupees 7,000, 
and remitted Hundlos to that amount procured from him (Hcmcliand). It is not at all esta¬ 
blished to our satisfaction that these payments of Rs. 2,000 each on the 3nl of December 1874, 
and the 2nd and 3rd of »Tanuary 1875, were on account of the Hxindi transactions. More pro¬ 
bable does it appear that the |)ayments were really for the diamonds ns stated by Nanaji Vithal. 
Hemchand admits that tlm Rs. 2,000 paid on the 2nd nnd 3rd of January were recedved from 
the Karkoon of the Domala villages, as stated by Nanaji Vithal, and the date of payment is 
consistent with Nanaji Vithal’s statement that the money was in part of \HiB sum covered 
by the order No. Tl., which V)eani date the Ist of Januaiy 1875. In regal'd to th^» 'Rs, 2,000 
paid on the 3rd of Docomber 1874, Nanaji Vithal deposes that he did pay that sum to Hem¬ 
chand, but that ho received back a Hundi and cash to the amount of Bs. 1,000^ leaving the 
Rs. 1,000 net to be credited ; and Hemchand admits that ho did giv<^to Venaik R^o,'hon of 
Venkatesh and brother-in-law of Nanaji Vathal, a Hundi for Rs. 750 on the 8th orDecember 
1874 ; the jiremium on tlie Hundi ladng Rs. 155-10 and R». 94-C having been paid in cash to 
Venaik Ifeu)—total Rs. 1,000. Jt is ther(}foi*e clear that this transaction, which left a net 
credit to Nanaji Vithal‘'s account of Rs. 1,000, either had no connection with tlie ])aymcnt for 
the diamonds, or that it was entered on by Nanaji Vithal before, so far ns is known, any funds 
had been placed in his hands with a view to paying for the diaraonds. Hemchand's books 
afford but little nssistsinoo in eorrolwrating Damodhar Punt’s stateuient in regard to the pur¬ 
chase of the diamoiidM. Only (»ne of these, books (marked A2.) has been put in before us, and 
it liius been tampered with. We find no grounds foi* considiunug that the police had anything 
to do with the tampering. There is an ent)y of the 7th and 8tli of November 1874 of the 
]>urchaaB by Nanaji, on account of Danuidhar Punt, of diamonds to the value of Rs. 6,270 ; and 
Hemchand admits that this entiy is in his own handwriting, but he urges tliat it was mode 
under compulsion oxcreised by (lajanand, Insjiector of Police, on the evening of the day ho 
made his first statement Wore Mr. SouW (the (Ith of February 1875). As stated above, we 
do not believe tl»at Oajanand did exercise any sncli compulsion, because tliu entries are contra¬ 
dictory to some extent to the statement made by Hemchand befoi*e Mr. Souter, and it is not 
to be sup]>osed that Gajauand, an astute man, would be guilty of a gi'oss anachronism. Rut 
with advertence to the undoubted fact that thi.s book lias been altered, wc prefer not to place 
any reliance on it. The only ]>ortion of Ilemehand's evidence which has on important bearing 
on the case is that which i*elates to the taking of diiunonds to tlu> palace, and the payment of 
Rujtees 3,000 not. 

.')2. The conclusion we draw on the (jucstion of the purchwse of the diamond is that there 
is reason to ]>elieve that Damodhar Punt in October and th^ beginning of Novernlier 1874, 
under directions from the Oaekwar, got diamonds from Nanaji Vithal, which he gave to 
Eshwant Rao; that Nanaji bought tliem from liemehand ; and that the palace accounts and 
Hemciiand's accounts have been falsified so as tioncoal the purchase of the diamonds. 

The natives of Baroda, in common with the natives of India generally, probably Ixfiieve in 
tlie jioisoiious properties of pounded <liamonds, althougli there is apparently no well grounded 
reason for such a lielief. The question naturally arises why Damodhar Punt did not gut the 
diamonds from the Gaekwar’s jewel room, wlioro there was a stock in hand. 1’ho only answer 
to this (picstion that can be suggested is that it was prolsibly thought easier to conctial a ]>ur- 
chase of new diamonds than to take them from a store the keeper of which would be bound to 
exhibit the tranKuction in his accounts. • 

53. Damodhar Punt was arrested on the evening of the day the Oaekwar was put into 
confinement (14th January 1875). He was confined for two days in the Senapati's Office at 
the palace, and then ho was brouglit to tlie Residency, wliere he was jdaced under a guard of 
European soldiers for 16 days, and afterwards under a police guard. Ho was present at the 
palace when his papers there were sealed up after the Gaekwar’s arrest. Being, he states, tired 
of the Eura|)ean guard, and thinking that he could nob otherwise get out of confinement, 
Damodhar Punt made a confession to Mr. RichVy, Assistant Resident, on the 29th and .3()th 
of January 1875, an<l this confession was attested before Sir Lewis Pelly on the 2nd of Februaiy 
1875. It ia substantially the same as his evidence before the Ooramission, and it wa.s made 
under a promise of j^ardon from Sir L. Pelly. 

54. After his confession, his box containing the jirivate papers of the Gaekwar was unsealed 
in his presence, and the exhibits mai^’mally noted were found therein. He states that although 
before his arrest he used to hear irom Salam what be had heard regarding tlie abatements of 
Raoji and others^yet he never was informed of any of the details of Raoji and Karsu's con- 
fessione up to the tilde be made his own confession to Mr. Richey. It is impOHsible for us to 
say that this assertion should be accepted as true, but no evidence has been produced to con¬ 
tradict it. It is to be noticed that Damodhar Punt never went to the Residency in Colonel 
Phayre’s time, and that he accompanied the Qaekwor on one occasion only, after Sir L. Pelly 
hod assumed office at Baroda. He never saw Raoji at the palace, but he mentions that Salam 
said to the Gaekwar in his presence, at the time when Colonel Phayre was suftering from the 
boil S^ptemberi ^hat he had induct Rapji to put a pinch of arsenic on th^ plaster used for 
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plaster.' ^,. , , - ''.l :■; r ,•.,■■■■<’j 

He repeats several oonyerselims he alleges he had vdth the Gaekwar, beginning ^thy^e 
9th of Hovcniber, and ending \nib tlie date of his arrest These, conversations, if they really 
occurred, and have been truly related, show that the Qaekwar was oogniaant ^ the rumour 
which spread on the dth of November of the attempt liaving been made on that day te 
poison Colonel Fhayre. There is one circumstance notic^, in the conversatiwi <>f the 9th of 
November which is corro];x>rated by independent evidence, and, so far as it goes, it supports 
Damodhar Punt’s accounts of these conversations. The Goekwar, when returning from Uie 
Essidenoy on the morxung of the 9th of November, said to Damodhar Punt that Salam had 
run that moi'nlng to Baojrs liouse for tlie purpose of getting hold of any packets of the poison 
that might have remained and throwing them into iho'hre. Natha Jagga in charge of the 
conservancy of the Sadar Eazoar in the Baroda Oain]> where ■ Haoji lived, saw Salam riding 
towanis tli Sadu!' Bazaar from the direction of the city oji the morning of thc‘9th of November, 
fliod he saw him riding back towards the city about 5 minutiis afterwards. Mahomed Ali Baksh, 
a Eosidoucy messenger, spoke to Salam at the Eosidency before C'olonol Phayre returned fiom 
his walk that moi'uing ; and as he was coming back to the Kesidoncy from the Sadar Baeoar 
aft(5r leaving Dr. 4Bcwu:ds house, where he had taken the letter given to him by Colonel 
PJiayre (evidently alluding to tlu^ first letter Colonel Phayre wrott) asking Dr. Seward to coim* 
to the itesidency), ho saw Salam riding back towards the city. Now this evidence of Natha 
•Tugga and Mahomed Ali Baksh, though not conclusive as to the fact that SalaAi went to 
liaoji’s house on the morning of the 9tb, .shows that very probably he did so; and as Saiam 
must have rtsturnod to the Goekwar before His Highness paid his usual visit that morning 
to tlwj Eosident, the fact wliicli the Goekwar mentioned to Damodhar Punt, via., that Siiinin 
had gone to Haoji’s houst: to destroy any powders that might have remained, is ]>robabty true, and 
it is difiicult to conceive that Damodhar Puut could have fabricated the statement alleged to 
liave been made to him by the Goekwar. 

Damodhar Punt also says that the Goekwar in his presence repeati^diy cautioned Salam and 
Eshwant Kao not to say anything about the poisoning when alarm had beiui caused by tbe 
inquiry that was set on foot. Those persons have not }>een called tus wituosscs in this invcHti* 
gation either for the prosecution or tlie defence. 

55. Damodhar Punt describes the system of accounts prevailing in Ills (the private orhlKAUffl) 
department; and it will be sufiicient here to mention tlmt tlx* first paper is the memorandum 
or yad which recites the order for payment, and is receipted by the payee. broiu the yad a 
daily journal is prepared, and from the daily journal a monthly iwcount, and from this a yearly 
account. The yctii and daily journal could easily be destroyed ; but when once the monthly 
account had been made and incorporated in the yearly uecounb, the difiiculiy of making away 
with all trace of any particular item would bo greatly increased, and tliis was the reason 
assigned by Damodhar Punt in cross-examination for not destroying all the papers which in 
any way boar on the transaction^ which have resulk^din t)ii.s enquiry. An attempt was made 
to obliterate outrios in four daily journals. Damodhar Pnntsays that he caused BaJwant Eoo, 
clerk, to make tUes^i obUh;rations by pouring ink over tiiat part in (‘a<?h which contains tlie 
name of Salam. Balwaut Kao denies having luude th(^ obliterations, which arc^ most clumsily 
done, though they liave been eftectual. Damodhui’ Punt states that he had the entries 
obllU‘.ratcd in order to hide Salam's sliarc in these transactions and to screen tlie Gaekwar, and 
that he did so in obodioucc to the Gackwar s orders. He admits now that it was unwise to do 
so, as the ink splotches attract attention to the papers. Tne.sc pajiers were part of those under 
Damodhar L’uiib’s control which were sealed up at the pal.ice on tlie day the Goekwar was 
arrasted, and the evidence of Gajauaud and Mr. Souter shows tliat when the papers were 
, subsequently opened in Damodhar Punt’s proseu^i, they were in the same condition as that in 
which they were when produced before ns. Lastly, Damodhar Puut states that no payment 
was made to Nurudiu lor the arsenic, as he was promised the business of the Gaekwar's 
Sillokhana (Dispensary) in consideration of his having given it. Nurudin has been ari’ested, 
but he lias not been put into the witness box. • 

50. The i*emaiuing evidence in the case is that of tlio Ayali Amina and of iliose connected 
with her. She was in the service first of Mrs. Phayre, and accompanied that lady to Bombay 
In Mai'ch 1874. She then remained in Bombay for a month, and, on returning to Baixida, 
uutei'ed the service of Mrs. Boevey, who was tlien residing at the Eesideiicy. She describes 
three visits she paid to tlie Gaokwar in tlie palace^ it being the evening time on each occasion. 

The first visit slie paid with B’liiicu, (Jhf>bdali of the Eosidency peons, at the tigic the Com¬ 
mission <if 1873 was coming to a close, and she states that she wont at Faizu’s solicitation. 
She and Fadzu were introduced to tlie Gaekwar by Salatii, whom they picked up on the way. 
The Gaekwar asked Amina whether she had hcaid Mi's. Phayre say anything al^ut the Com¬ 
mission, and he directed ker to send word by Salam or Eshwant Kao if she did say anything. 
Faizu, although he denies having persuaded Amina, states that he did accompany her to tlie 
Gaekwar, Karbhai being tho driver, He heard tiie conversation between the Ayah and the 
Gaekwar. The Gaokwor asked' Jthe ah to speak to Mrs. Pha^ in hw favour, as inany 
persons wore making ropreseuca^ons fjUmt him, ond tlie Ayah fo|klied that she could not 
make any solicitation to Mrs, Phayre.!' Karbhai deposes to having driven Hic Ayah and 
FjiWtt to tho jialace on this oooaaimi. , 

; 57* second yisit i^. Ayah says al^ paid in Jund 1874 after .ihe Qaekv^s zieiunai fiom 
HatMori, bn the Inritarioh of Salam ahd Karim. (Naik of the Kesidency •petaotpi She was 


a^flompamisd ^ uud by heri and lUvim to 

who a^ed her if Mik Boevoy f»aid anything adiout the inamap;e at Kaufm* /tAn^ba 
repHed that ahe had heard noting, but that when l^yre raturaed ^om Bnglasid 
gcKKi thing would happen to the Qaekwar, ae she and Colonel ^ayro were favoufsbly 
dis{>oBed towards him. The Oaekwar then told Karim to say something in his id 

Ml*. Boevey. As Amina and Karim were taking their leave, the Gaekwar told Salam' tri glte 
them Mometbing. Salam then told Karim to go the next day to Bahwant Bao’s house; and ; 
the next evening Karim came to Amina, saying that he hail got Re. 200, of which he gave her 
half the next morning. - She unclerMtotKl the present to have reference to the Nausaai marriagei 
Karim coiToborates the Ayah in regard to tlm visit and as to the general pur])ort of the con¬ 
versation. He says, however, that the Gaekwar asked Amina whether the resident was angry 
with him on account of the marriage (alluding to tlie marriage with Lakshmi Bai). He states 
that be went the next day to Eshwant Kao's house, whei*e 8alam gave him Ks; 200 as a 
Nausari present, half being for himself and half for Amina, to whom he gave Bs. IpO. This 
witness oontradictii the Ayah about his having iiskod her to go, and he says tliat she 'took him. 

Sandal was the carriage driver on this ocesaion, and he proves that he drove Amina and 
Karim to the palace. 

58. The third visit the Ayah says, occurred in the month of Bamzam, and her husband, 
Abdulla, gives the time as the l.'ith or 18th of that month. Tho Kamzarai^in 1874 began on the 
12th of October, w> that this visit, according to Abdulla, wrmld have occurred on the 27tli or 
30th of October. Amina says that Salam l)roiiglit a inensage that tho Oaekwar wished to see 
her, and that she and Imr servant b(»y, OluJtu, went in a cairiage pi'ocimid by her husband, and 
that sh(» called for Salam on the way, and went u{» with him into th<i presence of the GaekwUr, 
with whom «hf* held the following eonversation ;—“ The Maharaja first asked me this—‘Has 
“ ‘ tho Madam Salieh b<M*ii saying anything about the child?’ The Ma^laIn Sahob was Mrs. 

“ Boevoy, and the child was one bom to tho Maharaja. I said, * Tho Madam Saheb haw saJd 
“ * Dotl)ing,^nd 1 know nothing.’ T then said, “ When the senior Madam Saheb (meaning 
“ ‘ Mrs. Phayre) comes, something good will occur to you. She and Colonel Pliayre both wish 
“ ‘ you well.’ I tlion said to the Mahamja, ‘ When the Madan\ Saheb comes back, Homethiiig 
“ * good will happen to you. Do you attend to what tho Saheb says. Don’t be afraid.’ 
“ Then Salam said, ‘ Can any charnj bo uft(ul ?‘ Salam it was who first spoke of clmrin. S^Iem 
'* said, * Should a charm he used, will the Saheb’s heart he turned ?' hut X did not exactly 
“ undo]*Htaud his meaning. I then said to Saiaui, as well as to tho Maliaraja, ‘ Don’t you use 
“ ‘ any jddv (arts of sorcery) for tho Saheb, for they will have no effect on a Saheb.’ Tim 
‘* i-eaMf)!] f gave for that wa* this, that tho Sahoh people, liad faith in God. Then S»dam said 
“ to me,"Should anything bo given tA) a Saheb, what d»» you think the effet^t would be?’ 
“ At tliirs I felt very mneb ahirined, because before tltai 1 had heard something stated by 
“ two persons. I tlnm said, “ Maharaju, 1 am going away.’ I tlon't st^e tlio Maharaja 
“ hero now'; if he were here ho wouhl corroborate me. Then Salam, addressing me, said, 
“ ‘ Hear what tlu' Maharaja will tell you, and if yon attend to him. you wdl! liavo enough to 
“ ‘ live on for the ixwt of your life.’ Salam then said to nns,‘Your husband will also get 

‘ employment, and you too will not have to serve any more.’ I said in return to Salarn, 
‘‘ ‘ 1 have not been sbirving all this time back. I have spent all my time, hitherto, solving 
“ ‘ the Knglisli.’ Just then os I w'as about to go away, I .said to the Maharaja, ‘Don’t you 
“ ‘ listen to wljat anybody may tell you to do to the Saheb ; for if anything injurious should 

‘ hn])pon to the Saheb, you will l>c ruined.’ Then it .seemed to me that the Maharaju got 
“ angiy at this, because lie said to Sahiui, ‘Take the Ayali away.’ 1 and Salam then went 
“ down8taa“H to the place where the (jari hmi stoppe<l.” 

Tt will be recollected that Lakslitni Bai’s son was horn on the Kith of October 1874. I'lie 
next time Salam came to the Kcsidcncy he. tohl Amina that he ha<l placed Kupee.s 50 under 
her cot, and there she Ibund them. 13iotu corroborates the Ayiih in regard to going to 
tlio palace with her on this occasion, and so does Daud, driver of the carriage, who ntates 
the date of tho visit to have lieen two or four days liefore the last Diwali. The Diwoli of 1874 
fell on the 11th of November. 

59. Abdulla, husband of Atnina, states that Salim used to go to Faizu’s rotuxi in the Kesi- 
dency premises to drink water; ho was informed by hl.s wife <)f tln^ first and second visits, 
and wa.s awani of her having recoivod tho luuidred rupees, anil ht; recites tho Huhstance of 
her conversation with the Gatkwar on the third Visit as told to him by her. Ho knew that 
his wife got fifty rupees after the third visit. He wcoived h letter from Amina when she waw 
at Bombay, and lie waa atBavoda, in which there wtis an eucloHure for the Onekwax*. 

00. There were several letters put in that pJiased ln'twoen Amina and Abdulla when^ they 
wore rt'siding in different ]>laces in 1874. Allusions are inadx^ in all of thxMD to balaux, 
Eshwant Ba<x, f>r matters ctxnnected with the Bavoda Sta,te. In totter D., date<lthe 29th of 
March 1874, written for Amina to Altflulln, the addressexj^ is asked whether ho received the 
enclosure contained in Amina’s preceding letter. Amina, Abdulla, and Abdul Kahman 
(alias Kahiui Saheb), the writer of tho letters for Amina, depose that this eimlosuro was 
a letter to the Gaekwar. Abdulla states that he gave tht' letter back to Amina on hk meeting 
her at Boml»y on his way to Mahableshwar, and there is no reason for doubting that Amina 
did write such a letter, the contents of which Abdul Kahman desadbes fixnu memory ae being 
a request to the Gaekwar for money, and a stattSment that there had been a dinner at the 
Governor’s at where Atnina had '* made enquiries,” onding with the Words " do not 

be apptehwiSive.” This letter to the Gaekwar k ndt forthcoming, but it iS'OltRr that it was 


never delivered to him. It is to be noted that Oolonel Fhayrc depose^ iJmt when at Bombay 
in March 1874 he did go to lunch with the Governor. 

We l>eliovo that Amina did pay the three visits above related, and that conversations 
of the character and to tlie general effect deposed to by her did take place between her and 
the Gaekwar. 

02. When the case for the prosecution had been closed, a written statement by the 
Gaekwar was put in by his Counsel. No witnesses were called on behalf of tlio Gaekwar, 
nor wei*e any questions put to His Highness before the Comini.9sion. The important jmrt of 
the statement is as follows:—“I never had, nor have I now, any i>er8onal enmity towards 
“ Colonel Phayre. It is true that I and iny Ministers Avere convinced that, owing to the 
“ jKwition taken up by Colonel Pliayn^ during his residency, it would be impossible satisfactorily 
“ to carry out Uie i-eforms I had instituted, and Avas endeavouring to complete, in deference to 
“ the authoritative aclvico conveyed to me in the khureeU of the 25th July 1874, consequent 
“ upon the repor^ of the Commission of 1H73. Acting on this conviction, and affcei* a long 
“ and luixious deliberation Avith ray Ministers, Messieui’s Dadabhoy Nowrojee, Bala Mungesh 
WagM, Homiusjeo Ardasir Wadia, Kn;!! Shahabuddeen, and others, I caused the khureota 
“ of the 2nd of Novemlxjr 1874 to be despatched to His Excellency the Governor-General 
through Colonel Phayre, and, notwithstiinding Ids leraoiistrances, feeling assured that when 
“ the true state oi‘ affairs whs placed btiforo Ids Excellency the Viceroy, ray app(ai.l would be 
“ successful. This conviction was shared by all my Ministei’s, and was strengthened by our 
“ knowledge of the severe ceiisur(3 which had been passed on Colonel Phayre by the Bombay 
Government. The j’einoval (»f Ccdonel PhayjeoTi the 25th of November 1874 shows that our 
“ judgment was iu)t erroneous. Tims, neither personal nor political motives existed to induce 
“ me to attempt the crime Avith Avhich 1 am charged, and I solemnly declare that I never 
“ porsonidly, oi* through any agent, ]»rocurcd or asked the procurement of any poison whatsoever 
“ for the purjtose of attempting the life of Colonel J*hayre ; that I never personally, or through 
“ any agent, directed any sucli attempt to bo inadn; and 1 declare that tlie Avdiole of the 
“ evidence of the Ayah Amina, of llaoji, Narsu, and Damodhur Ti*imbiick on this point is 
“ absolutely untrue, I declare that 1 never ijensonally directed any i»f tlie Kesidcncy servants 
“ to aetaa spies on the Resident, or report to mo Avhat wits going on at the Residency, nor did 
“ I ever offer or cause to be paid any money to them for such purposes. 1 say nothing as to 
“ the presents that may perhaps have been made to servants of the Residency on festive 
“ occasions, such as marriage and the like. Tuformation on trifling mattei*8 going on both nt 
“ the Residency or at my own Palace may have been mutually communiented, hut 1 did not 
“ personally hold any intercourse Avitli those jservants for this jmrpose; nor am T ]>emomiIly 
cognizant of an)' jiayments for the same having been made, nor did 1 authorize any measures 
by which secrets of the Residency should be conveyed to me." 

(>3. We have now given a summary of all the evidence that it was necessary to give for a 
comprehension of the case. Other portions of the evidence will be alluded to in the general 
remarks which we now jiroceed to tiffer. 

04. Wc have stated our belief that poison wa.s put into (!^olonel Phayres glass of sherbet 
on the 9th of November 1874, and we have no doulit that it was so put with the iutentioii of 
causing Colonel Pbayre’s death. We arc further of opinion that there is good ground for tlie 
belief that previous attempts were made to poison Colonel Phayre between the latter end of 
September and the 9th of Noveiiilwi-; some of them being made by Raoji when ho adminis¬ 
tered the three compound jiowdors, and, had he not had a fear of jmtting in the full, doses of 
arsenic, the probability is that Colonel Phayre Avoiild then liave hecoinc seriously ill, even if 
his life had not been destroyed. 

05. Wc have also stated our belief that tlie poison Avas put into the sherbet on the 9th of 
November by Raoji, acting in c(uicert with Narsu, though Narsu was not actually ])resent at 
the time the poison w»is mixed. VVe^ cousidc.r that Raoji ami Narsu had no pcrsotial motive 
for wishing to injure their master b)' these attempts, ami that they were instigated ]»y some 
other person to make them, and it is our belief that the Gaekwar Mulhar Kao was the person 
who so instigated them. The evidence of Hnoji, Narsu, and Hamodhar Punt ajipcars to us to 
prove tins. The compound [lowders lirst udministcred by Raoji contained arsenic as one of 
tlie ingredients: the powder administered on the 9lli ol‘ November contained arsenic and 
diamond dust, or jioundefl dianu)n<lK. 

bO. The motive that actuated the Gaekwar to give the poison was a strong feeling of liostilifcy 
towards (*olonel l^lmyre, and a determination to get him removed. The khnrita ttf the 2nd 
November 1874, written by Uadabhai Nam'oJi, the Uaekwav’s Minister, in the name of the 
(SnekAVJir, to the Viceroy, abundantly shows the strong feeling Avhich the Gaekwaf entertained 

against Oolonel Phayre.—“ It had occun’od to me ..Avhether I should not solicit 

“ Your Excellency’s attention to the position which the present Resident, Colonel Phayre, Inul 
“ all along taken up towards me, and to submit for Your Excellency’s consideration whetlier 
with the want of sympathy wluch existed between ub I could expect an unbiassed and fair 
“ treiitinent at his hands in future.” It then alludes to the ** more determined and active 
** opposition towarda me aud my adiniaistration than before/* and proceeds to give an account 
of two instances in wliich Coldnl!] Phay^’s conduct is criticised. 

“These two instances which T have |ftkcn as representative one.s can hardly give an idea of 
** the iiaroHsing and vexatious troatmoiit I am at present recoivijig ivt the Hesidenta hands. 

“ This attitude on the part of the Blitish Representative has naturally become a source of 
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“ pnvate en^ take advantage of this state oi thuiga to miartipreseut me, and to instigate cou- 
" tinuous resistance to iny authority among my subjects. The result "will be a great loM of 
“ revenue this year, and a continuance of the unsettled state of the minds of the jieople. How 
** seriously this state lot' afOiirs must eml^arrass and obstruct me in my intended reforms it is 
" not difficult to conceive. Your Excellency knows well the extent and nature of the work 
befoiu nm, and I owe it to myself and those whom I have engaged for that work to submit 
how hopeless any efforts on my jjart would l>e if Colonel I'hayro were to coiitiuuo here iw 
representative of the Paramount Power, with Ills uncompromising bias against mo and my 
** officials. 

“ 1 beg it to lie understood that 1 do not imimie other than conscientiouB motives bi Ck^hmel 
Phayra But he is too far committed to a (Usthict line of* policy, and to certain exti'tune 
views and opinions, and he naturally feels luiiisolf bound to support all and everything he 
has hitherto said or done.” 

67. In reply to this loiter, the Viceroy deemed it unnecessary t«) discuss reasons given by 
His JtighncHsfor “ desiring a change in tin*. Baroda Residency but “ afltu' a careful CiiUvSiclera- 
“ tion of the circumstances that liavo taken ]>lace, and, luox'cover, in pursuance of the deier- 
“ mi nation of the Oovcjrnnicut of India to afford Your Highness evfuy opportunity ofiii- 
“ auguratinga new system of administration with succtus/’llis Excellency cominimicated 
the (jjiekwar his detorfhiniiiion to appoint Colonel Sir J.*ewis Polly, K.t^.S.i., to Isj Agent at 
Baroda in i)lncc f»f (’oloncl l^hayre. 

(>K. It is perhaps unneetjssary to .sliow by any furtlier reference to the evidence on tla* iwtord 
of this empiiry that the Uackwar entertained strong feelings of hostility to (^don^5l Phavro. 
It is true that. thi‘ (hiekwar, when spoken to by Colonel Pliayre al)oufc the khariUi of t)ic *SJnd 
of November,staled that Mr. Dadablavi Nauroji, tlu^ Minisb*r, hud writbui It, and that lie (llie 
Minister) was I'csponsible for it. This, it is clear, was a Hubterfiige, ami, as explained by 
Colonel I'hayrc to the (Jotikwar, the object of alluwing Ilis Mighiiess to select his own M.intHter 
was that he himself miglit be rcsjionsiblo for all eoinmunicatious scut to the Viceroy or the 
Bombay (lovernnuinU Moreover, the Gmjkwar in the written statement which he has put in 
before, ds, admits that he did cause the kharibi to lie de.spatcheil. The ub.scnce of Colonel 
Phayni from tlio Gaekwars nu]>tiul cereinonios at Nausari, albeit in acconlanoi* wdth the 
orders of the Ooverimient of Imlia, must have been displeiwing to tins Gaekw'ar. His allusion 
to the siiiijtict in Ids conveisaiion with Amina (;an bear no other construction than that he 
wjis, to say the. least, anxious on the subject of tlie marriage, and it cannot be. doiibU^d that bis 
feeliiigs on this head must have been intensified after tle^ birth of tlie chihi. 

(>!). It is diflicult to distinguish political from personal diBliko in the mind of the Uaekwar 
towards Colonel Phayre. 'J’liere haw been nothing elicited in this enquiry to show that tbei-e 
was an}' pCM-yonal discourtesy cxliihited by (k)loncl Pliayre to the Gatdvwar. 'Fhe hostility 
bef.weeu Colonel Phayre and His liighiie.s.s nrosii entii’ely,8o far as we can sei^, from diffevenees 
of opinion in luaitcrs of State, hut there can be no doubt that the dislike uiitertainud by the 
(hiekwav wa.s both political and jiersonal, and we are unable to admit tlie coiTcctness of liis 
statement tliat lie had no ]»emonal emnity towards Golonel Phayre. 

70. The niauucr in which the communications opened by the Gaekwar with Uaoji, Nar.su, 
ami the Ayah, Amina, culminate<i in a plot to poison the Resident lias bec.u shown in tile 
evidoiKM* which we have summarized. At firat in the end of 1.S7J1 and beginning of L874 the 
Gaekwar's object was apparently only to obtain information of what went on in tlie Residency 
iu r»d’en*ucc to the affnii*s of the Banida State. He kept the strings entirely in his own Ijunds, 
using ashis agents Salam and Esliwant Ra(», and keejiingoVen his Private Secretary, Damodhar 
Punt, ignorant of what was going on. He dealt with Amina separately from Raoji and 
Narsu. At last when In* Iia<l liecome exasperated at the refusal of the llcsulcTit to acknow¬ 
ledge the marriage with Lakshmi Bai and the birth of her son. the idea of using poison was 
entertained and carried out. The inducement held oijt to Ilauji and Narsu wa.s juTsonal 
advancement and rominujrution, of which they had reeeWed a eonsiderahle guarantee in the 
payments tliat hud lieen made to them when as yet the ostensible object of tlmir- employment 
was simply to obtain information of what passed at the Residency. Raoji received in the tmd oi' 
187a Rs. 500 from the Gaekwar oii the occasion of his (Raoji’s) inariiage. Subsetpiently, in 
May or June 1874. ho received a further sum of Ra aoo as a jireseiit on thp occasion of the 
Gaekwar's maiTiage, making a total sum of Ks. 800. Nai su got Rs. .‘M>0 on the latter occasion 
as a present for the Nausari marriage, and Hs, 250 he had received without any sjieciticatiou of 
the cause, making a total of Rs. 550. These sums, even alter allowing for the diffoivnce iu 
value of Baroda and Queen’s rupees, were absolutely large, consuhadug the siuidl rates of jtay 
received b/Raoji and NaiNU at the Kesideney, and the same remark applies to the Its. 150 
whicli the Ayah received on two occasions in 1874, the lirst occasion being oti account of the 
Gaekwar’s marriage,and the second, when Rs. 50 were given, beingafterthe Ayah’s last visit in 
October 1874, and unconnected with any special event. We have no he.sitaiion in expreasiiig 
our opinion tliat these presents were given to the servants to induce tliem to ^ve from time 
to time information about wliat passed at the Residency relating to the affairs oi the Gaekwar, 
and that they were not the ordinary presents which His Higliness might bo expected, in 
accordance with custom, to give on occasions of rejoicing to the servants of the Resident. We 
should consider payments made under such circumstances to be bribes, but we are unable to 
say tliat the Gaekwar r<%arded them in the same light. 

71. But, it may be asked, would tho Gaekwar expect Baoji and Narsu to oommit a murder 
for a sum so incommensurate wiUi the work to be done ? To this, it may be replied that the 


Qaekwar had bound them to himBolf by the payments bo bad msdO) and by acts of Tisituig 
the palace and giving information virbich ho caused them to do> and that he bad given a 
proroiso of largo rew^ in the event of success. Raoji describes the promise as of a lakh of 
rupees to him, and of a similar sum to Narsu. Karsii describes the promise as of a provision 
for life for themselves and their families. To poor men already committed to the Gfaekwar, 
these promises doubtless Appeared a sudicieut inducement to get rid of Colonel Phayre in, as 
they thought, a way that would not bo instantaneous, and therefore likely to lead to their 
det^tion, but by a gradual and slow process. 

72. The conduct of the Gaekwar on or after the 9th of November 1874 is not consistent 
with the view of his innocence. The evidence of Damodhar Punt leads to the belief that the 
Oaekwar knew that the attempt to poison had been made when Hia Highness visited Colonel 
Phayre at 10 o’clodc that morning. But oven if he had not known of it then, ho must have 
known it before the evening of that day. Colonel Phayre and other witnesses have depo.se<l 
that the fact of tbb poison haviug been given was commonly known in the Baroda (/ump on 
the 9th of November. The city is not a mile 6*001 the camj). Salnm had ])een at the Residency 
that morning, and had been told liy Raoji that the business had been done. It is not con¬ 
ceivable that Salam, who was in constant attendance on the Gackwar, should have failed to 
inform his master of what had )>een done, and yet we find the Gaekwar visitiug Colonel 

Phnyro on the following Tliursday* for the first time 
• latb Novemlwr. Monday, the 0th of November, and then stating 

that he had hoard tlic report of the attempt at poisoning on the previous day, the 11 th, 
and it was not till the 14th NovemlKU* tlmt the foll<jwjng letter was written, 

" At a personal interview with you the day lufore yesterday, I learnt f)*om you the par- 
“ iiculars about the attempt ma<lo by some bad man to poison you, for widoh I am veiy sorry. 
“ But it was tile favor of God that his cruel design did not meet with succHm If it becrmies 
“ necessary to obtain my assistance in proving this criniinars guilt, the same will b(> given. 

“ This is written for your inftu'matioii. Dab^d 14th of November 1S74." 

73. The qm^stion naturally arises why should the Ga('kwar, having sent the kharita of the 

2nd of November 1874, have taken in ham! tlie plan for getting rid of (.k>lo£»el IMmyre by 
poison? Supposing the kharita to have boon a endeavour to obtain a cljango of 

Residents, the only answer that can be givtui to the <jiie.stion is that th<‘ sending of the Uhariia 
may have been suggested by Mr. f)adal>hui Nauroji, by whom it was ]>rcp}iriHj, and wlio w.'us 
of course ignorant of the poisoning scheme. The Onekwar, it may l>e presumed, would have 
at once approved of the suggestion. 

74. The course that the Gaekwar miglit have bc»‘n e.vpecjtcd to take, had lie bctni innow'nt 
of complicity, was to at once hasten to (Vdonel Phayre and ex]>ress Ins cont^ern, and to make 
repeated inquiries after hia health. He might have been expeeb'd to send a lettoj' expressing 
his indignation at the occurrence! and his extri'.ine regi'ot that his hosjiitality had been violated 
by so vil<^ an attempt in his own bsrritury. His feelings of dislike to Colonel Phayi'(! might 
have been expected to make him doubly .solicitous to put liimself clear with th(! Bjutish 
Government in tlic matter. Instead of this, he Imlds hack, ntul, after cousideiublc <le]ay, 
sends a cold and formal letter. This conduct could hardly he explained on any other BUp(K»- 
sitiou than that of his having iusiigab'd the act of poisouiiig. We ai*e com])elled to rtigard 
the Oaekwar’s denial of such investigation m being unworthy of credence. 

75. With reference to the fluggestion which lias been thrown out that Damodhar Punt nuiy 
have set on foot tlie j)lot for poisoning ( Vdonel Phayre in order to hide liis own dclimjuencics, 
we olwervft that there is no evidence to sliow that Damodliar Punt had been guilty of any act 
which lie desired to conceal from the Gaekwar, <*r that he luid any motive for desiring ( Jolom^l 
Phayre’s death or removal Iroin Ikirocla. It is not shown tliat Damodhar Pnnt had embezzled 
any of his master's pro])(*vty. II is answer to the enquiry how ho could justify himself with 
the Gaekwar in regard to the sums devoted to payments for secret service seems to us to be 
sufficient, Hs., that the reoeijit of the ]>ayee was affixed to the order for payment, although 
tlie order was so fmmed as to hide the real nature of the transaction. Tlic only exception to 
this rule that lias come to our Jiotice is in the* case of the Kxhibit Tl. But, even supposing 
that Damodhar Punt liad been guilty of malversation, it is unreasonable to .suppose that he 
was not perfectly well aware that it waft beyond the scope of Colonel Phayre's power co make 
any inquiry into the transactions which he conducted in his capacity of Private Secretary to 
the Gaekwar. 

76. A further suggestion has beon raised that Bhau Poonekar, who may be admitted to 
have been unfriendly to the Oaekwar, got «]> the appearance of an attempt to jiojsoii Colon(jl 
Phayre, in order to bring the Gaekwar to trouble, or to jnevent 'the removal of Colonel 
Phayro. 

Tliis suggestion might have been dqperving of some consideration, had the attempt been a 
feigned attempt; but in^point ol' fact the attempt was made with every intention of its being 
successful, and it was only the accident of Colonel Phayre failing to drink the whole of tlic 
sherbet on the 9th of November that prevented a fatal result. 

77. Regarding the case frojtp eyer^ point of view, we are nnablo to find any sufficient 

re^A which would justify our d^laAng the Gaekivar not guilty of the offences imputed 
to him. • ^ 


78. The Maharajas of Gwalior and ^ypoor and lUja Sii* Dinku/Rao do not occur in the 
View we; have taken of this cftse;' we, have ccii^iloivd the' rdalons for- their Opinioks as 
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rendered. We Wieve that the. evidence, crfter making every reasonable alipw^ce on the 
score of the character of the witnesses, proves— 

Ist.-^That an attempt to poison Colonel Fhayrc was made by persons instigated thereto by 
hlulhar Bao, Oaekwar, 

2nd.—^That the said Mulhar Bao, Gaokwar, did by his agents and in pei'son bold secret 
conuDunications with some of the servants employed by Colonel Fhayre, the Besident 
at Baroda, or attached to the Hesideucy. 

lird.—^That the said MuUtar Bao, Oaekwar, caused monies to be given to some of those 
serranta 

4th.—That his purposes in holding such communications and causing such monies to bo given 
were,—1st, to obtain information of what passed at the Besidenoy rolating to him¬ 
self and the affairs of his State; and, 2nd, to cause injury to Oolonel F^yrc by 
means of poison. 

Couch. 

B. J. Mdadk. 

Bombay, 31st Mai*ch 1S75. _ P. S, Mblvill, 

Opinion of Hw Higihnkw^ the Makakaja Jkkatkk Bao Scindia AM.rAir Bahaoooii, G.C.S.I., 
in the cnHo> <if the Mauaiiaja MumiAn Bao Gaickwah of Bauoda. 

As to the attempt at poisoning, froiri the whole case Jis it (tame before me, as far as my 
judgnunit and belief go, 1 mn not itonviiutcMl that th(t charg<5 is proved agiunst Mulhar llao. 

Tlicre appears to imt jm sutKcient proof of the ]>ui'clmHC of diamonds, arsenic, or co]»f>cr, or 
(lociimeiifc, sigimd by the Gaekwar f(»r the payiiumi of monies, for the above purposes, but 
Daiuoilhar Funt s statement. Nor indcc<I is there any jxiper wlmtsoever, signed by the Gaekwar, 
invtdving him in this matter. 

Out of a laigc number of persons connected with this case, only thi*ec witnesses,— Baoji, 
Narsu, and Damodhar Punt,—have given their evid('nco in referenett to the above charge. 
All those widely differ in their statements; and the reasons are given in the pnKseodings. 
How could they be considered trustworthy ? The evidence of Pedro, the butler, and Abdulla, 
and tin;'nou-))roductioii of Salam, Veshwarit Bao, Klianvolkar, Oujaba, Nurudin Borah, anti 
th(‘, Halviin, aJ t* iu iavoiir of the a(!(jusc(l. Kurthor, it is far Irom iii)' belief, tiiat the measures 
for poisoning should have continued so long a time, anil in so open a manner. 

Such an act is j>erforiued by one or two confidontials, and not by such a largo number of 
people. 

Now, when a small quantity of'poison, once adiiuiiistiiied, could put an end to a man's life, 
thcici a)>peaj*8 to b(^ no reason why if, wjw given and drank so roj)CJitedly. I see no gn)UndH to 
rejeet the chief arguments of the able gontleiiian Soijoant Ballaiitmo. It is a fact worthy of 
eonsidi.'ration that Mnllinv Bao made no Ijositation whatsoever iu lianding over Salam and 
Y(whwant Bao at once to Sir Lewis Polly, and expressed his desire to give him every 
assistance iu his power. 

As regards thi? eoiiimuniciatiou with servants night or day, this is no matter of iin- 
p’oitance. These visits and I’equests for pn^sents on marriage and other festive occasions, 
and the means to soemre the favour of the Bt^Hidcnt, us widl as the procuring of information 
regarding cacli otJier, are matters in accordance witli the ju-actice of other Native Princes and 
persons who have connection with the Residency. 

Jn conclusion, T remark that the chief points for emjuiry arc— 

1st.—Attempt to poison. 

2nd.—Tampering with the swvants. 

My oy)iuiou on the above subjects 1 j^laco before yo\t 

Vermjcular signaturij of His Highiic.ss 

Bombay, 27th March 187o. the Mahaiaja of Gwalior. 


Opinion of*His Highness tho Mabtaka-ia of Jeypoor, O.C.S.J. 

After carefully considering the nature of the evidence placed before the* Commission in 
regard to the offences imputed against His Highness Mulhar Kao Gaekwar of Baiuda, T have 
the following remarks to submit 

The statc^miints made by Amina Ayah and several other*Residency servants ostablish tho 
fact that sums of money, had actually been given t,o the Ayah and to other servants of tho 
Kesidency at different times, by (jrder of H is Highness tlie Gaekwar. These sums of mtmoy, 
however, do not appear to liave been giv<m out of any motives to tamper with the Kesidency 
servants foj* improper purposes, but simply as presents fretm the Gaekwar, and siich aa are 
generally given on oocaaions of marriage and uation»d festivids. 

With 7*egard to the graver charge against the Gaekwar, Baoji Havildar states that ho did 
]»ut poison into Colonel Fhayre's tumbler of sherbet, as tho Gaekwar had instigated him to 
do, and that a packet of poison was handed over to him by Narscu Narsu says h« ha.! 
received tho packet from Salam, tho Gaek war’s sowar, and tliat bo mode it over to Baoji Havildar. 
On the otlior hand, Daxno^har Funt, the Gaekwor’s so-called Private Secretary, states that tho 
MaWaja had ordered him to .procure nrHonic and diamonds, and that ho had instructions from 
His Highno^ to give tho arsonic to Salam-aud the diamonds to Yeshwant Bo^ the Gaekwar's 




JfiKSdoK. Satara and Yesliwant Rao, who, according to.Damodhar Punt’s statement, are to be 
voj^ardod ns the connccliug links between hiinsell* and Narsu in the above atftur, were not 
^trodnonti bclbre the Corarnisaion, and there is no means of ascertaining whether they made 
any Hta-teiiients on the subject before the JBom})ay Police. Further, there is no evidence ns to 
ilieir having conveyed ])ackctH of poison from Uamodhar Punt to Narsu, excepting the l)ar6 
nssertions of the two siccomplicos l)amodhar and Nni*au. 

Damolhar Punt’s statement, as to liis liaving procured areenic and diamomls, is not 
ennfirmed by a-ny coiToborativft evidence. He says the diamonds were procured through 
Nanaji Vitlial, Darogah of the Gaekwar’s jewel department. Nanaji, it is stated, purchased 
them from Jlemchand FatU:hchand, tlie jewellers; but Hemchand declared before the Com¬ 
mission that diamonds were not purchased of liitu, though he liad submitted some for 
inspection. These, he says, were returned t<) him by Nanaji. Antniorain, who is a Karkoon 
in till.' (Jaekwa^j's State jewel n»oin, also stated before the Coiumissi<ni that the diamonds 
buidured by Heuiehaiul were not apju’oved, and therefoi*e i-etnmed to him. 

Nunulni Horah from wlioiii ar.'seiiic is said to have laicn procunsd was uut brought before the 
(’ouimission. It was liowever adirnited by Akbar Ali Khan Bahadur of the Bombay Polic.e in 
the coursi^ of his cross-cixauunaiion by Serj(!ant Ballontine that the B(jrali was kept in confme- 
nient. It is tlu^roffjre to bo inferred that the Borah was far from eonfirtiiing Damodhar Punt’s 
s(aloim'iit with regard b» the [jun’liase of arsenic. 

'flic several or f^Hicial meiuora!i<Ja, ju’oduced before the Commission out r»f the records 
of the. ]>rivate ollice umler Dnmodlinr Punt, do not show any specific sums of money having 
lieeii paid for <iiaiiionds, or for ]>uison t>f any kind. The sums mentioned in the yadtt were for 
giving leasts to Ih-ahmin.s and othercliaritablo and useful purf)OHes. There is sulKeient evidence 
fdso to jirovc that tiicse sums W(‘re acUuilly spent in such purposes. 

Damodimr Pin»t also mentions a Isd-tk* containing simie poisonous litpiid, pr(!]par(«l of “ large 
“ ants, snakes, and the mine of a black horse/’ This poisonous licpiid, according to I)aniod- 
har’s statement, was prepared by a Hakim, and sent to iJauKpdhar’s liousc through one 
(bjjaba, a servant of Khanvelkor, the Maharaja’s brother-in-law. Neither the Hakim nor 
Gujaba was plaecd in the witness-box, so it is unknown what these men ha<l to say. It 
appears from the above circumstances that there is hardly any statement of Damodliar Punt 
with regard to purclmsse* of ])oisons that has any ground to stand upon, exce))ting Damodhar 
Ihmt’s own evidence. 

Copp(5r is also mentioned has having been one of the poisonous ingreilieiits put into Colonel 
Phayre’s sherbet, l»ut no clue whatever can be (drtaiued as to who introduced it into tlie 
tuiu!>lcr of sherbet, nor is it detected by tlie analyses of Dirctors Seward and Gray. 

'.I’hc three witnesses, Damodliar Punt, Raoji, and Nai*su, w'hose testimony is eonsidored to 
form tli(5 basis of this givivc charge against the Gaekwar, are accomplices, and their evidence 
i.s not corrohorated by a single I’espeetfible witness, nor is their evidence aliogethei’ live from 
suspicion of falsobood. Moreovor, two of these accomplices made their .statoments umler 
promise of pardon. In (5onsideration of all these circumstances, I know not wlmt degree of 
importance to attfxch to their evidences. 

No tlocumeiitary evidence, or evidence of a convincing naluni, was forthcfuning from 
Damodhar Punt, notwithstanding his position as Private Secretary to the Gaekwar and the 
cuimnand he had over the rccoi’ds of the Maharaja’s private office. 

Kaoji and Narsu, the other two accomplices, who state they had direct intorcdursi^ with the 
Maharaja, n,nd they were asked by his Highness to jioison Colonel Phayre, Contradict each 
otlier ill sonic important points. For instance, Ilaoji 8taU‘M that the Gaekwar Iiad promisod to 
give him, as well as to Narsu, a lac of rupecjs each for ])oi 80 ning Colonel Phayre. Narsu, on 
the otlici* hand, exjjresses utte^. ignoraiieii <jf any such jiromise having been made by the 
Gaekwar. Another important statement of Raoji is .strongly contradicted by Peilro, and 
Raoji state.s, that packets of jioison were given to Pedro and Others by the Maharsja, and, 
while Pedro stoutly deiiies what Raoji allegfw, no clue can lie obtained as to who the others 
were. 

Bcsi<les the above circumstances, the facts elicited liy Serjeant Ballantine in tlie course of 
cross-examination of the witne.s8es, as well as the Jeatures of the evidence pointed out by that 
gentleman, are, in iny estimation, weighty and rlesorving <if consideration. 

For reasons stated alsive, T cannot persuade myself to believe that the Gaekwar was in any 
way implicated in the charge, notwithstanding the fact of poison having been found in 
Colonel Phayre’s tumbk?r of sherbet, and the uncorroborated evidence of the three accomplices 
—Raoji, Narsu, and I.)amodhar Punt. 

Ram Sing. 

BombaV, 27th March 1870. 


Opinion of Raja Stb D»nkar Rao, K.C.S.I.,—dated Bombay, the 26th of March 1875, in the 

case of M aharaja Mulhar Rao Gakkwar of Baroda. 

As to the attempt at poisoning, fro^i the wholo case as it came on before me, T am not 
convinced, as far as my judgment and belief go, that the charge is proved against Maharaja 
Mulhar Rao. No proof of the purchase of diamonds, arsenic, or copper, or of the preparations 
of the poisons, no use of tnonc}' (even/bf a rupee) in regard thereto, and no documont in the 
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f-aty, Damodhar Punt, became against him. Out of a large number of persons oonnoct^ witb 
the case, only three witnesses, viz., Baoji, Narsu, and Damodhar Punt, have given their 
evidence in reference t(^ the above charge. All these three difler in their statements. Daipod- 
hav Punt’s statement as to the purchase of diamonds is disproved by tlxe evidence of Hem- 
chand and Atmararn. He stated that he had not opened the packets to see the diamonds and 
arsenic. Damodhar’s name has not boon mentioned either by Kaoji or Narsu. is stated by 
Damodhar Punt hiinsolf, that he made his statement owing to the troubles he sviffered from 
his having remained in the custody of European soldiers for sixteen days, his object being 
to gf5t himself rid by making statements of some kind. The statements of Raoji and 
Colonel Phayro differ with regard to the putting in of the poison on tlio alleged dates. Uaoji 
states, that Im got thtj bottle from the Maliaraja, while Damodhar states that he gave it to 
Salam. Again, Raoji says that ho put the jwickets into his holt, while Damodhar dej)oscs that, 
in order to burn the pockets, Salam ran to Uaoji's lioiise, whore Raoji also followed. Raoji 
further says that the Maharaja gave th(j packets to “lV<lro, me, aii<l othel’s.” Pedi’o has 
entirely denied to have received any packets. Who and how many men were the "others?” 
Kaoji states that the Maharaja promised to pay a lakh of nipoes each, while >Jarsu denies 
this. From llaoji’s statement it apj)eai,s that he got the bottle alKuit a month and a half 
before the 0th of Novoml)or, whereas, from what Narsu lia.s stated, it seems that the bottle was 
got only a few days before that date. Narsu says "all the other servants caused Faiau’s 

name to be written down in the depositions, and 1 did the sanu;, tliougli J kiKJW it to bo false.'’ 
TIjo three witnesses having become against theii- iinistei-s, and two of tluuri having Injen 
granted a j»ardou, how couhl their statements he considered to lie tiustwortliy ? The evidence 
of Pedro, the butler, and Abdulin, the sherbet-maker (the Residency servants), and the non- 
productioij of Salam, Yeshwant Ilao, Khanwclkar, Cujaba, Nurudin Jioral), and tho Hakim, 
are in favour of the accuse<l. Further, it is far from fudief tltat th(5 measures for poisonirtg 
shmiUl have continuiid for a long time, ami in so o]>cn a manner. Such an act is done by one 
or two confidcntials, and n(»t by n- multitude*, and wluui a sniall (juantity of poison, if once 
adminisUfred would put an eml to a man’s life, there npp(‘ars to l)e no rciuson why it was 
given and drunk so repeat« <lly. ’J'hcse wi(b oilier particidars aro developed in the proceod- 
xngR, and the chief arguments of the able gentleman, Serjeant Ballantirie, are deserving of 
considemtion. 

As Higards the communication with servsints at night or day, it is not an important matter. 
'J'heir visits and retpiests for })reseiits on festive and marriage occasions, &>c., and tho ineans 
used trj secun^ tlie favour of the llesidont, as well as tlie procuring of itiforniations regarding 
each otluT (tho Prince and the Resident), are inntttTs in aeciinlaiiee Avitli the practice of the 
other Native Princes and persons, who liave connx'ction witli tho Residency. 

In concliisioih I beg U* Kiibiuit, that the chief points for cmpiiry being the attempt at 
jioisoning, and ccumiiunication with servants, 1 hav<^ expressctl my ojiinion on them as above. 

Dinkar Rao. 


No. S5 of 1875. 

Government of India, Foreign Department, 

PoiJTrCAL. 


To tlio Most Ilonorablo the Marquis of Sallsmury, llox Majesty’s Secretary of 

State for liidhi. 

My Lord Marquis, • Simla, tlio 22iul Aj>ril 3875. 

In our despaicli Nf>. 80 of tlic 15th insta-nh, wc rcvii'AVod tjn^ trajisnctious 
rolatiug to tlio Staiff of Hai-oda during tlie hist twD yx^ars. We informed your 
Lordship that, having carefully considered the opinions of tlu‘ Commissioners who 
were appointed to investigate into the truth. o)‘ cortnini imjiutations ngainst His 
Highness Mulliar llao, GackvTir, and to afford His liighness an opjxortujiity of 
freeing himself from the gnive suspicion v/hich attached to liim of having insti¬ 
gated the murder of Colomd Phayn% avc had arrivt'd at ihe eonedusion that the 
evidence was sufficient to sustabi the truth of thfisc^ imjxutations. 

2. We expressed our opinion that, even if wc could have honestly cDucurred in 
tht; opinion of those ComiuissioTU^rs who (considered that the imputations w(xe not 
proved, there must still rtimain a metst grave suspicion atiaelicd to Mulhjir liao, 
which, coupled with his cliaracter and anteiuidcnts, would, in our opinion, make 
it impossible to replace Jiim in power. We recommended, therefore, tliat he 
should he deposed and placed in restraint within British territory on a suitable 
allowance to bo provided from tho Baroda revenues. We (jxpressiid our opinion 
tliatthe fittest member of the Gaekwar House should be selected iu the room of 
Mulhar !^o, and that Jumnabaeo, the widow of the late Gaekwar, Khuu- 
dcrao, should be permitted to adopt tho person who might Ixi so selected. Wo 
added tliat^ in appointing a successor to Mulhar Kao, it vvas desirable that no 



alt<?.raiiojt sliftuH’l*c]&.t}ons between the British Govarament aad 
iho Slate of Baroda, 

We have since received a reply by telegraph to the message to your Lordship, 
in. which we load previously embodied thofie reoomraondations, 

3. Her Majesty’s Government have decided, upon our reconunendation, that 
Mulbar Bao, Gaekwar, together with his issue, shall bo deposed froin the Sove¬ 
reignty of Baroda, and have approved of all the proposals which we made for tlic 
ro-establishmcnt of a Native, administi’ation in tiuit State. Hear Majesty's Govern¬ 
ment, however, have resolved that, as the Commissioners were divided in opinion 
witli respect to the guilt of Mulhar B-ao, his deposition should not be Imsod, in 
the Proclamation to be issued, upon the eiupurj’ and report, of the Commission, 
but upon gcnbral grounds. Your Lordship added that, in tht^ opinion of Her 
Majesty s Governmimt, it was most desirable tliat the name of the person selected 
to 'suoeml Mulliar llao should appear in the same Proclamation in which his 
dc})()Hition might be announced. 

4. Wc (rart'fuUy considered the manner in which these instructions miglit best 
l)e carried iulo cffcci,, and wo have tln^ honor to enclose a copy of tlic Proclamation 
which have issued, and which av(' believe to be framed entirely in ac<rordan(rc 
with tlie intentions of ilt'r Majesty’s Government. 

o. Upon one point only w'(i.hav(^ been iinable to comply witli the desire of llcr 
IMajesty’s Governuumt. Grenier difficulties thmi wo anti(iipated havt^ arisen in 
re‘sp(K;t to the selection of a suitable successor to Mulhar Bao. Doubts as to the 
Icgilimaciy (»f one brancli of tlu' family liavo still to be solved, and, moreover, tiui 
sehiction 'of the individual who wwdd ho most likely to prove a good Ruler of 
the State of Baroda requires considerable^ (hdibemtion. The enquiries wliicli were 
netHissary must soon havt^ disc] 0 K(»d tlu^ decision of the Government to dcpr)S(i 
Mulhar .Bao, W(> had bo(‘ii informed by Sir Richard Meade that, if it was 
announced in the Proclamation that .lamuabacc'would bo permitted to adopt a 
])orson selected by us to sucoc(mI to tin? Sover<‘iguty of Baroda, the delay in making 
the seh^etion wanild not. be likely to do harm. We, tliercl'on?, considi'red that iJie 
iiiconvenionce of delay in announcing Uio decision of Govcrnnient u])on the dis¬ 
posal of Mulliar Rao would b(; greatiT than any that w'as likely to hp caused from 
tlui selection of his su(H!(‘Ssor not being announced in the same Proclamation as liis 
deposition. Wc regret the nect'ssity for this delay. For wo entirely agree Avith Hi'r 
Maj(^sty’s GoviTument that it would havi' been bitter if all the arrangements could 
have he(m nnnoumred at the same time. 

fi. We are well aw’^are. that the ntHicssify for prompt axdion rendered it, impossihle 
for Her Majesty’s Oovernnit'nt to await the rc^ceipt of tlu^ evidemu; and inqiorts of 
tlic Ooimnission before deciding upon tlie course of at4ion wdiich should be adopted 
in dealing Avith Mulhar Rao. T,hi* Fact bi'Fort! Her .M.ajesty’s Govcrnmiait at tlu^ 
timti was that the Commissionc'rs Averii eqiuilJy divided in opinion Avhetlurr Mulhar 
Rao had been proved to have instigat,ed the attempt, to poison Coloiud Pliayro, 
Although the opinion of those Commissioners AAho, (considered that Mulhar Rao’s 
guilt W'as proved was supported hy the Govemnumt of India, we can well uiidor- 
shind that H(^r Majesty’s Covemiment, in aenepting the responsibility of directing 
the d{?position of Mulhar Rao, should have desired to abstain from expressing any 
opinion ujion the enquiry until tluw w^ere in posst'ssion of the full matfsrials for 
forming a deliberate judgment. Wo are confident, however, that when Her 
Majesty’s Government, have had lindcr consideration the evidence which w<as laid 
Iw'forc the Commission, the reports oi' the Commissioners, and the Resolution 
which wo have recurded on the sn,bje<di, they will agree with us that the views set 
forth by tbe tliree Commissioners who did not consider Mulhar Rao’s guilt to have 
bce.n proved are uot sustained by tJie evidence. 

7. In making our' recommendations, Ave were fully aUve to the fact that the 

absence of unanimity amongst the Commissioners increased t,he difficulties of 
dealhig witli the case, but we did not cotisider that the circumstance of an equal 
division of opinion rpnderod it obligatory upon the Government of India to give 
the accused party the benefit of tlie doubt, as would liave been the case in an 
ordinory criminal trial. ; 

8. proceedings of the CoiA^issioners were not inbuidecl by us to be of a 
strictly judicual character, as is a]6parent upon the face of the public instructions 
which they received. It was thejr function to examine into the evidence, and to 
rop^ their opinions upon it; but wo hold it to be our duty to express a final 

linnri iViii iceimu -nrlii/'.lt nrol'r. 



not haye stiraortecl the opinions of majority, or even of the whole body, 
we liad considered that those opinions were sustained by sound and solid argumentif 
based upon sufficient evidence. 

9. The enquiry into the sliare of the Gaekwar in the attempt to poison Colonel 
Phayre differed materially, not only in form, but in substance, from an ordinary 
criminal trial! Little or no public injury is entailed^hcn an orffinary offender is 
restored to freedom after a trial which, although resulting in his acquittal by a 
jury, leaves him under a suspicion of guilt, or, in the terms of Scotch-liaw, with 
a verdict of not proven.” But the case of Mnihar Bao was different. He wjis 
the Sovereign of a largo territory, and, if restored to power, would liavc again 
become responsible for its government. The Government of India have intimate 
Illations with the Baroda State, for the proper conduct of which it is essential 
that wo should be able to eommiini(^atc with the Gaekwar in terms ot confidence 
and friendship. This would have been impossible so long as Mufiiiar Bao lay 
under grave suspicion of being concerned in a cowardly and atrocious drimc, not 
against an ordinary individtial, hut against the Bepresentative of the British 
Govemmesnt, whose functions invested him with the sanctity W'hicb, from the 
earliest history of the world, lias lieen attached by all nations to the person of 
Ambassadors. 


10. Although we havt; no desire to de!pr(‘ciate the value of the opinions ex¬ 
pressed by Maharaja Scindia, the Maiiaraja of J(iypor(‘, and Baja Sir Binkur Kao, 
we cannot hesitate to affirm that tlie conviction o! Sir Bieliard Couch (tlie Chief 
Justice ol‘ Bengal), Sir Uichard Meade, and Mr. Philip M(;lvill, that Mulliar Bao 
was guilty, coupled with th(', unanimous opinion wlm^h wts have expressed to tlui 
same effect after a cantul and prolonged re\i(!W ol' tlie case, must leave Mulhiu* 
Kao under a graves suspicion of liaving instigated the murder of Colonel Phayre. 

11. We had alv(!ady contemplated in our deliherai ions the. possibility, and even 
th<i jirohability, that the ComniissioiH*rs might he divided in opinion, or that they 
miglit not 1)0 able to arrive,* at any vei*y positive conclusions, and it was our 
deliberate ojiinion that only in the event of Mulhai* Rao having been abhj to clear 
himsijlf fully from tlio susjjicion which attaclicd to him sliould he be restored to 
power, and that, if in our jiulgmcni, he was not fully c-leariid, he should be deposed 
from th(^ Sovei*cignty oL‘ 15ai*oda. Our opinion to this effect wns communicated 
to your Lordship by tolegrtipli on the iritli of Mai'ch. We had, therefore, no 
hesitation in ai*riving at our conclusions after the receipt and consideration of the 
divi(h^d report. 

12. Under the instructions received from Her Majt^sty’s Government, it became 
no(i(^sary in the Proclamation deposing MuUiar Rao to omit all refereiKn; to his 
complicity in the nttem})t to poison Colonel Phayre. We luul no difficulty in 
accepting and caivying out tln'se instnudions, for wo w'^cre thoroughly convinei'd 
of the substantial justie-c of deposing Mulhar Rao. The ri'asons upon which his 
deposition was to he based we considered to he a point of secondary, though doul)t- 
i<‘.ss also of great, importance. Moreover, tin; grounds upon which Her Majesty’s 
Govemmout have bas(id their decision appear to us to he amply sufTn'icnt (.o jusiiiy 
the actioji wliicli has Ixicn taken. We have revioAvc^d Mulhai* Rao’s conduet siucti 
the report of Sir Richard Meadt^’s Commission at thc^ close of 1873, and wc }>ro- 
posc to transmit to your Lordship by the next mail a siafcenioui of tht> principal 
circumstances which Jiave, in our judgment, greatly aggravated his prtwious mis¬ 
conduct. Several of the most serious of these eirciimstane(;s liavc cither (Mjcurred 
or been brought to our notice subsequent to the suspousiou of MuHmr Rao in 
January last. 

13. In accordance with ibe 22nd paragi’aph of our despatch of the 15th of April, 
we liave the honor to enclose, for the information of Her Majesty’s Government, 
a copy of the Resolution which we liave issued, containing opr opinion upon the 
report oJ‘ the Commission. 

Wc liavc the honor to he, &c. 


Proclamation. 

To AIX WHOM XT MAY CONCERN : . ‘ , 

His Highness Mullior^Bao, Gaekwar, was suspended from the oaceTCise of now^, fwid 
the administration of the Baroda State*, was tempoi-arily assumed by the British Qoveimmttnt, 
in order that a public enquiry mi^t h& made into the truth the imputation High¬ 

ness had instigated an attempt to poison Colonel A Phayre, C.B., the late 


British Governinont at the Court at Baroda, and that every opportunity should be given to 
His Highness of freeing himself from the said imputation. 

Tlie proceedings of the Commission having boon brought to a close, Her Majesty*s Govern¬ 
ment have taken into consideration tlic question whether His Highness Mulhai* Rao, Gaekwar, 
shall be restorejd to the exercise of sovereign power in the State of Baroda.' 

The Commissioners being divided in ojiniou, Her Majesty’s (loveiTimont have-not based their 
decision on the enquiry or report of the Coiinuission, nor have they assumed that the result 
of the enquiry has been to prove the truth of the imputations against His Highness. 

• t 1 1 lt.l_ _ I.__ ___ X. xl.^. 



accession 

hi.s groas misgovernme 
necessary reforms ; having also eonsideivd the opinion t)f tlie Government ,of India that it 
would be dotrimontal to the interests of tlie ]>eople of i^aroda and inconsistent with the main¬ 
tenance of tli^ relations which ought to subsist between the British Government ami the 
Baroda State that Uis Ilighne.sR should be restored to power. Her Majesty’s Government have 
decided that His Highness Mulhar Rsio, Gaekwar, shall be deposed from the Sovereignty of 
Baroda, and that lie and his issue shall be hereafter preclu^lcd from all rights, honors, and 
privileges thereto apperbuning. 

Accordingly His KxccUency the V^iccroy and Governor General in CJouneil hereby declares 
that His Higlmeas Mulhar Rao, Gaekwar, is deposed from the Sovereignty of the Baroda State, 
and that he and his issue are j»rcchule<l from all rights, honors, and privileg(i.s thereto apper¬ 
taining.' 

Mulhar Rao will be permitted to select some place in British India, which may be apjn’oved 
by the Oovormnent of India, where he and Ins family shall reside with a suitable establishment 
and allowances to be provided from the revenues of the Baroda State. 

Her Most Gracious Majesty the Queen, in re-establishing a Native Administiation in the 
Baroda State, being desirous to mark her sense of the loyal »orvice.s of His llighm^ss Khnndcrao, 
Gaekwar, in BS57, has been ph^ased to accetle to the reijuest of bis widow, Her HighiH'Ss 
Juinnabaee, that she may be allowed to adopt some memb»;r of the Gaekwar House whom the 
Government of India may select as the most suitable; ])erRon upon whom to confer the S<»ve- 
reignty of the Barmla State. 

The neccssoiy .steps will occoi’dingly be immediately takeai to carry into (;H‘ectIfer Majesty's 
connuauds. In the meantime, with the coTisent of His Highness the Maharaja of Indoni, Sir 
Madava Rot), K.O.S.I., will at once procoiid to Baroda, and conduct tbo afbnini8trati(»n of iliu 
State as IVinn* Minister, under iristrnctjons wdiieli be will ri;ceiv(5 from tlie Goverjun* Generars 
Agent ami S])e.cia] (•ommissionor at Baroda. 

in coiifeiTing tlie Sovereignty of tlu^ Baroda State, no altm’ation will be rnft>de in the treaty 
ontjaffi'menm wddeh exist botwe-en the British Government and the GtUikwarvS of Baroda, and the 
new Gaekwar will enjoy all the privilege.*^ and advantages which w'lrn; conviyed to the. Gaekwar 
of Haroda in tlic Simnud of Bari (banning, dated tlio 11th of March 18()2. 

By Ollier of His Kxeelhniey the Viemoy 
and Governor General of Imlia in Council, 

C. U. AITCHISON, 

The Ibth April l87o. Secretary b) the Governniont of India. 


No. I10(i B. 

Rksolution. 

Read the following papers :— , 

1. Jfrtfclamation, dated HHji January lK7r>, suspon<ling Hi.s Highness Mullinr Rao 

Gaekwar ill order to enquire into the iuqmtation that he instigated an attempt to 

poLsoii the Briti.sh Uesident at Barinla. 

2. Notification, dated 15th February 1875, appointing a (kimmission to euipiire ink) the 

imjiutation. , . 

3. Official notes of evidence ana exhibits in the case (the vernacular documents being 

translated). 

4. Planted notes of tin^ aigunionts of (Jounsol. 

5. Joint Report, dated J31st Maich 1875, and signed by Sir R. Couch, Sir R. Meade, and 

Mr. B. S. Melvill. 

G. Se^iarate opinion by Maharaja Sindia, dated 27th March 1S75. 

7. Separate opinion by the Maharaja of Jeypoor, dated 27th March 1875. 

8 . Separate opinion by Raja Sir Hinkur Rao, dated 26th Mamli 1875. 

1. The documents which are above-mentioned as read, and which ai^e also appended to this 
Resolution, show the .stops taken in the enquiry relative to the conduct of His Highness 
Mulhar Rao Gaekwar of Baroda, and it will not be necessary here to refer to the particulars 
shown therein, exw^pt for the purpose of elucidating the conclusion about to be expressed. 
The Princes and Genfclomi’n who hive served on the Cominission of Enquiry have completed 
tlieir laborious task by submitting Hieir several opinions on «bhe case. It now remains for 
the Government of India to expre^ the conclusions at which they have arrived after full 
conridcration of the evidence, the afgumonts of Counsel, and tho various opinions entertained 



Oondi, ^ Bidhfird^ tnd Jin itiA^U im iE agreed^ M 
isfoiUy olEl^aiA^ to binu To repeat moat baisioi^ aMl aotii|IK|t^M^^ 

of thoae ioS^taiioDB, they fiikd <'that an attempt to 'pd&Btm GcdcsmI Fhayre tt4m %' 
“ peraffliB inetigated thereto by Hulhar Kao Qaekwar." V : < 

3. Tlie Maharaja SindU appears to assume that the eapi^oe of commmiioaticma^ 

the Galekwar and the servant of the Keeidenoy, and aUb ^^mt the actual adminMewtibn of 
poiaon to Oolond PhayrOi are j^roved, though ho does not e^tpressfy state those eo^tudmut 
But of the commonioations with servants he says, '‘as regards the oommunit^on with 
“ servants night or day, this is no matter of importance These visits: and teqoesta fbr 
" presents on marriage and other festive occasions and the means to secure the favour of the 
** Resident, as well as the ]fffocuring of information regarding each other, are matters in 
" aooordanoe with the practice of other Native Princes and persons who have connection with 
“ the Residency.” And he thinks that the connection of the Qac^war with the act of 
poisoning is not proved* His conclusion is thus stated: “ As to the attempt at poisoning, 

" from the whole case as it came before me, as £u: as my judgment and belief go, I am not 
“ convinced that the charge is proved against Mulhar Rao.” i 

4. The Maharaja of Jeypoor thinks that it is proved that the Gaekwar gave sums of money 

to the Residency servants, and also that poison was administered to Colonel Pbayre. Of the 
communications wltii servants he speaks thus: " The statements made by Amina ayah oikI 

several other Residency servants establish the fact that sums of money bad actually been 
given to the ayah and to other servants of the Residency at different times, by order of His 
Highness the Gaekwar. These sums of money, however, do not appear to have been given 
out of any motives to tamper with the Residency servants for improper purposes, but simply 
08 presents from the Gaekwar, and such as are generally given on occasions of marriage and 
national festivals” His Highness then proceeds to dwell upon various defects in the 
evidence, which will presently be noticed more at length, and concludes thus; For reasons 
" stated above, I cannot persuade myself to believe that the Gaekwar was in any way impU> 
cated in tlie charge, notwithstanding the fact of poison having been found in Colonel 
Phoyre’s tumbler of sherbet, and the uncorroLK>rated evidence of the three accomplices, 
Raoji, Narau, and Bamodbar Punt.” 

5. The opinion of Raja Sir Dinkur Rao is almost identical with that of the Maharaja Sindia, 
and need not be stated more in detail here. 


0. No one of the Commissioners suggests that the poison could have been administered by 
any other person than the Residency servant Raoji, aided by his superior Narsu. 

7. If the matter were simply left to stand uprm the opinions given by the Oommiasioners, 
it would follow tliat the Gaekwar, having had the opportunity afforded him to clear himself 
from the imputations made against him, has not cleared liimself. Three out of the six Oom- 
missioners who have entered upon the enquiry are of opinion that he is proved to be guilty. 
Now, when three gentlemen, of great experience in the ways of this country and in weighing 
and drawing inferences from evidence, unite in an opinion condemnatory of a person into 
whoso actions it has been their duty to enquire, and that opinion is not set aside by superior 
authority, it is impossible to say but that there must rest at least a grave suspicion on the 
person so condetnned. 

8. But the Government of India do not think it right to leave the luatter an it stands on 

the reports of the Commissioners. The Commission was not a judicial tribunal, but was 
appointed for the purpose of infonning the mind of the Gktvemmenb of Tn<lia by enquiry and 
report. Even bad the Commissioners been unanimous, the Government of India would have 
thought it their duty to examine the matter for themselves, to form and pronounce an opinion. 
As the Commissioners are at variance with one another, it is due to them, and to all parties 
concerned in the matter, that the Government of India should not only express theii' oou- 
clusions, but should also state the principal considerations Vhich have led them to form those 
condurions. ^ 

9. The opinions of tlie three Commissioners who have signed separate reports, the tenor of 
which hosneen stated, are founded partly on pointy of conduct or general Improbabilities 
affecting the evidence given by the witnesses against tlie Gaekwar, and partly on spedal 
points of inconsistency or infirmity in the evidence itself. The Government of India will take 
the former class of consideratious first. They propose to notice the main points of dispute, 
but not to give here a detailed narratioh,of tlie body of the evidence, for which reference must 
be made to the documents contained in the Appendix. 

10. In the first place then, it is to be observed that tlie intercourse which is proved to have 
fAlfftTi phme between the Gaekwar and the Residency servants was personal intercourse, 
carried on by night and in a secret way, and was accompanied by considerable gifts of money. 
This is proved by a number of independent witnesses, who speak directly to the fa<^, whose 
evidence is quite oonristent upon the main points, was unsuaken by cross-examination, apd 
wh^ it could be tested by reference to External facts, such as the obmracter of the building to 
which thw were taken, toe reobUeotions of the persons who, took tliexp there, and the rapfti- 
lactione of the persons who were privy to the payment of money, was found U> anewpr to uie 
tesh Thei» ia no counter-^jd^enoe on these points. Indeed, the Gaekwar himseMdcos not 
deny the &cia. He has pair jua a earefuUy worded statement in which he say^^i^ iliai he 
did hold personal intercoutBe with, or t^t he did not cause monepr to pe^^jpaad to> 

seryauts, but only that be did not w so for the purpose of getting ii4;||ination. 




. . 

ai^ iHiggeptu^ ^ii^lfeee MHeitloa .^^I'ftac^ tbftS iha$ lMa^‘Aatoa|ri W I>i^ ^ 
vhicii iras Admixii^ Pkayii^f^ UMKt a^ 

matter. •■ ..-r ? ■ ,■ . ■;■ ' ^■■•'■'••*-:i-‘'?'•><!{' . 

12. Zt appeani:&fi& .to &oX£k>v«rnm^ o£ lixdiU svi^Kiae jaata MwAa i i Jl^id.(ibe 

posMibSll^ df'<mtr4dMDQ>tM«o^ ponit#^: drat^ that tha Gw^war «ltt 
ooirnwia(niW<iaa'^naed onlby night with>five aerragts omplojed at tlm tkatilie 

gavainioi>^>ta Baoj% Nar»u» and Amina, those eervante: aaod nooDi^ 

attempt tifraa made to admanister a &tal dose of poison to Colonel Fhayxie hy. tl^ ageim3M9£.;two 
ofthosaaerwitB, Raojvasxd Narsu. And tbe^ do not collect tnat ahy.onesof urn |li^ 
GbrprfiiiaMCT ieriiiv-a^n - hjivH signed .Bepai'atQ.>’T8po^tB> me^ns to dissent from eitbea ol tdiwiQ iv'o 


prepositions; tiiongh tb^ assent «hae not been expressed in so mamy terma 
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IS. Now, iha^proof of these two points carries the case a vciy long way. TheHgMat diiB' 
cttlty at tiio outset was the antecedent improbability that such a personage M the Oa^rsnsr of 
Baroda should carry on frequent secret pemnal intoroonrse by night witii a number of 
Bcsidency servants. When it becomes clear that he did .so^lhe only* question'is whetto^^soch 
interoourse is wholly disconnected with the acts which those servants did, or/sdAther ihe acts 
were the designed outcome of the intercourse^ And on this question the antecedent im]moba' 
bility is all the other way. No motive whatever has been assigned for thenction of Ea^ and 
Narsu, except the motive of earning reward from the Gaekwar. And it is mich niore 
probable that the two s^es of proved phenomena, whicli have been mentioned, should bo 
connected as cause and effect, than that they should be wholly independent of one anotbeat ' 

14. It A indeed true that the three Oommissioners who have signed separate reporter treat 
the Ga^war's intercourse with the Besideney servants in a very l^ht manner. Their opinions 
have been set forth above in paragiaphs 3 and 4. But whatever the custom may be at otiier 
Native Courts, the Government of India tiiink that these opinions must have been written 
without due consideration of the facte which actually appewr in evidence against the 
Gaekwar. 

15. There is no evidence of any general distribution by the Gaekwar of ^fts among the 
Besideney servants on marriage or other festive occasions, such as, if made in moderation, 
might be of an innocent character. The evidence shows that gifts wen) mode only to certain 
servants with whom the Gaekwar sought personal intercourse, and that those gifts were, rela¬ 
tively the position of the servants, of veiy large amount. For example, a single gift to 
Baoji amountii to about four times his annual pay. The evidence therefore-points ^not to a 
mere desire on the part of the Gaekwar to gain the general goodwill and good offices of the 
Besideney servants, but t(* an intention on his part to bribe some of them fo the performance 
of important services. 

16. Moreover, it is observable that tlie Gaekwar himself seems anxious to disconnect himself 
from the very practice which the passage quoted from the report of the Maharaja Sindia 
ascribes to him, vrhile excusing it on the ground of its frequency, viz., payment of money in 
order to procure information. In his writfon statement the Gkiekwar spealm as follows' 

** I declare that I never personally directed any of the Reaidoncy servants to act aS'spies On 
the Besident, or report to me wlmt was going on at the Besideney, nor did 1 pver offeT'O^P oausi; 
to be paid any money to them for such purposes. ..; * . >. . * ^ . 

“ I say nothing as to the presents that may perhaps Imve been made to servants'of the 
Besideney on festive occasions, such as marriage and tho like. Infoiinatipn on trifling matters 
^ng OB both at the Residency or at my Palace may have been mutually oomBtunicatedy buit 1 
did not personally hold any intercourse with those servecuts for tiiis purp(!we ruor am^I person¬ 
ally oog^zant of any payments for the same having been made; nor did 1‘duthdtise smy 
measures by which secrets of the j^sideucy should be conveyed to me.** ' • 

17. Therb Is yet forther evidence that the payments Uiado io tile Besideney sertants Wbre 

transactions not calculated to bear the light. No entries of such payments were foUnd'iB Hhe 
Gaekwar’s private accounts. On the'other - hand there are a number of entrie^' rangii^ in 
time from tiie 24tb November 1873 to the 13th October 1874, almWing payments' of isiijge 
sums of money to SaJam and Yeshwajnt Bao. The payments purpM,tO ^ got^ adppfSed 
by those persons, but in point of fact the entries are folse, and nC Such gobds 'were 'Su^ied. 
Now Salam and Teriiwant Rao are the two oonfldentiri agents bf the GaekWar/t^'^hOse 
hands all the payments to the Residency servants were miitfo. then are from 

which payments could be made for any spetieb ef Seewt sCtriee.- 'The Gaektvar’# 
Secretory, Damodhur Font, says tW'^he Reridency servants wArepridbyBaesns cl sttfffifrxnds. 
He is no doubt 4 most justly sutpe^ted wBucSb; biit m this instanoe ne is only statia^^e 
natural inference to be d^wn from tlm doodment and drcum8tanceB,'a]id he fo'not cdntx^sdiiclied, 
as he mij^t most easily have-beenhalli he spoken frlsdy.' ...j m 

18. The question now to be ai^jed fr whe^cr^tlA etiieir'firidtinA ^tM adV^ooiffieetiM^^ 

if stoy, what oohxAation, beti^ till two pPjEhfo alrea^ 

hand, the font thali the Gaekwar ^wa| in stinbt'opmit^oaition: vmh 'ifolRl bf'lha’itbiifltey 

C^ ihB othiifr^lii^d, tiiefrrit tihat'tWbf 
ogeals % fffihinisforite 
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▼et^f'.mdfcnd ^v» not iMpIian B£»nf a' 

And^ a^d ia throwing ionooaat ' ThMi »: <|uit» jt 

am^lBiboito^iliegimtoflt^^a^ of tti^r et'v^denife and iniriiU tho greatoai oautira 
vi^i&R of those mo exasmne it. At the aaxoe tuue; it mutt btt 'Teinebiwi^ that direot^et^kleikee 
of ranfiiriota plots ie not ttftea procured except from atdompUbeo; aild tliAt to reject sttok 
evidnase iher^ly^on oOeibuBt of the source from whence itoomee, would *be oontraty to common 
McsiHBiand to universal practice, and would frequently preveilt the rlisooivary of :tT«tth. What 
ifl heoeaMryin such cases is to app]^ to the evidence given such tests as are uaiudly eflqployed 
as the touchstones of truth, and to require the evidence to withstand the tests much, more 
sevi^ely aaid figidfy than^if it come from an unsuspected tOaptib< ^ t . .c » 

iSO. throughout ihii’case it iii constantly to bo boime in mind that there are proved facts 
wbich rsquir^ ^explanation. < If 'we find secret inlaiguft at one end; and action at the other end, 
of a^sbries of transactions by the same persons, the presumption is that the two acre eKmneotedi 
and their coineideftse ought’to be explained iii some way; The Ckivemmentdf India then ask 
the ft>Uowing questions ' 

^ (a.™ by the witnesses (Vedible in itself ? 

(fe)-*-Ate the stories they tell consistent with themselves ? 

! a)-^AFe those stories tsonsistent with one another in essentials ? 

!d.>^When they mention external circumstances with which they can be confronted, are 
' ' the stcaies essentially consistent with those rircumstances ? And aare tliey essentially 
' ‘ oomustent with evidetioo given by independent witnesses ? - 

(^^^Havo Uie witnesses any interest in telHng the stoiy they have iold V 
(/)—It any probability shown that they have colluded with one another ? i ■ 

any probability shown that they have been tutored by eoine common authority ? 
{A)^Wa8 their demeanor under examination such ka to induce a belief in their truthfulnesa; 

^ or the contrary ? 

(/.)--Ha8 their evidence been boldly and confidently met by the party it implibat^ T . 

21 (a). There is nothing impossible or incredible in the stories told by these two witnoaseH; 
nor indeed, when the two cardinal points above«mentioner] have been once established^ is any 
particular related by them so improbable but that a reasonable amount of evidence may 
establish it. It may be asked why the (hiekwar, having secured the serviees of Baoji, should 
also seek to employ Narsn, and thus bring in an additional accomplice and ah additional 
danger. It is often difficult to say why, in preparing a plot, a particolor course has Ijcen 
taken instead of some other course which on review seems a more prudent one. But in this 
case an answer can readily be given. Baoji lived at the Oamp, Narsu was in the rity. 

The latter^ therefore, was a more convenient means of communication with the Palace. 
But* what is more important is, tliat Narsu was Rooji’s superior officer, and was usually in 
attendance in Gplonel Phayre’s verandah. It is cloar, therefore, that Baoji would have run 
very serious risk of failure or detection if the jemadar Narsu were not first secured. 

22 ‘(^). The Government of Imlia have faiM to discover any material inemisistenGy in these 
stories as compared with themHelves. A considerable period of time elapsed between tho 
eaaliest statements of the witnesses and their latest. They were subject^ to a rigid cross- 
examination by a Oounsol of the greatest e^L And yet they have not contradicted their 
first evidence <m any essential point. They arc uncertain as to dates, but evoiy person who 
hae to deal Vrith the natives of this country, at all events the uneducated ones, knows how 
hopeless it is to expect accuracy in such matters fW>m thekq,. and what a complete denial of 
jusrioo there would be throughout the land if testimrmy 'vm oousidered inorediblo on account 
of sach 'inaeouracies. Baoji shows that he was vaeiilaUng in conduct, but that is not. at aU 
incOEttiiStent wHh what we know of men working themselves up to commit wicked aelaous. 
There are’also portions of his sto^ which are obsoum, as for instance the episode of the bottle, 
whi<&' be isays he obtained Atom the Oa6icwax,'but 'Which be did not mention in his iimt state- 
AUsnt. But the substance of the story originaliy *old by each witnesfi remains intact. The 
sie<n^ ihteiwkwsv the ];>erso!iH who were'prmni at them, tho receipt of money, the requests 
tirade by the Gaekwar to poison Colonri > Hiayre, the conveyance c^'-the poison from- the 
Gaekwar to Rabji, the deporit of it in Colons T^yrek sherbet 'on the 'fith November'^ll 
these tings' stand ks thty did in the first instance. Nor do the Government of India observe 
that the Ihree Gomndsrimiere'^h^ haVfr^Signed separate reports menrion any contrswficrion' of 

48Wch tqiiafiy eertatoii^t^ Eit ln ihe edsesttal pednts tfah stories of the two^ witfiSBOBs uie 
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think thAt, &r fim st6ri«B ftbe, ih^se 

abs6Dc«of<K»Uuaiott!»WAett wIb witiwssei or crfttttorbig by ttiepolte^ - , 

24 (<2). Agftin, the Government of India find an amount of connetency bet’a^een these etorieH 
on the one hand and extenukl circnmstanoea and evidence oh the other, %faioh would ^be 
unlikely if the etonea were apt true. The witnesses are correct about the ehimcter of the 
buildW and room to which they say they were taken; the asserted payment of Rupees 500 
to Baojt is proved to have actually taken place; the evidence of his companions, and 
lOubhait'oorre^Kinds wiUi his statements al^ut his visits to the Palace ; the evidence of dhg|^ 
and the letter produced tallies with the assertion that information was actually sent by Ba^i 
and Narsu to the Palace ; the evidence of Jugga and Dalput corresponds with the dronm* 
stances mentioned by Raoji as attending the payment of the Rupees 500; the lavish expen¬ 
diture of Raoji is consistent with his having received large sums of money from some qoaster, 
and indeed waiv^he main circumstance which fastened suspicion u])Ou him and oatwed his 
arraat. 

25. One piece of external evidence is of so remarkable a character that it deserves lather 
more detailed mention. On the 9th of November, when ail Colonel Phayre's servants were 
put under examination, Raoji s belt of office was taken away from him and was hung up in a- 
room. On the 15th of Becomber the belt was given to another peon named Budhar. At that 
time nobody could anticii>ate the story that Raoji had to tell, or that he hUd any story to tell 
at all. He was arrested on the 22nd Bccember, and mode statements on the 24th and 25tb. 
It then occurred to Akbar Ali, the head of the Bombay Detective Police, that there might be 
some trace of some of the ])owdei‘s spoken of by Raoji, and he asked him where he used to 
keep bis packets of powder. Raoji said that he kept them in Ids belt. Budhar was sent for 
and came wearing the belt, which he had liad in his jtossession ever since the 15th. Budhar 
gave the belt to Akbar Ali, and Raoji showed him where he kept the packets. Akbar AH 
searched and found a piece of white thread and a jiackct of paper. He immediately called 
Mr. Soutor, the Police Commissioner, who was in the next room, and Mr. Souter took out the 
packet of paper and opened it The paper contained a white powder, whicli on being analysed 
was found to be arsenic. Dr. Gray states that in physical charaotom there are varieties of 
white arsenic, but that his examination of the powder taken from Raoji’s belt enabled 
him to know that it was of the same character as the arsenic which was found in Colonel 
Phajrre’s sherbet 

26. Now up to this time Raoji had not stated anytliing about a powder remaining in his 
possession. He had made a statement in which ho said that he had received ])owders on two 
occasions. On the second occasion he had received a single packet, the whole ooutents of 
which bo put into Colonbl Phayre’s sherbet on the 9th November. On the first occasion he 
had received two imekets, which he bad mixed, and ]mt into the sherbet on two or three 
days. When the packet was found in his belt, he recollected that he had not used the whole 
of one of the powdem—a point which he further explained in his exominatiem before the 
Commission. 

27. Now the only explanation wliich is suggested of this corroborative circumstance is that 
the whole thing was a plot of the police—a point which, the Counsel for the Gaekwar en¬ 
deavoured to establish. But he could elicit no evidence in liis favor, and the hypothesis is 
one which, if not impossible, is of the highest improbability. Why the police should have 
thought of producing a remnant of poison in the teeth of Kaqji's statement that he had used 
the whole; why they should have put into the belt pure arsenic and not mixed arsenic and 
diamond dust, which was the material said to have been used; how they came to pitch upon 
the very quality of arsenic used to is^ison Colonel Phayre; how they could have secretly got it 
into the Iwt which Budhar had continuously possessed fi*om tlie 15tb of December till the 
moment of discovejy; these difficulties and others besides must be explained befoie the 
hypothesis of a plot by the police can be made on even plausible grounds. 

28 (e). Have then these witnesses any interest to tell th(i story they have told ? Nobody 
luks suggested that either of them has any enmity against the Gaekwar, or could gain anything 
by his downfall. Raoji, it is true, had an interest to tell some story, because he was promised 
a pardon for himself if he would speak the truth. But his interest was to earn his pardon, 
and therefore to tell a true story; or if he told a false one, his interest was not to tell one in 
which a number of oUier persons v^ere mixed up by whom he could be refuted, nor one 
implicating a great personage with every means at his command for exposing the falsehood, 
but one carefu&y isolated from odier persons and from specific circumstances, so as to afford 
the smallest possible opportunity fur. contradiction, and one irapHoating only meaner people 
who could not so well defend tbemselves. As for Narsu, he spoke at the peril of his life. He 
was expressly warned that he would not earn a pardon. His interest was to be silent, or 
else to tell a story in which he should not be one of the principal Mstors in the commission of 
the crime. The oondiision on ibis Ipoint must be that if the witnesses have spoken fiilsely, 
they have not apokao M aooordanee irith their own interests, and that one of them has spoken 
dir^y against Ifi* own inter^ | 

99. It might have been Colonel Fhayre's strong feeling against the Ga^wwwas 

wail known te the Residency eervantfl^ and therefore that Raqp and Kama imht have 
that their accusarioh bf Uie Gaekwar frouM have been agreeable to Cdoael Rbayre^ . it is 
to be observed that ike aooasatkmlwu not brought forward while Cokmel was 




waMk Oohiitel bad been 

tbe ^ BaeidfiDt ^ ISaroda, whm no adwttager dcniM h$i^ hevti 

hta £kvo«r. Tfaia cdroixiiMtanoe aiombi&es viih othm to.«teow thai tih© omM^ooa 

not tbe outcome of any plot* bat were dae to thebripiowledge that enquiry h^ ait lpZ)^ 
got opOD the right traok* and that they had better give Umiaelvei up. . 

^ Bd (/). The euggeatioEE of ooUurion is refuted both by interaai and external evidmwa. / If 
ri^ae stones were fie^ous, agreed on W Raoji and Narsu, it ia hardly oonoeivable fb^ 
w^d not* especially waAex the stress ora skilful oroee*ex«mination> betray evidence of their 
origin. They would be found jarring with one another , on some essential pc^t* in ^mo 
imMoileable manner* or el^ agreeing in such minute particulars as are always the subject 
of difference when related independently by different persons. But the inferonoe drawn by 
the Qovemment of India from their consideration of the points of resemblance and difference 
between tiie two stories has been before stated. As regards external evidence* it is stated 
positively, and nowhere contradicted* that Booji and Narsu were kept apart from tKe first 
mrest of the former on the 22nd Bocomber; that neither was ever informed ol^ the statement 


of the other; and that when N^u was brought into Raoji's presence on the 23rd December* 
all that be was informed of Raoji’s doings was by means of Ri^ji's statement that he had told 
all up to hia neck, 

31 (ff') But it onay be suggested that the stories of Raoji and ^arsu are due to their having 
been tutored by some authority to whom they were subject—in other words* that th^ were 
invented by the police, Inde^ suggestions of this kind form a very prominent part of the 
axgument delivered on behalf of the Qoekwar. Tlie Gaekwar's Counsel attacked the characters 
of the police, from Mr. Soutar downwards* using even the expression that th^ had applied 
torture to the witnesses; and repeatedly sought to deliver himself from the difficulties of the 
evidence by attributing its origin to the police. The sole evidence which he was able to 


elicit in support of these attacks was that of the witness Hemchund, who was called with 
inference to a minor part of the case* viz.* tlie purchase of diamonds. He was one of the 
witnesses who were not kept under arrest, and by bis evidence before the CommissioDers he 
contradicted his original statement made to the police. To justify his contradiction, he said 
that his original statement was made under compulsion by Gujanund Yithul* one of the police 
officers* who even forced him to make a false entry in his books. Of this witness Hemenuud* 
the three Oommissioners who signed the joint rejiort say, that he contradicted himself 
violently* and that no reliance can be placed on his evidence generally. When before the 
Commissioners* ho denied his own signature, and falsely pretended not to uxiderstand any 
Hindustani, or even to know iliat such a language existed.. The thre^ Commissioners dis* 
believe that the compulsion he sp^iaks of was put upon him. So do the Government of India. 
It is sufficient here to say that his original aiatoment was not taken down by Gujanund 
Yithul, but by Mr. Souter, and that two days afterwards it was signed by Hemchund in the 
picsonco of Sir Lewis Polly, and that he made no remonstrance to either of those gdnflemen, 
though be mast have known at least Sir Lewis Pelly would afford him as complete and 
instant protection from Gujanund Yithul as the Commissioners themselves would. This 
circumstance, coupled witli the patent mendacity of the witness and his eagerness to dis¬ 
connect himself from every portion of the case* compel the Government of India to say that 


his evidence must be wholly set aside. 

32. But when Hemchund is set aside* there remains no evidence at all to support tlie 
suggestion that the police have invented any j)art of the story told by Raoji and Narsu, or 
drilled the witnesses. Wliy they should tbink of inventing such a story is not easy to 
understand, for tliey certainly could not suppose that by doing so they wero doing any 
welcome service to the Goveimment of India. Mr. Souter, Akbai- Ali, Abdool AU, and 


Giganund Yithul are all men distinguished in the service of the Bombay Government. 
Mr. Baliantino could elicit notliing to their discredit in cross examination* though in the case 
of Gujanund Yithul ho was instructed to make the attempt. AU were acting under the 
instructions of Sir Lewis Pelly, who would have taken instant and severe notice of any species 
of unfbirness. From the time of his aiTCst Narsu was not under the custody of the police* but 
under a military guard There is no evidence whatever to show that tlio police had such 
access to them as would have rendered it possible that an elaborate plot could have been 
successfully concocted and the witnesses instructed for their porfonnonce before the Commission. 
Moreover* the same, internal evidence which bears against the theory of collusion between 
Raoji Oiud Narsu, bears equally against the theory of invention by the police. Under these 
droumstanees, the Government of India think it a matter of moral certainty that the stories 
told by Roqji and Narsu were not the inventions of the police. Thev wish to express t^ir 
concurrence-.in the remarks which fell fiom the Advocate-General of Bombay on this subject. 
And they add that the groat reliance placed by Mr. Bal^tine on the resource of attacking 
tiw p^ioe unsupported an his attacks «re by any evidence, is to their minds a strong proof of 

th® weakueas of the case be had to support. ^ ., « ■ 

. (il). As regards the demeanor of these two men under examination, the Gownment of 

Iiidffa ffnd'no BOggestion even from the Qaokwar’s Counsel that it told against ,^em, "erhile 
tbs throe Oommissioners who have signed the joint rep(»t have piit it on record Narsu*s 
wuaimir iirnsrassed them fiavourobly. He cwrtainly was most^ poWuUy U Sir Dinkur 
BAtr;n ttuntwinaTn his own roligimi and one likriy to have grMt mfiuenbe ^tb huhand 
tbs of Mmt nrgeeioy* S0.l^ qs it cqn bejaatherod from writings was s^ as to give a 
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was but one tru^, and 'tkil trtith 'Wbieb.be hfld/tdjd-Jrr-; J' - ^•.:'.f'.j>'iY :i*>;i,#)r .isef 

'*By E^<)u^¥#a^ a4e)rvattt^of thiil^ B»y»3W^^^d4‘ tliel«ldt 

of visiting t^b Mn^f^nja ftoto the time of tha^revittai^ 'OainiiiMian or lwwoW, WErom'^ 
of the Ck»taiaMon 1 v^ tbe>Mahadi§a,^het not previn liineve^ need tioi^. 

befdw ^miderao except'in'Kut<Aieri?y with the SaMh. i ^ 

*' Have you neveir gmo to the Uabara^ Rhuhderao’a to a^ for Dossereh pwayte l i ofifl a ae 
mitnn^ SMara need to give rodents, but it wa» not euetoxahiy for the Durbar to pnatetia 
Hie Detvan Bao Sahib used to give diKictly, but the^ wae no auch custom in tlieJOurbaiV'* * e> > 
^' ■Wheiithe Maharaja instigated you’tO'poison, tins wAs a v^ bad ihing. Did you.'make^ 
arriabgemeiits for support oi* your family did noUiing. He said mcrofy l^'wnads 
what was said through Raoji 

** The Advocate-General objected to the interpretation. He said that what the witoesB «idd 
was: ‘Ho gave me a verbal assurance.* - ■'i'. 

*' Mr. Melvill—What the witness really said was, * He roiierl upon what the Mahargja aafidl^. 
'^ Sir Efinkur Kao—It is a vory'serious thing to poison one. Would anybody do auch'a 
matbirih Wyptesonco often or twelve'persons ?----Thero wore not ten persons. There vme' 
two of his'servantsand tw6 of (mrs. ' 

Was fhC quantify of poison used small or large, and was it administered three times 
my life I have not given any poison. A packet was given to me, and I was told to give it fy 
Baoji;and T gave itHo hm. The arrangements as to how much to use and not lay with 
Raojt 

^ Wha^ servants, said that accusations should > be made against Faizu ?—^No one said so. 
They paditioncd his name hi'the statements, and thor(jfore 1 also caused it to bo written. 

** ^ mentioned his name ^—Abdoola, Podro, and the Hamals—five or six persons 

altt^thor. . ' . .i- 

At the tot meeting the Maharaja called you a rogue. How then did ho come to trust 
you ifi hibh a ^oripus matter ?->-Raoji, Salam, and Yeshwunt Rao took me and they aeaured 
the Mitofyjh. ’ 

" Ate you a Hindoo ^Yea 

^ What is yUhr caste ?—A Telingan OamatCe. i 

" you Afraid of the Police ?—-Why ? Why should there be fear for speaking the truth.' 

*' Do you yourself Indievc that you are guilty ?—It is my bad luck; I also am concerned. 

“If you were granted a pardon, would you in the presences of (.lod tell the trutli ?—It is not 
because 1 may get a pardon that I tell the truth. Whether or not the Sirkar gives me a 
pardon, they arc my parents. 

** Mr. Melvill—That is not a correct intoi'pretation. What the witness said was: * If I were 
‘ offerefl A pardon, I would .speak the truth. I am speaking the truth now.' 

“ (Question rweated.) , . 

“ Witnoss—I know nothing moi’c than this, which is true. 

“ The Presidejit—Sir Dinkur Kao’s question, as I understand it, was, whether if the witness 
were (tfferod a pardon he would toll a more truthful statement than he is now giving. Repeat 
that question. 

(Question repeated by Interpreter.) ' 

** WitneBS—'VVWt was truth 1 have said. Beside that them is no other, truth. The Sirkar 
may kill me if they like. 

“By Sir Dinknr Eao—You have served a person thirty-fonr years, against whom yon have 
done bas^. Now, as you, if you wefe in the presence of God, state the truth. Do not be 
afraid. Whatever is in your mind state it without fear in the presence God have 
stated without fear what I had to say. ■ ' <' 

“The prCswlent (to interpreter)—i-Ptit the question in this way : * In the presence of ;God 
* win you tell the truth ? * 

" (QuCfction i^peited, bylttteTOreter.) . 

“ Witness—In the presence of Obd I fahvb stated what was the ttmib. I have not stated aai 
untruth, r have stated the truth. ^ - ,■ 

“Witnessthenfytircd.” ■' 

34 (i). It ^ema^ns to ia^ hoV^ the dVjdfence of these ipen has been met on the part of* thb 
Oaokvw^'The answer is that his advisto poferred to rely on disorepanciesv^ betbvben 
witnesses, on thew Infitmities df me^i^ pfi Improbabilities, and on attacks upon the agonta 
of the Gpyernm^t, instead) of btinj^ng'fqrwaVa the persons who, ifcharges waSmtiikA 
Goekwar wto ^dse, botdd m topM'c 'dfem'by'^rbet evidence. 

tqld ^^y and.^arsu. as well as by tfie ayah Amifilii the several other Tritnnaafii whu 
prqke the md^ Salhm^aiM) YeshwaniRac^^who ^int^^ 
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meiii s Bnfc^ toe GMkwsr itoa idifibrea^ LHe: to 

otoeni eaa t»Dly kfiibr ^vidMitoK wtot tola trdto is; axul >aK>w» toto 
Uii^iTO to SBlBm’ejid;VeiibWBZili^ Bso. JusoordiBg to lUs saas toe tratli is toftt tooT^ snis^'AO 
plot in the palaoe a^xutt Colonel.Phayiie^s^ that Snlam tond .Yeshwant Bao ktowtoe^ as 
^t^ell oo iiu^^ my toen^^ece ixot these into called hpon to say whati was at totol toe 
rigiitoevs thing ead .toe^ totog inort tovantagecms^^ ttomsel7«B and to the toaetci* ttoy 
ai^vto?-^:>^l%o>i)eaBaawasmgtt Oounsel are that ^ He {toe £hiekwr) oannot teU, and 

** his advisers are unable to Biggest with any certainty, whetoer^ these into' avs 'to ave; not 
aoOtimplieeB with Bamodhur Bunt,^' and *' that they Woukl have oome out of -a castody'&om 
vhldh nothing could bo safe.’’ If the second of these r^ksons is meant to be an addition, to 
toe numerous suggestions of cons^raoy by toe Police, it is founded on an ejtor in. foct. 
Yetit rCan hardly have been-meant to suggest that the military also are parUes to a plot 
against'toe Qaektor. But the reasons may be left to speak for themaelveB. The Government 
of India have no hesitation in saying that the refosal on the Gaekwtos part to toll-upon Sfdftni 
ttnd Ttohwant Hao to come forward to speak the honest truth, and to confound Bacgi, Narsu, 
and the Otbers, lends a strong probability to toe truthfulness of the ohaigee against him. i- > 
S5. It is next to be seen what support the eviitence of Kaoji and Namu reoeitoe finm 
independent witnesses, so for as it relates to the actual instigation to poison. It must he 
retnSmbered tliat so for it relates to interviews with the Gaekwar and the receipt of mon^ 
from him, it has received ample support of this kind. • . 

• 86. it receives some material support from the ayah Amina, an ignorant and timid withess. 
but one against vdiose trutbfolness no imputation can be maintained. At her' last uzterview 
with toe Gaekwar, which was pn)bably during toe latter part of October, toe sdb^t of 
matoinations against the person of Colonel Phayre was broached, lb does not seem thfit 
poison was mentioned, and it is not clear, nor perhaps is it very material, whether- or ao toe 
witness thought that poisrm was hinted at under the expression of a charmor of **-8ome- 
" thing btdng given.” What remains certain is that some physical opc^ration on <kd(mel 
Phayi^ for the purpose of producing cither a physioal or a mental effect was spoken of, that 
Amina was thoroughly irightened, that she warned the Qatowar not to make attempts agldnst 
Colonel Phayre, for th,at if he did so ho would bu ruined, and that she went away and neve^* 
i-etumod again. 

B7. Amina is con'ol»oratod by her husband Sheikh Abdulla, who says that she told him 
on toe following morning that the Gaekwar bad enquired if anything could be given to those 
people to bring about a union between the hearts of himself and the Salieb, and that she had 
warned him against giving the Saheb anything to eat. By the expression. *Hhe Salieb 
Colonel Phayre is meant. 

' 88. Nor must the evidence of Damodhur Punt, the Gaekwnr’s private secrctaiy, be forgotten. 
The j>OBition of this witness is very unBatistactory, for he i» by his (ivm account a guilty 
ftocomplice, and he spt>ke under promise of pardon and, as he says, because he was weary of 
confinement. The three Oommiasionors who have signed the joint report have accordingly 
dealt cautiously with his evidence, which however they think to be probable in its essential 
points. The Government of India think it right to give the utmost weight to the drawlmoks 
this i&videuoc, and not to use it except when it receives sotftc support from other evidence. 
But after allowing full scope to doubts, they find a substantial correspondence between the 
story told by Damodhur Pun^ and those told by Raoji and Narsu, of which he was in 
ignorance; and itl addititm, there are two ^eoific instaflees in which Damodhur Punto'fi story 
is ooytobototed by trustworthy extrinsic ovidwiCe, 

^ First, Exhibit Z.<is an undoubtedly genuine document, find that shows that, as early as 
toe'4to October 1874, arsenic was wanted by Damodhur Punt for some purpose* and toac he 
iille^ itto be required by the Gaekwar. The arsenic was not given out, because a written 
order coiild not be, or at all events was net, obtained from toe QaekwaT for toe purpose. It 
is 'impossible to suppose that an aUeg^W appeaaring on tlus document upon the 4tli October 
was any part of a plot against the GatoWar, Exhibit Z. requires some e^lanation, and none 
been given except tout of Damodhur Punt, viss., that too Gaekwar did actually erdto him 
to got some arseUic. - ’ 

. -4a Secondly, Nanigi Vithal, the keeper of the jewels, a witness not implicate in toe plot 

;Ph«yrei shoWs toati some. Kttle time before the 26 th'Oetob^, diamonds were 
hot foron/ih^naty purpose, but, as was stated,for medito&aJ purposes; «'.to be itodc 
" ash^** as he toys*. ** for medicine.” He never kntor of such: a thing before. That thO Enlace 





to tove bOto •tomperud^^'^ and falsified so as to ooncaal some* transoetions with 
.ds about' totoi tone,' to- ptoV«d by'BxhSbtt Tl., as' w:^aAn©d by the evidanto 4*f toe 
ip Rhhwtowar and of l4aigi- Yitbal aud^ hfo^subordinato Atrtoh^ 

etotofoito tuquix« and ntoeis giveh entopt tout of Pttnt, 

kfi toh diathOfidsVfof^^toS purp^ bf 

^tJin-A > iaii* iUkti #lkA.'«i<*w»UiAak’nV'ttxlSciiiiA AillMriinrH. 


"totoh 




Itie three Jum signed ihe joint ' 

fhraier ie fiobeUo ilw latter is ppovm Tile 

attach Hindi importaiide to iheae points. It has never oeeoned iotboik tliat die Oaek#air 
could have had anjr ditleulty in procuring as much arsenic and aa many dianumda ae he 
wished, nor do they eoppoee that their legal advisem would have spmit My pahm in'proet^g 
evidence ^ euoh pmnto, only that Daurndhur Punt volunteered mfonnation abont them ae 
part of the stoiy he had to tdl. But the evidence of Damodhur Pont wae no part Of the 
evidence laid before the Government of India on which they directed this enquuy, and which 
they were advieeil would, if uniiliakon, warrant ccmclusions against the Oaehwar. 

42. The Oovetninent of India think it ri^t now to notice in detail the reasMs given by 
the three OommieflionerB who have signed separate reports, for thinking Uiat the evidence 
given by the witnesses on the diarge of poisoning is so far defective that it cannot be taken 
as proving the imputed to the Gaokwar. 

4S. The Idaharaja Siudia says tliat out of a large number of peieons connected with the 
case, only three witnesses, Raoji, Narsu, and Dam(^bur Punt, have given their evidence in 
reference to the above charge, and that all these widely differ in their statements. His 
Highness has, however, overlooked the evidence of Amina, which, as above shown, has an 
iin}>ortant bearing on this cliargc^. As to the witnesses all differingwidely in their statements, 
the Government of India liardiy know what diflferencos between Raoji and Naivu on the one 
liond, and Damodhur Punt on the other, are referred to. The differences between Raoji and 
Narsu do. not, as above stated, touch the essential points of their story. The circumstance 
that there are only four witnesses, or even only three, to give direct evidence upon a particular 
cliarge, does not make the evidence incredible or even weak. It must stand the test of a 
rigid examination, and if it does, it is not to be rejected because the witnesses are not 
numerous. 

44. The Maharaja then says that the evidence of Pedro and Abdulla (clearly meaning 
Abdulla the 17th witness) is in favor of tlic accused. Now the Government of India cannot 
see how the evidence of Abdulla bears upon the point at all. As for Pedro, he was inculpated 
by Raoji, and he denies all complicity in the plot. He therefore contradicts Raoji u|K)n the 
one point of his own complicity, and with which of them the truth lies cannot easily be told. 
He says nothing to implicate the Gaekwar in the attempt to poison, but in no other sense 
is bis evidence in favor of the Gaekwar. On the contrary, )ie confirms Raoji’s evidence so far 
os it relates to intercourse between the Gaekwar and the Residency seivants. He admits that 
he received money from the Gaekwar, not on the occasion of any festivity, nor for any appa- 
«rent reason, unless it was an inducement to him to visit the Gaekwar, which he was urged to 
do by Salam but says that he refused to do. 

45. Again, the Mahajam says that the non<productiou of Salam, Yeshwant Rao, Kh^velkar, 
Gujaba, Nurudin Borali, and the Hakim is in favor of the accused. There is a distinction to 
be taken between these persons. Nurudin Borah is a vendor of drugs, and Damodhur Punt 
alleges that the arsenic employed to poison Colonel Phayre was procured from him. Nothing 
is alleged against Nurudin Borah’s innoceifce in the matter. The only point to which he 
could have spoken is the purchase or non-purchase of arsenic by Damodhur Punt. Now it 
lias lieen above stated that this matter of the purchase of arsenic was a portion, but a very 
immaterial portion, of Damodhur Punt’s statement. That statement was given in its integrity, 
and for what it was worth, His assertion that he purchased arsenic of Nurudin Borah is not 
sustained by any other evidence. Nurudin Borah sliould have been called upon to prove it if 
that had been laaterial, and as he was not called, tlie Gaekwar is entitled to the lienefit of the 
observation that the purchase has not proved. Beyond that the non-production of 
Nurudin Borah does not affect the case. 

4C. The cose is very different with respect to the other witnesses. It hae been aU'eady 
shown how it stands with respect to^alam and Yesliwant Rao; that the inference from their 
uon-appeoraneo is that the Gaekwar, who knew exactly what they could truthfully say, was 
afraid of it. The same observations, though in a far minor degree, are applicable to Khon- 
velkar, Gujaba and the Hakim. These witnesses could only speak to the minor question of 
the procurement of the materials for poison. Tliey were in intimate connection with the 
Gaekwar, and are sll represented by Damodhur Punt as accomplices in the plot against 
(Vilonel Phayre. If he has spoken untruly of them, thqy might have most effectually con¬ 
tradicted him, and the Gaekwar knew whether or no they could do so. 

47. Then the Mahastija Bindia feels a difficulty because the poison was given in smi^l 

quantities, and the transactions extended over a long time. The first observation that occurs 
upon this is that the difficulty about thS quantities applies oUo to any other theory which may 
be fmmed to account for the undoubted 'fr«t of the poisoning; foi* it is pretty clear tlmt amall 
doses must have been administered to: Colonel Phayre before the large dose the 9th of 
November. But the mode of operation is explained natuzuUy enough by Baoji’s fear of .pro- 
du(^g a sudden effect, which he tliousht would lead ,to his detection. The length of time over 
which the whole .traiuaactions exteoM is not lUicarately asoertainal^ beoause t^e 
begimung is not fixed gyeotest Ji^tude consistent with the evidenoe, the 

time ^tends over some six or seven and that^doea not seem a long time fora,piwa 
vetpiring much contrivance, the wait^i^ of opportuidtieB, end an allowance for the fiulm of 
agents, such as Raoji states to have ocf^^red twioe wiHi himself. 

48. •TIpa.it is o^i^rved that there is fio suffioieni proof of the purchase of atess^ 



it hw 4V»adHU^i liw uBis«oemftxy it ia 

pffrohMe.. 4^ aa for pi^m wg^ by tWX^oekwWi it b &ot Hkdy 

should be forthcoming in sueh ft Oftso. Certflinly the Qovernment of Indb did not «3$ACt 

find ^y. 

4^. The oMeetiona to t|ie evidence wkich^are felt by the llaharaja of Jeypoor and Sir Dhdcnr 
lUo, do not differ in principle from thoie felt by the Malmr^a Sindia^ and moat of them hAvo 
been idready obaerved on, but a few additional daUub are given, in which it b thought thAt 
some important objections to the evidence are to be found. n 

51. The Maharaja of Jeypoor thinks it important that Raoji should have stated tltat th# 
Ooekwar prombed him and Narsu a lakh of rupees each, while Karen only mentions indefinite 
prombes of reward. Now, this b exactly one of those discrepancies which appear to the 
Qovemment of India to preclude the supposition that the stories of these two witnesses are the 
result of collusion. The essential point Ls that a reword was promised. The nature of the 
reward may easily have been stated dlffei'ently to, or have been understood differently by, each, 
especially as it is stated that both Salam and Yeshwant Rao took part in the conversation. 
But supposing the story to haVe been ogi’eed upon between the two, or to have been invented 
by sotno third person and taught to the witnesses, it is very difficult to conceive that so obvious 
and simple a point aa the promise of a lakh of rupees would not be dwelt upon, or that one so 
easy to remember would not have been faithfully reproduced when they came to deliver their 
evidence. 

52. Tire Maharaja of Jeypoor points out truly that the yads produced out of the records of 
the private office under Damodhur Punt, do not show any specific sums of money having been 
paid for diamonds, or for poison of any kind. He proceeds as follows: “ The sums mentioned in 
** Uie yads were for giving feasts to Brahmins, and other charitable and useful purposes. There b 
" sufficient evidence also iff prove that these sums were actually spent on such purposes," The 
Government of India hardly know on what view of the evidence respecting the Bxhibit Tl., • 
the general bearing of which has been stated above, this opinion of the Maharaja is based. To 
their apprehension, it is proved that a number of fictitious entries were made in the Gaekwaris 
accounts, in order to cover payments the nature of which It was desired to conceal. And it so 
liappens that the particular [)ayineDt now s|)ecified, viz., that payment for a feast to Brahmins 
mentioned in Exhibit Tl., is tlie one whose false character is sliown by the most unassailable 
evidence. For the Brahmin himself who is named in tlic entry as the recipient of Uapees 
:b632-13-3 in December 1874, was called and proved that no such money was ever paid to him. 
He pointed out the difference between an entry of money really paid (Exhibit x 1.) and tbe 
false entry Tl. And it so happens that the sum mentioned in Tl., is the oxaot equivalent 
of the .sums mentioned in Exhibits Rl. and SI., and paid to Konaji Vithal, tbe Superintendent 

* Tho three ComniifwionrrM who have Hi^noci of tho Jewel Department.* It wos evidently thought 
the Joint rets>rt ,hRve fallou into an arithmetical desirable to get rid of these sums by some £^e state- 
error on this point. ment in the accounts. This entry then, whicli semns 

satisfactory to the Maharaja of Je])poor, seems on the contrary, to the Government of India, to 
be one confirmation of tlie evidence of Damodhur Punt, as is stated above in paragraph 38. 

53. Again, the Maharaja of Jcy[K)or says that copper is mentioned has having b^n one of 
the poisons administered to Colonel Phayre, and that it was not detected by the chemical 
analysis. But that is not according to tbe evidence. All that appeal's on that subject is 
that Bhow Poonekar, speaking from mere hearsay, told Colonel Pha 3 rre that copper was 
administered. 

54. The Government of India do not understand on what grounds the Maliaraja of Jeypoor 
should say tliat there were no means of ascertaining whether Salam and Yeshwant Kao made 
any statements on tho subject before the Bombay Police. If either tlie Qaekwar's Counsel, or 
tbe Commisaioners themselves desired to ask any question on this subject, they certainly would 
have been answered both by the Police Officers and by the men themselves. 

55. The only points added by Sir Dinkur Rao ai’e some discrepancies witli respect to dates, 
on which some general observations haVe before been marie, and some comparisons between the 
evidence of Rooji and that of Damodhur Punt, in wliicli, though the witnesses speak to different 
occurrences, and though it may be said that the two narratives wlien put togetnor do not make 
up a complete whole, but leave something untold, the Government of Indi^mil to'see any con¬ 
tradiction at all. 

50. The result then is that, notwiimsiOnding tho doubts entertained by the Maharaja Sindia 
and Sir Dinkur Rao, and the more positive opinion of the Maharaja of J eypoor, tho examination 
of the evidence by tho Government of India leads them to concur with the three Commia- 
sioners who signed tbe joint Report, that it bears on its face a tnistworthy character, and con¬ 
tains no such contradictions or obscurities as would justify them in disbelieving the witnesses 
pn their own showing. Counter-evidence, it lias been already stated, there is none; the 
Gaektrar*s advisers have refrained from calling upon his agents to attest his ixmooenoe. Sis 
Counself at the close of his argument, boldly maintained that it was not for him to make out a 
case on behalf of the Oaekwor. The Government of India think differently. One of the main 
olgeets of the enquiry was to afford the Oaekwor an opportunity of freeing himself frnm the 
grave suspicion whiem attached to him. The Government of India think that it was for the 
Gaekwaris advisors to make out a case, if they could honestly do it, to rebut the strong evidence 
brought against him, and cannot aee any ground for their refusal to do it, except their inability, 
Neither is there any oounter-Hiepry to explain the evidence before the Oomnamon, It is true 

IS 




^ authoTS to pQison. ^Ifait thez^ is 0ot a pwftiole of evidence to imp* 

pcftf oit}^ t»ugg69j^lony:WQ4 juMbly dismissQd in veiy brief twioi by if^e three Cto minift - 

sionei-s who have signed the joint E^rt. 

57* It,is th^relbie wi^ .great regret that the Government of India are compelled to express 
their decidied opinion that all the offences imputed to tlie Qaekwar previously to the enquiry 
have been sustained, upon the enquiryi and that he did instigate Kaoji and Narsn to administer 
poison to Colonel Phayre. 

Ey Order of the Oovemor-Ueneral of India in Council, 

(Signed) C- IT. Aitohison^ ■ 

, Simlay) Foreign Department, Political. Secretary to tlie Government of India. 

.* The 2lst April 1875. 


No. 91 of 1876. 

Government of India, Foreign Department, 

POLITIOAL. 

To the Most Honorable the Marquis op Salisbury, Her Majesty’s Secretary of 

State for India. 


Mt Lord Marquis, Simla, the 29th April 1876. 

In our despatch No. 86 of tlie 22nd instant we informed your Lordsliip 
thht we had reviewed the condutd. of Mulliar Rao since tlic report of Sir Itichard 
Mcade*s Commission, and that we should transmit to your Lordship, by next mail, 
a. statement of the principal eirconistanccs which liad, in our judgment, greatly 
aggravated his previous misconduct. We observed that several of the most serious 
irf those, circumstances bad either 0 (ieurre<l, or been bi'ought to our notice, subse¬ 
quent to the suspension of Mulliar Itao in January last. 

. 2. Your Lordship will remember that Sir Ricliard Meade’s Commission closed 
its proceedings on the 31st DecemlRu* 1873. 

d. The fiirst matter of impoi’tance connected witl* the conduct of Mulhar Eao 
after that date was his mairiage with his mistress Luxmabaoe. This marriage 
was, in pvery point of view, highly impropfir and discreditable to Mulliar Rao. 
Npt only was the caste of Luxnuibaee unsuitaldti, hut her antecedents were of the 
most questionable character; indeed ajiplication was made to the Government of 
Bombay by a person who claimed Luxinabae(^ as liis wife, and urged that her 
marriage with Mulhar Rao should be prohibited. In consequence of these 
circumstances the Resident, Colonel Phayre, was insti*ueted by the Government 
of India not to he present at the marriage. Mulhaf Rao was informed by Colonel 
Phayre ’that he liad received these instructions, but 1i(i mwertheless addressed 
Colonel Phayre in exceedingly improper language 0 )x tlie 7iiv May, and subse¬ 
quently forwarded a complaint to the Government of Bombay of Colonel Phayro’s 
proceo^gs. The Government of India, on being made acquainted with what 
md taken place, observed that Mulhar Rao appeared from the correspondence to 
have acted in this affair with ^ravo impropriety. We noticed with much dis¬ 
satisfaction the tone of, and tluj expressions contained in, His Highness* letter of 
the 7th May to Colonel Phayre. We said that any repistition of such language 
would be very seriously noticed, and that the Resident should he instructed to 
^port at once H at any time he should not be treated by the @a<jkwar or his 
Ministers in a nwiner suitable to his position as tlu! Representativo of the British 
Govtsnunent. * ^ 


^ 4. The next matter which came under our notice was the complaint made by 
Ruokmabaee, the youngest widow of Khunderao, Gaekwar, that her life was 
in danger in oons<^enee of the manner in whicli she was treated by the orders 
of Mulhar Rao. We thought at first that her statements were exaggerated^ and, 
being very reluctant to interfere in any differences between Mxilhar Rao and the 
members of IJic Gaekwar Family, we simply, requested the Bombay (^vemment 
te histruct Colonel J^haym to ta|e aju opportunity v of rejafesenting Ruokmabaee’s 
complaints to Midhar Eao> aid suggeaii]^ that it might be desirable, for the 
purpose of avoiding any iuisaplmhonsion as to her tr^tment, that provision 
Bhomd be made for her away ^ from his Palace. We, however, subsequently 


received a 


virL 


report from Dr. Lewis, the R^^dency Surgeon, who had seen Buck- 
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jectod. Bdad^ ht ti^' i^>&k l^iel^rd M«)^0*« 

Mtilhar Eao*B “ harsh and severe treatment bf Ms pi^e<^6i^s rcdal^^ 

** {perhaps the greatest blot on his character,” thought it ne>oessary to req^st 
the Government of Bombay by telegraph to address Mulhar Bao, apqtiaintin^ 
him with Dr. Lewis’s opinion, and sapng that we considered the matter to W 
serious, and that we should hold Mmhar llao rroponsiblo if, ate the receipt of 
this opinion, Euckmahaee suffered further injury by bis refusal to allow her 
to ^it the Palace. The wishes of tlui Grovomment of India were then complied 
with; but it was very unsatisfactory that such a case should have ooourred so 
soon after the enquiry before Sir Eichard Meade’s Commission when similar 
complaints had been, in the opinion of the Commissioners, established against 
Mulhar Eao. 


5. Mulhar Eao’s marriage with Luxmabaee aggravated the differences which 
previously existed between him and his Sirdars, and was followed by discreditable 
quarrels between them. The reports whi(!h we received from Colonel Phayre in 
the autumn of 1874, after making every allowance for Colonel Phayre’s strong 
feeling against Mulhar Eao, showed that thtjre was considerable danger of a 
broach of the peace taking plaC('. in consequence of the discontent of the Sirdars. 
Upon one occasion an appeal was mafic to Colonel Pliayre for the use of troops 
in. support of the autliority of Mulliar Efio in a quarrel wliich appears to have 
had its origin in improper conduct on his part. The pay of the military classes 
was greatly in arrear, and the Rindhees and Arabs were fast getting beyond 
control, and might at any moment have hurst forth into open rebellion. It is to 
be observed that it was proved, when Sir Lewis Pelly had assumed the direction 
of Baroda affairs, that there were amide funds in the hands of the Gaekvrar for 
providing the arrears of pay. 

6. About the same time a tninsaction was mentioned under the term of the 
‘f Premchund Eoychund affair,” into which we did not think it necessary to 
enquire minutely, but from which it m^s apparent that some discreditable intrigii^ 
was being conducted by, or under the orders of, Mulhar Eao for the purpose m 
attempting to bribe high officials at Bombay. 

7. Your Lordship'is aware that we -(vore not satisfied with the manner in wMoli 
Colonel Plmyrc liad carrifid out his instructions at Baroda, and that wo thought 
lie did not sliow sufficient consideration to the G^iekwar in his communications 
and correspondence. We will, therefore, not dwell upon the highly adverse 
opinion which Colonel Pliayrci expressed on Mulhar Eao’s conduct, and upon the 
misgovemment of the Baroda State. But Sir lx>wis Pelly was an entirely ini- 

S artial authority, and when h<; replaced Colonel Phayre in December last, he 
escribed affairs at Baroda as being in a very critical condition. Although 
assurances had been given from timo to time by Mulhar Eao that he would carry 
out the reforms which ho had been retiuired by the Government of India to 
undertake, no substantial progress had been made. The condition of the culti¬ 
vating classes was represented as desperate, owing to over-assessment of the land 
revenue, while the differfsnees between the Sirdajrs and Mulhar Eao tliroatened a 
serious disturbance of the peace. 

8. Now, it must bo remembered that, although the authoritative advice of the 
Government of India to Mulhar Eao, iu consequence of the rt;port of Sir Eichard 
Meade's Commission, was not given until the 26th July 1874, Mulhar Eao, on 
the 26th October 1873, when depreca1:ing the appointment of SiwEiebard Mere’s 
Commission, had promised to intrpduce the necessary reforms in the ^minis¬ 
tration of the State. Ho was at that time well aware of the oomplamts against 
him, and yet a year had elapsed without any substantial progress having been 
made. 

9. Shortly after Sir licwis Polly’s arrival, Mr. Dadabhoy Nowrojee, the Minister 
in whom Mulhar Eao professed to place confidence, and who, so far as we could 
judge, had been honestly desirous of reforming the administration, resign^ office, 
and no explanation has been afforded to us of the reason for his resignation. It 
is true that Sir Lewis Polly i*epoirted that the Gaekwar had professed his readme^ 
to accept his advice, had indeed accepted it upon some points, and, so to as Sir 
Lewis Pelly could judge, was seriously desirous of refor ming Ms ad minis tration. 
But, after what had ooourred, little or no dependence could be placed upon those 
professions and acts. We have already observed in our despatch of the 16th April 



last that, although ve ontortamod some hope that Mulhaa* Bao 'might be induced 
to allow the administration of the State to be effectually reformed, we could [dace 
no confidence in his personal character. 

10. It was at this period that the evidence was received with respect to the 
attempt to poison Colonel Fhayre, wluch obliged us to suspend Mulhar Boo from 
the exercise of authority and to institute a Commission to enquire into that 
matter. The opinion entertained by Sir Lewis Pelly as to the general character 
of Mulhar Rao will be found in his letter of tlie 7t.h January last, and so un¬ 
favorable was tliat opinion tliat Sir Lewis Pelly recommended that he should 
then be deposed from power. Your Lordship is aware that we were unable to 
agree with that recommendation, hut we mention it for tlie pm-pose of showing 
the unfavorable view taken by Sir Lewis Pelly of Mulhar Rao’s character and 
antecedents. 

11. Luring the time that Sir Lewis Pelly was charged with the administration 
of the Baroda State, several circumstances were brought to light which greatly 
confirmed the unfavorable view which had boon previously taken of Mulhar Rao s 
conduct. The enquiries that were mad(i respectmg the attempt to poison Colonel 
Phayre naturally led to an enquiry into the circumstances of the death of Bhow 
Scindia in 1872, which, as your Lordship will recollect, was generally,attributed to 
poison, and as to which somts suspicion attached to Mulhar Rao. Depositions 
were token before officers who had been charged by Sir Lewis Pelly with ilie 
duty. These depositions iended to confirm tluj suspicion that Bhow Scindia was 
poisoned, and there was some idea at the time of taking legal proceedings in the 
matter. Wc thought, however, it would not be fair lo Mulhar Rao to take any 
steps of the kind pending th(^ report of Sir Ri(»hard Coucli’s Commission. Again 
it appeared in the course ol* the enquiries, which hatl been carried on at Baroda 
connected with the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre, that a man of the name of 
Govind Naik had met with his death in a manner to induce Sir Lewis Pelly to 
state his belief that Mulhar Rao either gave himself, or caused to be given, orders 
by virtue of which a systcun of toiture was put in force undt^r which Govind Naik 
finally succumbed. In this ease also formal (h'positions were tekeji which led to 
the conclusion stated l)y Sir Lewis I^elly. 

12. Moreover, Sir Ijowis Ptjlly reported that tljc finances of the State of Baroda 
had bt^en grossly mismanaged. The revenue of the State during the past year 
was found to he 94 lakhs of rupees, and the expenditure during the- same time no 
less than 171 lakhs, out of which sum 40 lakhs had been lixpcnded in gifts cliiefly 
made to favorites and courhisans and 30 lakhs more had been spent in building 
and repairing palaces and otlier personal expenses of Mulhar Bao. The manner 
in wliich the accounts were, kept was most unsatisfactoiy. In the Baroda State 
Treasury a sum of less than tw(^ thousand mpees was found when Sir Lewis Pelly 
assumed the administration, while 40 lakhs of» rupees were afterwards discovered 
by Sir Lewis Pelly concealed in the Palace, and further consulerahle sums had 
undoubtedly been removed. 

13. There are other minor ciTOumstonces which were brought to notice during 
the period to which the present despatch relates, and which, as well as those 
which have been recounted, hate been reported to your Lordship from time to 
time; but we believe that those which wc have'described are sufficient to show 
that the grounds upon which Iler Majesty's Gov<jrmncnt liave based their deci¬ 
sion that Mulhar Rao should he deposed justify the course which has been taken, 
although, in oui^ opinion, his deposition was necessary in consequence of jiis 
remaining subject, undc'r ilie most favorahhi view that coi^d bo taken of the 
cii*cum8tonces, to a grave suspicion of having instigated the attempt to murder 
Cokmol Phayre, 

We have the honor to be, &c. 


No. 92 of 1876. < 

t ' , 

Goveknmbnx of India, Eoueiok Dbpaetment, 

PoiilTlCAIi. 

To tho Moat HonoraLlo tUc Makqdis of Salisbuuy, Her Majoaty’s SecretarA" of 

State for India, 

My Lord Mabqdtb, Simla, the 29th April 1875. 

We have the honor to forward, for tho information of Her Majesty’s 
Government, copy of a Minute recorded by His Excellency tlie Viceroy and 
Governor-General, with which wo concur, and wlii(!h is intended to give iti a 
connected form an account of the principal transactions which have taken place 
at Baroda during the last two years. 

We have the honor to be, &c. 


Minute by His Excellency the Viceroy. 

It may be desimble to pla^^p upon record, in a more connected form than is 
presented by the despatches M'hi<^h have been atldressed to tlio Secretary of State 
upon the subject, sonui of vvliicli, moreoA^T, were neelmarily Avritien undt^r con¬ 
siderable pressure, a summary of tiu' transactions of the kst two years, Avhich 
have terminated in the deposition of Mulliar Kao, Gackwar, from the Sovereignty 
of the Baroda State. 

2. MulJiar Kao, Gaekwar, succeeded his brother, Kbunderao, in 1870. Much 
eon’espondenee took places in 1872 and 1873 ])etwceii the Governnumt of Bombay 
and the Government of India with refercnc(! bol.h to the general misgov(^rnm(mt 
of tho Baroda State and to puiddcrular cases. Ultimatedy, in the summer of 1873, 
the Government of Bombay represented tbeir opinion that measures of dc<dded 
interference were nCcessfwy. Accordingly, at their recommendation, with which 
th(5 Government of India concurrtKl. a Commission w;is apfjointed for tlie purpose 
of investigating and reporting upon the general condition of the State. Sir 
Richard Meade, Avhoso charaetci* for (calmness of jndgment is Avell known, avIio 
lias an Extensive knowhidge of J^.-tlive States, ajtd who tliroughout his career has 
shown that luj is ready to makii (‘.very allowan(;e in tludr favoiu*, and that In^ has 
no Mush to enforce a standard which it would be unreasonabli' to expect in tbidr 
administration, was appointed to bo Presidemt of the Commission. Nuwab ‘h\ih 
Ali Khan, Avho had been l^rime Minister of the State of Jeypore, and in wliose 
(diaracter and ability great eonlideiiee was placed by the Maharaja of Jeypore, as 
well as by tlie British Government, was apj>oint(!(l to be a membia' of the Com¬ 
mission, Tlie other two Members:—Mr. llavenscroft and Colonel Etheridge— 
were nominated by the Bombay Government, and arc officers of high sUinding 
and character. 

3. The report of tJic Commissipn, wdiicb was rccetecd by the Govc^rnment. of 
India on 25tli Pebruary 1874, sbowiul a condition of things wliudi was highly 
discreditable to Mulliar Kao, and wliicli contained the elements of serious dis-. 
turbanoe, which, owing to the manner in Avliieli fhe teiTitoncs of tho British 
Government and the GackAvar are intenningled, might liavo been greatly pre¬ 
judicial to the interests of British subjects and to the peace and order of Her 
Majesty’s dominions. Tlic Commissioners expressed their opinion that in the 
summary and exteimivc reduction of Siiladurs and Sirdars, in the ti’eatmcnt of 
certain bankers, in me seissm^e of women to render forced service in tho Palace, 
in tho treatment of the late Gackwar’s relatives, favourites, and deiiendents, and 
in tho arbitrary resumption of certain inames and hereditary emoluiuents, the 
proceedings of Mulhar Kao had been “ liiglily arbitrary, and in some instances 

very unjust, and of a character ealculati^xl to bring grave discredit on His 
Highness* administration, aitd to excite distrust and alarm amongst a 
portion of the influential and' respectable classes of the community.” The 
Commissioners further reported that the grievances of tlus agricultural classes 
required careful examination and considemtion; that the existing practice of 
levying nuzzerana (a succession tax) on appointments was wliolly inconsistent 
Avitn good government and should bo entirely relinquished and intenlictod; that 
tho practice of ill-treating accused persons or prisoner to extract exmtession 
obtained to some extent and demanded the most Avatchlul efforts for its absolute 
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suppression; that the judicial de^rtme^it.: aud admimstratiaa required eutire 
reform, in order to remove the existing uncertain and irregular application of the 
law and want of' confid^w in the proceedings of the courts smd Magistrates; 
and tliat the state of affairs, wImui viewed altogether, constituted general mal¬ 
administration of a cliai^ter urgently calling for roformation, which could not. he 
effected without sotne‘interference oh the part of the British Govemineftt; '' 

4. There is no doubt as to the riglit which the British Government possesses 
both under trea^ and by constant usage to interpose in tlio internal of the 

Baroda State. Tlio provisions of the - ^^ty of 1802 are clear, and the letter from 
Mr. Mountstuart Elphinstone, then Gh)vernor of Bombay, to the ruling Qmkw^t 
in 1820, in which the results of various conferences with the Gaekwar regarding' 
Baroda affairs were recorded, and wliicK cousins an exposition of his relations 
the British Govcirnment, lays down in the plainest possible terms the rights ‘Of tlw 
British Government. 

6, Accordingly in a letter from the Viceroy dated 26th July 1874, authoritative 
advice was given to Mulhar Bao for the remedy of the principal tyvi’Is disclosed 
by the report of the Commission. A period of eighteen months, ending on Slst 
Beeomber 1876, was allowed to him for effecting ' the ne(M>8sai*y reforms, and 
(wery assistance was offered liim for that 'purpose.* The Govortimcmt of India, 
after some time had elapsed, became dissatisfied with the manner in which 
Colonel Phayre, the British Resident at Baroda, carried the instructions 
which were given to him, and arrangements were therefore, made, in the begin¬ 
ning of Novemlier last, to rot)]ace him by Sir Ltnvis Felly, an Officer of the 
higluist rank in the Political Service, in udiom Mu; Governniiait placed the fullest 
confidence. 

6. Wliile these arrangement-s were in progress, information was received that 
an attempt had beim made to poison Colonel J.Tiayre. 

7. Sir Lewis Polly arrived at Baroda on 4th December 1874, and found affairs 
thci*e in a very critical condition. Although assurances had been given from time 
to time by Mulhar Rao tliat he would carry out the reforpis which he had been 
requiml by the Government of India to undcirtake, no substantial prof^ess had 
been made. The condition of tiu^ imltivating classes was represented as desperate, 
owing to the over-assessment of the land revenue, W hile the differences between 
tile Sirdars and the Gacskwar tbniateued a serious disturbance of the peace. 
Mulhar Rao gave assurances t.o Sir Lciwis Pelly tliat remedies would be applied 
to this condition of affairs. Sir Lewis Pelly expressed his belief that those 
assurances were sincere, and the Government of India entertained some hope that 
although no confidehcjc could be placed in the personal character of Mulhar Rao, 
yet he might be induced to allow tlio administration of tlio State to bo offectually 
reformed. 

8. In the meantime Colonel Phayre had instituted an enquiry and examined 
the servants at the Residency immediately after the attempt^to poison him. No 
evidence of any value was procured, and the enquiry was for the time closed ; but 
Sir Lewis Pelly was instructed to take mcaaures to investigate the case, and for 
'that purpose he obtained the assistance of Mr. B^uter and the Police Officers of 
Bombay. Por some time they could obtain no evidence of importance ; but in the 
middle of December they discovered that Mulhar Rao had been in the habit of 
holding secret csommunications by night with the Residency servants. They also 
discovcjred that one of those servants, Raoji, had been spending largo sums of 
money : they arrosted him on suspicion, and he confessed that he had committed 
the offi^noe, and alleged that he h^ done so at the personal instigation of Mulhar 
Rao. At the same time another Residency servant, Narsu, who had be(?n arrested 
in consequence of the statements of Raoji, made a similar confession^ Raoji 
made this confession on receiving the promise of a pardpn; but Narsu was 
distinctly told by Sir Lt^wis Pelly that he must not expect a pardon. Si? Lewis 
Polly was instructed to communicate the evidence to ISie Advopate-Gcheral of 
Bombay, who advised that, if it stood the test bf cross-examination, it w^uld Ije 
sufficient to convict Mulhar Rao of the offence in a Court of La^. Mr. Sk)utCT 
was immediitfcely despatched to ^I cutta vrith the evidence and the opinion of the 
Advocate-General of Bombay, '^len these docutnents Wrere receiveaIn Calcutta, 
they were referred for the opiifion of the Acting Advocatb-General ahd the 
Standing Counsel to Gkivemmentat Calcutta, who advised that the ^dence was 
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against Mulhar Bao. . . ( .ir. ' / . 

9. tsase was tli^ oity&sMeeF^ wiili^^: jEp^esi^dBi attontiaii by the CitoTernment 
of India* Mr. BotiteT was mosii oatoMy oimtioiMad with jcespect to the nature of 
the police investigatiou, and he explaiuied tnat ewcs^ ipreoa had been to 
prevent evidmce being cM3/nc0c^ by the Subordinate jidice . The pro¬ 

bability of there being a oonspiraOy against Mulhar BiaD was discussed, but no 
reasonable ground cotud be found for ^stioh a sui^osition. The Gtovemment of 
India oonEfidered, therefore, that there was strong pruu& facie reason to bdiere 
that the attempt to poison Colonel Phayro'had been instigated by Mulhar Bao. 

10; The questioia ^ben arose, how this condition of things was to be dealt with. 
It was impossible to pass over an attepipt on the life of a British Resident at the 
Court of a Native Priaoe:: The sanctity att^hed to the lives of Ambassadors 
extended, in the opinion of the Government of India, if possible in B greater 
degree to British Residents at the Courts of Native States; no crime, therefore, 
oo^d be mo^c serious than an attempt upon the life of a British Resident 
instigated by the Ruler of a Native State. The evidence as it then stood would 
not have justified the Government of India In at once condemning Mulhar Rao, 
because ho had Jtod no opportunity^ of making his defence, and the wituoases 
hod not been st^^jected to cross-examination. Some enquiry, therefore, was 
essential. . 

11. In deciding upon the course to be adopted, the Government of India could 
not overlook tlie chara<5ter and antecetlents of Mulhar Rao. He had been accused 


of having been (sngagod in a conspiracy to murder his brother Klimidorao, 
Gackwar in 1803, and had in oonsoquenoe been kept in secliision during the life¬ 
time of his brother. After Mulhar Rao’s accession to the Sovereignty of Baroda, 
BhowScindia the Minister of the late Oaekwar liad died in prison under suspicious 
circumstances, and was generally supposed to have been poisoned. The Govern¬ 
ment of India liad expressed to Mulhar Rao their regret that, in consequence of 
his having Omitted tp follow tlio advice given by the Assistant Resident, the only 
satisfactory meanabf clearing up tlus doubts wliich rested on the death of Bhow 
Scindia liad been neglected. Moreover, the whole tenor of the report of Sir 
Richard Meade’s Commissioq was highly unfavouiublo to Mulhar Rao’s personal 
character. 


12. Having regard tb these circumstances and to the strong prim{^ facie ease 
against Mulhar Rao, it apptiarod tliat there was no probability of a fair enquiry 
b(nng made into the attenij)fr to poison Colonel Phayre so long as Mulhar Bao 
remained in tlu^ position of Ruler of Baroda, and that it would have been im¬ 
proper for the Govemm(jnt ’of India to continue friendly communications with 
him pending the investigation. It was, therefore, determined to suspend Mulhar 
Rao from power, and to assume, ort behalf of the Queen, the administration of the 
State of Baroda ponding the result of the enquiry. This action was not based on 
consid(n‘ations of law. It was an act of State, carried out by the l^’aramount 
Power. Troops were sent to Ba^da. Mulhar Rao was arrested; and the ad¬ 
ministration of the State was assumed with pronmtness and without disturbance 
by Sir Lewis Pelly. 

18. The Government of India had next to determine what form the enquiry 
should take. Notwithstanding the objections to wliich a public enquiry was open, 
it was decided that a public enquiry was more advisable than one conducted in 
private, which might have given occasion for suspicion. The composition, of the 
Commission was next considered. In order, that it should be so constituted as to 


command complete confidence, the ’ services of Sir Richard Couch, the Chief 
Justice of Bengal, and the highest judicial authority in India^ w^ seexured as 
President. Sir Richard Meade, whose character has been already described, and 
Mr. Philip Melvill, an Officer who had been Judicial Commissioner of Central 
Provinoes, and acted as a Judge of the Chief Oorurt at Lahore, who had no 
connection whatever with Barodaif affiiirs, and whose choraot^ for independence 
and ability is well known, were jjtppointed to be CornmissionerB. The Government 
of India conridered that it was acsirable to obtain the aasistonoe of Natives of 
India, of high rank and poSitioti as Members of the Commission, ^ Dinkur 
Rao was suh^oned to Calcutta, and consented to> serve. I requested Maharaja 
Sdndia; Mbharaja Holkkr, and the McQiaraja of jeype^ to join the Ccnxunission. 
Maharaja Holkar, while e3^>ressing his complete concurrenoe in tho course which 


had been taJcen, excused himself from serving, Imt the other two Pmoes oons^^ 
to serve. 

14. In making public the suspension of the Gaekwar .and the institution of the 
(inquiry, it was announced that whatever the result might bo, a Native Adminis- 
tintion would be re-established at Baroda. Throughout the whole of these 
transactions the Government of India wore of opinion that it was essential to 
show that the British Government were actuated by no interested motives. 

15. The Commission was not constitiited as, or intended to be, a judicial 

f' _1 XA_ tr j.i 

I. -.*That flio said Mulhur Uao, Oiiekwnr, did by liiH aud in person hold 

fieoret commnnications for iutpropfer purpost-s with none of;the survants employed by 
Coluuel Vlmyrc, the Uuntduut ut Barodn, or littached to tho llofidenoy. 

II. —Thnt the Huid M ulhar K<io, Gaekwnr, jj^ave bribes to some of those servants, 
or caused auoh bribes to bi' 

III. —That bis purpUhUK in holding stich (^mmunicatious nnd'giving sneh bribes 
wert' tu use tho said HorvuntH as spies n]>oii Colonel I%ayre, and thereby improperly 
to obtain infoiinatioii of tH'crete and to cause injury to Colonel l*hayre, or to remove 
him by means of poison. 

IV. —'i’bat, in fact, an atU'iopt to }M>i(ion Colonel Fhayrc was made by persons 

iiiKtigatod thereto by the sabI Mulhar Uao, Uat'kwar. “ 

Commission was instructed to enquire, are noted in the margin. 

lO. It was indispensable, in order to investigate the grav^* imputation of insti- 
gating tho attempt to poison, that the Commission should'»onquire into the 
allegation that Mulhai* Rao had been in the habit of holding secret communications 
by night with the Residency servants, and of giving them money for the purpose 
of obtaining information as to the business conducted at the Residency, The 
Government of India had good reason to believe that attempts of the kind had 
liabitually been made by Mulhar Rao; and it was necessary, for the purpose of 
clearing tile way to the examination of his coimection with the poisoning, that 
the truth of his secret communications with the Residency servants, who were 
supposed to be the agents in the crime, should bo investigated. If tho evidence 
with respect to those communications had broken down, it would have been a 
strong argument in favor of tlie innocence of Mulhar Rao. If, on the other 
hand, the secret interviews were established, the antecedent improbaliility that he 
should have been in secret personal communication by night i^ith persons of that 
class would be removed. 


tribunal. Its function 
was to report to the 
GoTOniment of India, 
with whom the decision 
was ultimately to rest. 
The imputationsagainst 
Mulhar Roo, into the 
%uth bf which the 


17. The commission commeuci^d their protioedings on 23rd February and closed 
them on 31st March 1875. Sir R. Couch (the President), Sir R. Meade, and 
Mr. Melvill were of opinion that all the imputations against Mulliar Rao were 
true. Maharaja Sciudia and Raja Sir Binkur Rao found the graver imputation 
not proved, wddle the Maharaja of Jeyporo thought that Mulhar Ilao was not 
implicated in the charges: and all tbrets treated tho minor imputations as matters 
of no impoitance, and in acconlaneo wiih the practice at, otiicr Native Courts. 

18. The Government of India did not consider that the circumstance that the 
Commissioner were equally divided in opuiiim justified them in treating MuUiar 
Rao as innocent of the chai’ges imputed to him. Be was tlie Sovereign of a large 
ten*itory and responsible for its government. The Government of India have 
intimate relations with the Baroda States, for tho proper conduct of which it is 
essential that th(iy should be able to communicate with the Gaekwar in terms of 
confidence and friendship. This would have boon impossible considering Mulhar 
Rao*8 character and antecedents, so long as he lay even under the suspicion of 
being concerned in a cowardly and atrocious crime, not against an ordinary 
individual, but against the Representative of the Britisli Government at his 
Court. 


Ill It has already been stated tliat the Commission differed essentially from a 
judicial tribunal, and this is apparent upon the face ol' tho public instructions 
whi<;h the Conmiissioners received. was their function to receive and examine 
the evidence and to report their opinions upon it, as well as to afibrd Mulhar Rao 
an opportunity of freeuig himself from the gmve suspicion which attached to him. 
Bui the Government of India were tho ultimate judges of the matter enquired 
into; they hold it to be their duty to express a final decision upon the issues 
which were laid before the Commissioners; and they would not have supported 
the opinions of a majoritv, or .oven of the whole body, unless they had considered 
that those opinions were baaed u|on sufiieicnt evidence. 

20, 'I'lxc possibility that tlio Ot^mnissioners might be divided in opinion, or that 
they might not be able to arrive at any veiy positive conclusions, had been pre¬ 
viously discussed, and it was the deliberate opinion of the Government of India 


ih&t, beaxing in mind tlm character and antocedente of Mulhar Eao, he should 
not be restored to power unless he should bes able to clear lumself fully from the 
suspicion which attached to him. 

21. The Government of India most carefully and didiberately considered the 
reports of the Commissioners and the evidence on which they were based, and 
arrived at the unanimous conclusion that the imputations against Mulhar Eno 
were true. It was tlieretorc determined to recommend to Her Maji‘sty*s Govern¬ 
ment that Mulhar lla^) and his issue »Ift)uld Ixj (hix>os<>d; that the fittest member 
of the Gackwnr House should Ixi sclecttHl in Jiis room; and that Jumnahocc, 
tile widow of the Gackwar Khundc^rioo Wliose loyalty to the Eritisli Govern¬ 
ment was shown during the events of 1857, should be- pennittod, in aceordaiuo 
with a re([ucst which she had,made, to arlopt th(', p(?rsonwiio should be so selected. 
In appointing a suceessor to Mulliar Hao, the Goverinncnt oF India considered 
that no change should be nmdc in the relations wliicli existed by ti'eaty betAveen 

the British Government and the Gackwars of Baroda. 

« ♦ 

22. Tlujso opinions of the Government oF India w(.‘r(» transniitU‘(l hy telegraph 
for the consideration of Uer Majesty^ Goverimu^nt. 

23. Her Majesty’s Government decided that Mulhar llao, tog(‘tbcj' Avilh Jiis 
issue, should hn^ deposed from tlic .sovereignty of Baroda, and sanctioned all the 
proposals with respect to the re-ostahlislinuint. of a Native Administration in that 
State which were made hy tlu' Govornnunit of India. ll('r M:ij('stys Government, 
however, directed tliat the deposition ot Mnlhar B.ao should not be; based upon the 
enquiry and re})ort of the Commission, but n|>on geiua-al grounds. The Gov(‘rn- 
mont of India rovi(‘wod the conduct of Mnllnir R-no since the report of Sir Jtichard 
Mead('’s Commission, and weni so satisfied of th<‘. justice and jAroprudy of not 
n^placj'ng Mulhar llao in j)Owor, npurt from tlu> ri'sult oF ilie recent enquiry, that 
they did not licsitab; to net uj)on llu^ instnudions vvhi<;h tliey had n.'ceivod. 
Accordingly, in tlu! Broclamntiou Avhieh annoniie(^d the (h'po.sition oF Mulhar Rao, 
it was Mlat(!d that Jfei* Majesty’s fi(>v(‘rnrnent had not based their d(‘.cision on the 
enquiry or rtq)oi*t of tlie Commission, and (bat they bad not assuiii<‘d that the 
r(\sult oF Uio (Miquiry liad l)ecn to proA'(s tin* tnitli oF tlio imjmtations against 
M ulhar llao. 

21. It may he alleged, in ojtposition to the coai-s(‘ tliai Ijjis Ix'cn adojd-ed, that, 
if Mulhar llao has j>eon justly d(j])os(Hl uimn gctieral grounds, lie slundd liaA'^e 
been de]>osed (dtlioi* upon the re(x'i])t {>f tlui report of Sir 11. Mo,adt‘’s Commission, 
or at some oth(*r time Indore tJie enquiry before^ Sir Rhdiard Couch’s Commission 
was eoneludcnl. But a r(5vi(*w of the cireumstanees in the ordtT in AvJiitdi tlu^y 
owrurrtxl Avill show that tlu* Government oF India could not, (consistently Avitb Die 
fo}'bo«aranee Avhieli th<y considered it to be both rigid- and (‘Xpedicnl to (;x(n'cise in 
dealing witli Mnlhar llao, have recommended his d(q)Ositi(>n at any former time. 

25. Sir llichard Meade’s Commission dhl not recommend Mulhor llao’s deposi- 
tioji, neither did IIka Govej'iuuent of Bombay, through whom tlndr i'(q)()id Avas 
brought untl<T the consideration of tlu; Government of India. Tlu^ (widimce- was 
not considered by the GoAua*nment of ImJiu to ho sulTicitmt. in itstdf to justiFy the 
adoption oF so (^xtrenu; a ineasmw At the samc^time tlie (*liarg4*s oF misgoATrn- 
ment pioved against Mulhar llao wen; very graAse; bis jiersonal cliara(iter was 
seriously compromis(*d : and be Avas distinctly warned that lu; Avould be deposed 
if be did not take adA^antagc; of the period of grace then given to him. Her 
Majesty’s Government approved oF the manner in wbicli Mulliar llao was tlieu 
dealt with. I am satistietl that the action wlneli Avas talvcn was just and sufficicjit, 
and tliat it Avas so (rouNidenxl at the- time hy all those Avlm Averc m a position to 
give a sound o])ijiion upon tlie subjeel. 

20. In the interval between the nqAort of Sir Ricduird Meade’s t^anmission and 
Mulhar llao’s suspension From paw(a', s(>vcral instances undoubtedly occ-uiTO-d in 
Avhich ho giavcdy misconducted himselF. Tliest; Avcrc his marriag(s Avith Luxma- 
liaoej liis ti*catnu;nt of Ruckmabac<% the younger widow of his brother; and his 
quaiTcls witli his Sirdars. In (jonsequonee, hoAVCvev, oF Colonel Bhayrtfs proceed¬ 
ings, which cA^entually led to his removal from Baroda, the Govcjrnnient of India 
felt thc^mselves compelled to accept liis reports of Mulhar Rao’s misconduct with 
some qualification, and up to the time of the serious attempt to take the life of 
Colonel Phayro the Government ol‘ India did not think that sufficient reasons 
existed to make it desirable for them to re-considcr their decision granting to 
Mulhar Rao a period of grace. On looking back tp the circumstances as they 
were then known, apart from subsequent events, I am satisfied that the deposition 


of MulLai' 1^0 du^jg; this.havo been regardedias showing a p» 
determination on the part of the Governnicnt of India to ranove Mulh^JKao, 
and a refusal to allow him the opportunity wJiieh had been promised him for 
reforming the administration of Baroda. 

27 . A second warning was given to Mulliar Bao wlicu Sir Lewis Polly was 
appoinh^ io succeed Colonel Phayre. Sir Lewis Polly, on his arrival at Barodji, 
desinibed the state of affairs to hi' very critical, as lias hcim mentioned in paragiupli 
7 of this Minute. At the same time he did not suggest tliat Mulhar Itao should 
he then deposed, lie nported that Mulhar Rao professed liis readiness to aeotpt 
his advio(?—luad iudiX'd ucce])ix'd it upon some matters, and so far as he^ could 
judge sincerely dc^sived to nd’orni tlie administration. Although after wliiit liotl 
previously occurred the Govin'inneiil of India could attach but litfh^ value to sueJi 
pi'ofassiotis, there wtiWi ctalainly at that time no sufficient reasons for deviating 
from the cours(‘ whuili had bi'fore been adopted and amiouncixl to Mulhar Bao, 
namely, that hi! should still have the bcmfft of the period 9 ! grace originally 
given 10 him, together with ('vxay aKsistiuici' wliixrh tx)uld be nfforded to him by 
Sir Lewis Ptdiy. 

28. The sus])(insion of Mulhar ilao, in c(Uisequoue(M>f the evidence which was 
obtained of his complicity in the atlxanpt to murder Colonel Phayre, oecurntd 
soon after Sir Lewis .Polly's arrival at Barofhi, lu tlu* 8 th and following parii- 
gra])hs of this IVOuTite I havt' shown that the evkUvuct'by itself w’onld not liavc' 
justified the disposition of Mulhar Kao without further enquiry. 

29. The adininistrat iou of the Static of Baroda Avas necessarily placed then for 
the time in Sir Liiwis l^elly’s hands; and much furthei' information was obtained 
which added viny materially to tlic ynwlous evid<*uee of the uiisgOAXjrnment of 
the Baroda State, of Mulluu’ Kao's mis<ron(liiet, and of his incapacity to euriy^ into 
(dfeot the necessary reforms. 

30. Mr. Badablioy Nowroj(M% the M inister in wlioin Mulhar Kao professed to 
place conlidence, and wlio, so far as the Goveniment of India could judge, had 
been sincerely desirous of rid'ormiug the adimnistralion, ri^signed office; no oxpla- 
uation was alVorded of tlie ri'usoiis for his resignation. Sir Lewis Pelly found that 
the finances of the State had boon grossly mismanaged. Tin* revomte during tlu‘ 
past yeui* Aras found to be 01 lakhs of rupees ( 0 -li 0 , 0 () 0 /.), and the exfrouditure 
during the same lime uo less than 171 lakhs (1,710,000/.), out of Avhieli sum 'JO 
lakhs (400,000/.) had been (^xpeiuhal in gift s ehit'tly nuuh' to fuA oriles and eourit^- 
sans, and 30 lakhs (300,000/.) more had ht^eii spent, in building and la'pairing 
]wilaces and other ]n‘rsonal expenses of Mulhar Kao. The manner in wiiieh the 
aci^ounts w(Te k(‘pt Avas most unsatisfiuttovy. In t he Bar'oda Slate Treasury a sum 
of less than tAAX) thousand iatj>i'!Os (200/.) was foxind Avhen Sir LtnAos J\dly assumed 
the :idmiuistration, while 'W) laklis (40tb000/,) \ver<' aftcrAvards disoovercid by Sir 
Lewis Polly concealed in tin* Piilaee, and further cnnsid(‘rable sums had undoulrt- 
(xlly hoen I’cmovial. 

31. The eiiquirii'S tliat wi'ix’ nuuh* vespecting tJie attmupt to poison Colonel 
Phayre naturally led to an enquiry into the; <!ir(!uiiislan(!cs of tJic (ieatb cf BIioav 
Scindiu in 1872, which, as f haA <* mentioned before, m^us generally attributed to 
poison, and as to which some sus))ieiou attached to MuJIiar Kao. Depositions 
were taken Ixifore oflieers wlio bad been charged by Si]* Li^a^Is Polly with the duty. 
These depositions tended to confirm thcsus]ucion tlitit Bhow Scindia Avas 2 )oisoncd, 
Again it appearcfl in the course of the enquiries which had been (iarried on at 
Baroda connecled Avith the attempt to ^loison Colonel Phayre that a man of the 
name of Goviiid Naik bad mot AAuth his d(*ath lu a manm.T to induco Sir Lewis 
Polly to believe that Mulhar Itao (utlu^r gave himself, or caused to he given orders 
by virtue of Avhiidi a systen of tortuix? was put in foro(! umh'r Avhich Govind Kaik 
Ihially succumbed. In this case als(» formal depositions wen* taken which led to 
the conclusion stated by Sir Lewis Polly. 

32. It is obvious that these and other eircuinstanttes disclosed after Mulhar Kao’s 
suspension, although they affbrdi'd substantial ground I'or a ro-cousidcrat;iou of the 
decision at which tlio Government of India had arrivi^d to allow Inm his full pmod 
of grace, could not with propriety have been dealt with ptmding the iHJsult of the 
enquiry before Sir Kicliid Couch's Commission. 

33. It ap|>ears then that at n<i time between the report of Sir Ricsliard Meade’s 
Conunksiuii. and the conclueiou tof the enquuy (jarri(;d on before Sir Kichurd 
Couch’s Conimiafdon were thf. Gowomment of India in a position to rdcommeiid 



into the aftettipt to poison Colonel Pliajnpej i 0 W«en 6 e trt the eifoct illSt’MttliiarSao' 

could jiot, with a due regard to tlid interests 6 f the people of Baroda, ho restored 
to nnwor. hnrl nooninnlnf^fl flin nnv^tT» +« Ti;*v. >;<• o:- 

suspension .. 

regards Mulhar Hao’s issuo, the eircmnstanccs of liis niarriago with Liixmabaete, 
and her having given hirth to a son five months after tlnit marriage, letl to the 
conclusion that it would have hetm highly dotmnental to tlio iiitcrestis of the State 
of Baroda that any w^cognition should he given to the possibh? claims of tliatinlhut 
(tlic only male issue of Mulliar Itao on behalf of whom any claim to legitimacy 
eould ho advanced) to the Sovereignty of ihtroda. 



which led thorn to accept witliout hesitation the decision of ller Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment that tlu'deposition of Mulhar Kao and of liis issue should be based upon 
genera] grounds. It luis already been shown that the reconimendatiou (jf tins 
Co\emnient of India liial, Mnlliar Kao should be tlcposed was l)ased uj)on the fact 
of his nanniiiing subject, imdor ilut nuist ra.voural)!(‘ vi<?w that eould be taken of 
Ihe eireumstaiuM'S, to a grave suspicion of having instigated the attempt h) murder 
Colonel Phayn*, coupled with Jus ])re\ious character and aiiteced(‘nts. 

:3r). Throughout all these jminfiil transact ions tlio CJoverinneut of Iiuiia have 
(‘ndeavoun?d 1.o deal u ith M tilhar Kao in a spirit, of ])(H*l‘e(‘i impurthility. Looking 
not fuiIy to tlu^ ])oisoning (‘asc, but to his character and ant(‘cederiis, io the iniil- 
adiniiiistraiion ol' Ihe Slate el' Baroda, and to tin; ni(‘asures takings in conscijueuce, 
I can eonlidenlly assert that Mulliav Kao has heou treated hy the Gov<.‘rinncnt of 
India with tlu' utnuist forheaiunce that was computible, with tlie duly <d‘ thi^ 
Govtnminent to insist that the person ol‘ a British Kesident at a^Nativc 
Court slunild lie rospeeted, and that a, Stale enjoying British j)rot(u,*tion, the ]»eaee 
of which, is niaintaJnf'd hy IJer Mhj('sty’s forces, slioulil Ixi so inlmijustcred as to 
secure the ]>eo])le from gidt'Vtms abuses. J’liat it was I>oll( just and expedient to 
lave t‘xer(MS('({ siudi rorbeiivance e-iuinot, J (^oneeive, Im' disjuited. 

NoTminiiooK. 
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POLI'J'JCA L. 

No. Oi), 

To llis Excelh'iicy the Kiglit Honorable' ihe GovEUNOJi-GriNicuAr. or India 

IN CoDNClJi. 

India Office, London, 3rd dune. 1875. 

Para. 1. I have reeidved and considered in Council Your ExeelJeui*y’s Despatches 

quol.cd in the margin :* also the. cvidcjice 
taken ujion ihe reccut iiupiiry l)cfi)re Sir K. 
Couch’s Cornniission; the Iteport of tin? Coin- 
uiissioiuTs ; tlh? resolution of the Governmenl- 
of India in w^spoct of it; the Proeianiation in 
whii'li you (h'clai'cd the Gaekwar of Baroda 
dc])ose(!; and, a Minute by Your ExeeJloncy 
reviewing tlu^ recent, history of the Baroda 
Stale., 

2. I hav(^ to iiiforiu you tluit Her Majesty’s 
Government approves of Ihe course yon faav(! 
pursue<l in directing the. (h'posiBon oi Mulhar 
Kao, the. laic Gaekwar of Baroda. 

3. maladministration of that, Stilte, which 
foJ‘ many yt^ars lias caused anxiety to the Go¬ 
vernment of India, was reported by the Com¬ 
mission whieli sat. inuhr Sir K. Meade to have 
v<!aelied to a i»oLnt lU’gently calling for refor- 
“ niation.” The Commission further m^orded 
I heiJ* opinion that “ it ivas hopeless to look for 

any ofiectud meufluirs of reform and ini- 
proved government at' the Itands of the 
present ruler and his advisi^j^; but- that 
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« those could only he introduced through the intervention and under the auspices 
» of the British Government.” They accordingly recommonded the appointment 
of a MinisUu*, who shouhl be investcjd with the requisite powers, and who should 
not be removable except with, the consent of the Government of India. 

4 Your Excellency decided not to accept this recommendation. The plan of 
setting aside the authority of a tyrannical Sovereign by the apiKnntmcnt of an 
hulopondent Minister, while th(' Sovereign still remained nominally on the throne, 
had not iu your judgment betni sufficiently successful iii other wises to justify its 
renewal. You justlj^ ])i**‘fcrrod to seek a remedy by charging Muliiar Eao himself 

with the duty oi* immediate reformation. 

5. In a klmmctn, dab’d 2r>tli duly 1874, you pointed out to the Gaekwar the 
responsibility which his niisusci of ]iow<^r bad im])osed upon tbe British Goverit- 
luent. Thc/bw't that you aro boinid to protect his throne against insurrection 
laid on you ;i sacred obligation to protirt bis subjt^cts against misgovcrunieut. 
The, N(Milcnccs in which Your Excellency ])oiTitc(l out this cons(‘qucnco to the 
(laekwar I'orcibly cxpr('ss tlm principles on which yemr rdations with the Sovereigns 
of protected States must always he conducted,— 

“ Your iligimess lias justly observed ‘that the British Governuumt is uu- 
“ ‘ d(mbt(idly^the paramount, Fowler in India, and the existeneo and prosp(‘rity 
“ ‘ of the Native Stati's dej>e.nd upon its fostering favour and lumign jiroiee- 
“ ‘ lion.* This is espfieially true of th(‘ Baroda State, both because ol' its 
“ geographical position, internii.\ed with British territory, and also because a 
“ subsidiary force of British troo])s is maintaiiu^d for the deftmeo of the Stale, 
“ tiie protection of the ptTson of its BuIct, and the eiiforeement of liis legitiimile 

“ authority. 

‘‘My friend, 1 cannot consent to enijdoy British troo])s to protect anyone in a 
“ course of wrong doing. Misrule on thi^ part of a Government wdiicli is upheld 
“ bv the British powxr is misrule in the responsibility for which tlus Bi-itish 
“ G'overnmexii heianucH in a jm'asuvc* involved, it becomes, theretim*, not only 
“ tbe right, but the positive duty of tlu^ Ib-itish Govi'mmcnt to see that-tlie. 
“ admiuFstratiou of a gtate in siudi a condition is vidbrmed, and that gross abusirs 

“ are removesd.” , 

(5. You tlu'U j)roceed(‘d to draw liis ITigliucsss attention to the ])ra(d.u*al eoursi' 

which these principles would imiiose upon you. You (‘xprossed your wisli t.o give 
him a fair cliuntje of reforming in's administration, and you warned him of the 
inevitabh', consequences if be iailed to take advantage of it,, 

“ I must bold Your TIigbness responsible Jbr the aniendiiunit of the serious evils 
“ disclos(!d, and 1 U‘avo to you the selc'ctiou of your agents, Avitli a distinct int.i- 
“ mution that, if Your iliglimiSK tails to attend to the advice I now olfer you, and 
“ tbe (counsel which the llesident, Avho ])ossess(‘s my full confidon<!ii, Avili be 
“ instructed to oiler you, and if, iu consequmibe, tlui condition of the Baroda 
“ administration remains unrefovin<‘(l, the only course left, uill bo to remove your 
“ JliHiuess from the i'xcreisc of power, ami to make such other arrangements, 
“ coiTsist(Mii with the inaiut(fiance, of tlu*. intf^grity of the Baroda State, as 1 may 
“ deem necessary to secure a sajisfactory admiuisti'ation.” 

■\Vitliout pledging yourself to leave him in autliority to th(‘ end of ihc presimt 
year, you fixed that dale as tlu! one Ixyoiid wln’ch your indulgtmw^ would certaijily 

not be prolonged. . .. i . i * i i i r 

7 The ('xptM'iminit was not destined to last, so loT»g. It proceeded lor sonw^ 
moiitbs undiT the guidaiu^e of Colonel Fiiayre, and, though the imjmrious tone of 
that Officer's eomnumieations and his disregard of your iiistiaictions, justified you 
in removim** him. there aa'us nothing in his condiud Avhieb need have InndiTed the 
Gaekwar, had he lieeii anxious to do so, fi'om prosecuting the nec('ssary reforms. 
No desire of this kind, liowtwer, Avas (Us<;ovt?rablc in liis acts. Up to the time 
wlum bis apparent complicity iu the poisoning of Colonel Phayre comiiolled you 
to susiH‘-n<l him from poAver no substantial jirogress toAvards improvement bad 


widoAV Avhieli threatened ner me, u murrmgo a;g^4a.vtt.i.uu juo witn 

liis Sivdars, and a continiumcc of that reckless prodigality wliich, on the one hand, 
had rediu'.odthe cpltivating classes to despair, and, on the other, by leaving un¬ 
provided the necessary payments of the native soldiery, tlmjatened to iduiige the 
kate into disorder. These symptoms indicated no change in Mulhar llao’s 

\ - . _ i. -.X ! >. — A1yv1AIj4' fh/A Inat itiP.iHi'nf. ir^ fli« hiKtnrv of hia rmf»n. 





before it was dosed by his arrest on the chai^p of poisoning, was t;hc mysterious 
resignation, without reason given, of the reforming Minister who had b(H:n 
appointed under the pressm’e of Sir It. Meade's rei)ori;. 

8, Whether, supposing no charge of poisoning to liave arisen, it would liave 
iKJon more expedient to aet upon these indications, or to defer final dt^eision 
until the dose of the year, it is not now necessary to mquirc. It is only proper 
to observe that wliatevcr course might have been taken it must and could only 
liave been dictated by a regard for the interests of the jJcopUi of JJarodu. ft might 
have been more politic to avoid the popular excite.Tnejii and apjnvhensiori conse¬ 
quent on any sudden changti of policy, tlian to anticipate by a few nionlhs llie 
redress that was dnci to many sulfcring classes in the IShile. liul, IJua’c^ was 
nothing in the conduct of the iluha* to call for such iudulgcuuM*, or to inqiosc 
on yoiir Government a further dehiy in the vague li 02 »e of an hnin-oved mlniinis- 
tration. 

t). Any such question was necessarily insignificant comjiKm'd with tiui grave 
suspicion of poisoning tliat was the subject of the in(|uiries eouduclcvl by Mr. 
Soutcr. Her Majesty’s Govermnont (‘nliriiy concur willi Vttur l‘]xcell<‘ncy in the 
opinion that you could not have hi t this charge' uunotic^ial. li would havc^ bcnai 
a scandal to continue rc'lations of fricaidlincss and apparent cjordiality wilh a 
Prince lying under a, cduirgc so horrible, Jiiadi' by those who ])rofessed to be his 
instruments ; and it >vould not luiva^ Ix'cn jiist to tlic abhi s<'r\an1s of the (Vown, 
who perform dc'lieat(> j)olitiea.l duties, ol’ten under eireujnstane.es of diiUcully and 
Ijcril, to a.nnouiice to the world that you held Ihe.ir lives so (dieaply. 

10. In deciiding nijon tlu^ mode of inquiry to bc' adoptcub Your Exccdhaicy was 
guided by weighty considerations. Yon desu'cd tlaitilu^ suflicit'ucy of the cjvidenee 
on wliicdi you prcjec'c'dc'cl should bc^ known to tlui world, and therefore you dc'ter- 
iniiu'cl that iiie proceedings should bi; public. You furtlu'r desired, as you in- 
fornud tlic'Maiiarajah iSeiiulia, “tliat the; Oominissioii should bc^ eonslitjit(?d in 
“ such a maimer as to command ilu^ e.onli(le,nc<* of the whole of India.” in this 
.s[)int you icsolvod that one Jialf (>f it shinild consist of Natives, and that of tlu'sc 
oju* sliould be, like tbc' aeeus('d, a Mai'ailia rriiu;e, and one a difetinguisbed 
Maratlia staiesman. In so doing, you AV('n' inspir'd ])y lliAt eai'nc'sL and watchful 
consideration for the feelings of Her Majesty’s Indian .subjects, whicdi has eon- 
sish'ntly markc'd your administration, ami of wliieb ilt'i- Maj(*sty’s Govc'rninenl 
liave always i'X]m'ssed tlicdr empluitie approbation. 

11. "Whethca* the result cd* this mode of pn>c(‘eding has in all res])eets corre- 
s])ondcd to your anticipations may bc'. opcai to ciuestion. It lias beini un(loubt(;dly 
atiemde^d with grave incouveiiicnices, from which a sutheii'iit argument might lx; 
drawn against t he adoidion of a simikir jn-oi^^dure, if, uiibaj)pily, a similar otreasion 
foj' it wen* evan* to arisi^. IVinci's and nobles are not qualilied by forensi<! training 
for lluMMUidiuit of a di'lieate judicial investigation; and tliose of India, to whom 
ilie customs of an English Court of law and the skill of an fhiglish advocate are 
strange, (mter U]Km such novel dutii's uiid<'r a sptadal disadvantage, ^riu* ex- 
p(*rienee, moreover, of the jiresiait. cas(; has shown that, our judicial forms .are Intie 
suited to the trial of a so\ereign jirinee Avitbiii his oami dominions , for the publi¬ 
city of tlu' ])roeoedings and the jirelimuiary restryijtt whieli is politically neeessaiy, 
inflict iqxm him ti grave indignity, wliieb, in the eyes of his subjects and of ot her 
jirinees, could only In* just Hied by j)rov(*cl crime, and so la’oate for hiju a sympat hy 
which easilybeeojrn^H a bias in his favour. Tliei'uU'sof j)ro(*(*duv(.’, again, enforced 
l)V 0111* law, are le.ss apjjropriait* in cases where witnesses ai-e ('asily lampercd with 
bidween their first exainination and their prodm^lion in open Court, where tbir 


hi 
means 


cans for sueli operations are abundant, a,ml when' the t( luptation to nsi* thmu is 
overwhelming. IJiuhT sucli conditions there must always he a risk that the 
evidence at a trial will seem imijorfcct, comjmred to that Avliieh was availahh) 
when it Avas first detorniined tluit a trial should he heid. 

12. Tln^si* various iucouveiiiences were of a eharact*.*r wliose imj>ortanc(' it was 
not easy for Your Excelleney to estimate iK'forcdiand, but tliey ^yn\v. brought into 
notice, and they grew in imiiortanec! as the inquiry ])roceeded. They account 
sufficiently for the difficulties of tin! Native Commissioners, and for their reluc¬ 
tance to concur in the unliositating decision of their more ])ractised colleagues. 

13. Whatever explanation maybe giA^en of tlM> I'ensouswhich guided the Native 
Commissioners to their decision, it could not, in the oiiinlon of Her Mnjiisty’s 
Government, he ignored. My iAistructirjus, conveyed to Your ExcelJeuey liy 


tde^rapli, j?av(i cxpr(«aioii to tliis view. The appointmijiit of NMive -Ooimiiifl* 
sioiwH’H lind littlo moaniu*^ unless its object was to assure tlie Natives of the equity 
i}[ i]i(‘ iribunai, and iTiat assumu(!(^ would hav(^ been illusory if tiie judgment of 
ibo Natives Oommissionm had been allowed to count for nothing in tbc decision 
ol’ issiu^. Moreover, in a case A>diich wludly tumid on the credibility of thm^ 
itnossi's, ihmr bearing under (examination was of tlio utmost importance ; and 
tin* judgment of those who liad A^atcdicd it could not under the circumstances be 
|n*o])crly submitted to tiu-. riwision of any authority, bon'Over high, which bad not 
tlic sanio opportunity. It is ti*ue that, in youi* ordts's constituting the Oomniission, 
you designated its proccM'dings ns an iiKpiiry, not a trial. But this circumstance- 
did not, in the opinion of Her Miijesty’s Government, neutralize the forocof th(j 
e-onsid(‘rations to whudi I have referred. 

14 If Miilliar Itao liad Ikhmi found guilty by the Goniinission of tlui heinous 
olfenee inipnlt'dto him, t!i(‘re would have ])e(u no ground for iullieting on him any 
pmdshnK'nt 1 luin Ihat AvUieb would have Ikhu thought just i f ho had oe-eujned 
:i humbler position. His criirn'would iiav(> b(X‘n aggravaU^d by the (diaracter of 
tli(i otlie<‘ held by tlni person against wiioin it, was directed, and it AA^otdd not havi^ 
IxH'ti extt'Muated l)y his (twn ('xalted station. He was, liowcwer, neithm' convicted 
nor a('(|uitted. TluM>])inion of tlu'Commission, tlumgh it imdined against him, 
was not de.cMsive; for of the six members, while tlmas inelndirig the h'anied 
Presid(‘nf, w(‘re for eonvietion, only rme was for aetinitial. UiidcT th(\se <*inum- 
stane(‘s, e.onsidiwing tliat the tlirei* Commissioners wlio dtHdini'd to eonvicjt him 
were tin*. !ma» of Ids own ra<!e, who had bee!i ])la(XMl upon tlie tribunal in order to 
ensui'C' for it. tbe (^oididenei' of the p(^!>]»le of India., ll(>r Maj(wty*s Goveriimejit. 


wen*-of o]>Inion tliat Midliar ilao could not h(‘ tis'-ated as having Ixxm proved 
gnilly of tin* crime of poisoning. Ifis guilt a<x*(>rdiugly was not assmmxl in tin', 
proclamation issued by you under the instructions of H(*)* Maj('sty*s Covcninn'nl, 


and In^ has ix'cn spaiaul the pi'ual eonsi*(|uen(x?s wliiidi would ])r()bably ha.vi^ fol¬ 
lowed a t^ouvielion fo]* tiiat erinn', 

15. Jl. ])y no means follttnt'd as a ne(*essary conseqiu'net* that lie slionid be 
r(‘|ila(XMl upon 11n‘ gadi. Of the issue the iiiqniry the ulmos!, that, eoidd lx* said 
was that tbe inability of tin* Commission to ]n‘onoiinei‘ a deliuitii opinion upon his 
guilt proteet('d him from tin* lumislinu'ui of a eriminal. H(‘had so aeUxl t-lial 
tlire(' Europeans of gn'at ('xqx'rieiiee laid dtx'lart'd him guilty of ])oisonmg, and 
tAvo of his oAvn ra<*(* liad, in giving judgment, abstaim'd from (Icxdaring iiim inno- 
(‘(‘iit. AVhatma*r infer(‘n<*e might h(‘ draAvn from this tinding, it could not Ix^ 
regmdt'd as an assertion of hts titness for an ofliee of the higlu'sl. trust, and would, 
ev(;n if considered alone, Imyt* ])]a(x'd a s(*rious difficulty in the Avay of his restora¬ 
tion to sovereignty fiver t,he ]X'-ople of Bai’oda. 

10. OtluT reasons, lioAvevfT, in themselves amply sudieient, (‘xisbd for r(>fusiMg 
to invest bim again witli power. Tin; (leriod wliicb had (da.])sed since tlie lioldihg 
of 8ir It. Mead(^’s inquiry bad slmAvii no abaitmient in the Adeems to Avliieb Uu? mis- 
government of Baroda had Ix'.en due. Ih'fore ins arrest the reforming Mini8t.(^rs 
Dospati'hrs, :th ixvc,i>bei isTJ.ami rih .la-i. had r(‘stgTi(d tliolr officios, and Sir Ixnvis Belly 

had snlmiitted to Aam his “ Rol<nnn rerwu- 


1K7.'». 


<( 


inendatioii that the Ga<*]<Avar State lx* sav(‘d by the dejxisal from pow(*r of 

its Ituh'i'.” A few vvcf'ks latf'r, ('videnee Avas discovered of crimes whieh, had 
t.Iiey been knoAvn sooner, would havt* hrouglit this oppressive reign to an (iarlior 
(dcjse. The poisoning of BhoAV Sebulin, 1‘ornuw Priim? Minislc^r of Baroda, and the 
still mor(^ Imnihle d(dails of tin* death of Govind Naik by torture, were provtd 
Ixd'ore Sir Lf'wis IkdJy, after the proceedings of Sir ]{. Couch’s Coniiriission had 
eonimeiuaxl. i5oth crimes wciv. committed hy persons in aiithority under Mulhar 
Bao, and the latt(*r Avas directly tracaxl to liis oi'd(*rs. Had t.iuy been established 
u hih' he A\'as still upon the throne, it would have Ix^on impossible for the British 
Govenime-iit to have abstaimxl any longer from tcmihiating a power used for such 
atrofdous pur])oses, 

17. On these grounds, liad lui lain under no suspicion of ])oisorjiTig Colonel 
I’lxiyve, it was necessary that lu; should he d(qK)s(xl. llie British Government, 
A^'hitdi liad deprivtid his Sirdars rind ryots of tlio power of righting tliemselves, 
Avould not. be justified in using its supremacy to compel them to submit again to 
a ruler Avhoso incurable A'icf's had been (^shiblishcd by a full cxjxirience. You 
Avere accordingly iusiruch^d to rest Ids deposition in your formal prfX'Jamation ou 
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Resident witli the simple penalty of dei>osiiion, as well as the opinions recorded 
by the Native Membei*H of the Commission, imulc it inexpedient to inciud(i matters 
arising out of the inquiry among youi* grounds of a^dion. Such a eoursc Mwld 
luive only add(‘d a snpci^uous justification for a necessary act. It might have 
obscured the principle that incorrigible misrule is ol’itself a sulficient disquahficia- 
lion for sovereign ])ower. Her Majtisty’s (lovernment, have; willingly aee('.])tcd tbc 
opportunity of r(‘cognizing in a conspicituus case the ])araniount obligation which 
lies upon them oi' jjvotecting the people of India from o]jprcssion, 

18. I liave, in conclusion, to ex[>ross {>n iKihalf of Her Majesty’s Oovornment 
tlndr high appreciation of the services which have boi^n r(mdcre(l by Your Excel¬ 
lency (luring this painful c:is(‘. T have also to j*o(picst you to (‘onvey to Sir Lt'wis 
l*(*lly, and tlie oHie(‘rK acting under Ijim, the senst* w]ii(di is (mt(;ri,aiiu?d hy ilcr 
Majesty’s GovernuKuit of tlui (dlhaeiit maimer in which Muar diflfi(*ult duties have 
bt^en performed. 

T liavi^, &c. 

(Sigiu‘d) Halisuurv. 


LONDON: 

PnntoiJ by Or^Hrfii; 15. Fyick mid IViij.iam SpoTTtHWofui 
IViiibTs ii> till* OiK'iMi’ti most Kxceiii’nt 

Ih-r Majc-sty’s Stationovy Of!ic<*. 
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CORRESPONDEN(^E. 


No. 11 of 1875. 

t 

Government of India, Foreign Department, PoLmcAL. 

My Lord Marqtjih, Fort William, tho 1511) January 1875. 

In continuation of our d<'spatcli No. 21.11, dated 27tli NovemlxT 1874, D'(i 
have the honour to forward, for the consideratinu of Her Majesty’s (jovernincnt, 
papers * relative to tlie attempt r(‘(;(*ntly made to poison Colonel 11. Phayre, C’.B., 
iahj British Itesident at the Court of His Iligliiiess tlic CJatdcwar of Baroda. 

2. The enquiry made hy the Corninissioner of Bombay Police lias n^sultod iji 
the collection of evidence wliich in the o])iiiioji of tlu' Advocate-General of 
Bombay establishes a sb'onsj presumption thatllis Hii^hnoss Mulliar llao Gat^kwar 
instigated the pei’petration of the crime'. 

3. Your Lordsliip will observe that Sir Jjewis Pelly entertains a vej*y dticided 
conviction of the guilt of the Gaekwar, and has (‘xpn^ssed his opinion that tlu^ 
evidence already obtained, coupled with the antecedents of His Highness, is 
sufticicMit to justify his imunuliatcj removal from power. 

4. We referred the evid(*nce, Mr. Soutcr’s rc'port, and the opinion of tlie 
AdvocRte-Ge.noral of Bombay to our legal advisers, who, wliile making tlie 
reservations which are necessary in d(*aling with such evidenee, advised us that 
a case was made out which would warrant tlu^ (iornniittnl of His Highness for 
trial on the charge of compliiaty in the , crime. W(^ eandully went tlirough ih<i 
evidence ourselves, and qu<'stioned Mr. Souter with regard to the manner in 
whhdi it was eollectod, and as to certain points upon which we thought further 
explaiiaiiou was requin'd, and we entirely comau* in the ojihuon of our higaJ 
advisers. 

5. W(^ consider that; it would b(5 pnnnature to fonn a judgment resja’-tHing 
His Highness* guilt until an opportunity has been afforded him of making liis 
defence; and that, apart from the charge of complicity in tlic attempt to jioison 
Colonel Phayre and any other circumstances whicli have been or may b(i brouglit 
to light in the course of furtluT enquiry, there uj*e no suflicieiit grounds ibr 
departing from the detiTmtiiation at wJticli we liad before arrived, that limit 
should he allowed for effecting the reforms which we Jicld to lie lu'citssiiry in the 
Baroda Stati;. 

(». We have therefore resolved to institute a public, enipiiry into the case as it 
ailects His Highness; and for that purpose it has liecn nccitssary to suspiaid him 
from the exercise of power, and to assume tlu; tmn|ioraiy administration of Hut 
Baroda Statt'. 

7. We have been careful to aniiouiutit publicly that the assumption of Hut 
Government of Baroda is teniponiry; that the administration will in the mean¬ 
time 1)0 carried on, as far as possible, in aecorilance Avitli the usages, customs, and 
laws of the country, and that a native administration will hi* rc-cstahlislied in 
such manner as may be dctcruiiuitd upon after the 4'onclusiou of Hie ('lujuiry and 
afler eonsidci'ation of the results whicli the enquiry may elicit. Tlie orders wliich 
we have issued will he found in oiu* Jettia* of in.slruclioiis of the 13th instant to 
the Agent to the Governoi>Goneral and Sjiecial Commissioner at Baroda, and 
we have learnt hy tcleginpli that Hiey have been carried into effect without 
disturbance of tlie peace. 

8. The enquiry will be made hy means of a Special Commission prosidtKl 
over hy the Chief Justice of Bengal. Pending the result of thi^ enquiry it 
would he premature to come to any decision on Hio suliject of the. succession. 
But while we in no way prejudge the case, or anticipate the issui' of Hie enquiry, 
we have iristrneted Sir Lewis Belly to report who are the surviving representa¬ 
tives of the Gaekwar’s House and wind, arc their respective claims to he selected 
to rule the Baroda State in the event of Mulliar Ptao Gaekwar being permanently 
set aside. . 
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y. sincerely regret the necessity which lias forced these measures upon us. 
But it was imj)ossible to allow the strong suspicion of the (iaekwar’s complicity 
in so heinous a crime to stand without invtistigation into ihe case, and it was 
cfpially impossible to continue political relations with a Prince against whom such 
a suspicion existed. We did not proceed to the temporary assumption of the 
Baroda Administration before carefully considering every alternative that seemed 
opcu to US. The course wo liave determined upon aj)peai*ed to be the only one 
whujh we could adoj)! in fairness to the Gackwar himself, and with a reasonable 
prospect of elucidating tlic real facts of tlu; eaB<i. 

10. Wc ndy with confidence upon the firmness and discretion of Sir Lewis 
PoDy undei* whoso immediate directions the orders which we liavc given have 
been cairii^d into (dhstd., and to whom the administration of the Baroda State has 
for the present been entrusted. 

We have the honour- to be, &c. 

No. 1. 

No. 40P., dated 14th November 1874. 

Prom SKCtti'iTAiiy to th(i Goveukhekt of Bombav, to Seciietaby to the Qovebn- 

3TKN'i’ of India, Poreign Department. 

I AM directed to forward, for the information of the Governmeul. of India, the 
ai^conipanying papers on the sulyect of an attempt lately made to poison 
Colonel l*hayre, the itissident at Baroda. It has behn ascertained from the 
Cov<irnmeut Analyser in Boml)ay fhat the substance submitted contained 
arsenic. 

P.S.—Since writing the abov<' a letter has hcen received from the Government 
Analyser, of which copy is appended. 
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Telograiij, dat«d 9th Novc'iul>e.r'1874. 

From RKSioKTrt’, BAaoT»A, to SucJurrAUV to (iovr-aNMUN'r, Political Department, Pt>oua. 

BuM) attempt to jKiwou iiifi thin dny has providentially fruhtratud. 

Moro. hy p<»sl.. 


No. TjOtfA., dated liaroda, 9th Novemher 1874. 

Ki’oin Rksidknt at Baijoda, io Sik’iietarv to Cdvicknment of BoMnAV. 


Uefickrinc^ to the t‘iioh>sL‘d (;<»p3' of a tolo^Min dospatch(Ml by me yustorday to the Private 
Secretary to llis Excellency the Governor, I have tlie Imiiour to forward, for the infonnation 
of Goveruiiicni, copy of my letter t,o tlio licMideiicy Surgeon’s address on the subject of his 
reply. .... ' ... f 

1 have found it impossible to prepare a full olUcial report of tho circuinstauces for despatch 
by this post, but hope to do so by tho next one. 


Dated Baroda, 9tli November 1874 (Confidential). , 

From RESinENTat Bauooa (demi-olHcial), to REsruENCv Sukceon, Baroda. 

With reference to the circumstances that T mentioned to you this morning, together with the 
symptoms which I <lescribed to you, and the contents of tlie tumbler which you took home 
with you, 1 should feel much oblige<i ii‘you would kindly give me a professional opinion as to 
the naturc of tho contentvS ol‘ that tnmbloJ*, wlicther poisonous or not. 

Although 1 only took two or three sips of the p\immalo Juice which the tumbler contaiiied, 
I felt within about half lui hour, as I described to you, a most unusual sickneas of stomach, 
accompanied hy dizziness in the head and of light, producing confusion of thought, also a most 
unpleasant metallic taste in the muutli, with slight salivation, such hs I have never experienced 
before till within tho last few days, and which I attribubjd pm tly to a slight attack of fever, 
which lias, however, quite gone off, and pai-tly to an idea that the pummalo, from winch the 
juice daily ])laced on my table had boon extracted, were not fresh ones. I now, however, 
attribute all these symptoms, especially that of this morning, to entirely different causes, in 
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this juice, and tliat liad I drunk the whole turahlor off to-day I should have l>eeii very yi 
indeed. 

The confused state of iiiy head lias often suiprised me of lato, hecausij for the last six weeks 
1 have abstained in Loio from wine and beer, ^c., oxoej'tt onue or twice wlien MuivIh dined at 
the Residency, and liuvc found myself all the better for it. 

My general Iiealth is, as you know, most exctdlont, and tliondbru the 8ym])t(inis which I 
have desciibed to you are I feel sure the rennlt of unnatural causes. T never droauit of }H)isou, 
otherwise T should not have thrown away so inucli of the contents of the tuinbor w'hicli I gave 
you tliis morning. 

H was only after (h)ing so and wlien I was replacing the tumbler on the table, and saw th<f 
sediment at^Uie bottom, that I, fur the first time, suspected foul play. 


id.) 

Dated 9th N(.iveniber 1874. 

Fi'om Residency Surgeon, Barooa, ii> Resident at Baroda. 

In reply to your letter just received, 1 p.itu, 1, have tl»c Imnour to re))ort tliat as far as my 
cliemical ap})liane(*s allow me to pronounce the opinion upon tlu? ipiality of the sediment which 
you this morning (intrusted to mo for examination that siidiimuit is arsenic. 

The (|uautity wms sutHcient to allow of its being tested hy reduction w'ith charcoal, and the 
result 1 have shown y(Hi. 

The iiietailic ring deposited upon the tube in rich pnAusion and the velolicdral cryataLs also 
deposited, point almost certainly to tbo presence of arsenic. 

1 puipose despatching the rfuiiaindor of the sedimejit by to-moirows mail train to tlie 
(loviirnment Analyser. 'I’he quantity of sediment would almost assuredly liave proved fatal 
had it been swallowed. 


(<■’■) 

Dated Grant College Laboratory, DUh November JS74. 

From Acting Ciiemicaj. Anjilvser to Government. JIdmuav, to Priva'J'e Secretary to 

Ills Excellency the GoVERN(Hi oT riOMHAY. 

To tin; information r('gardiiig tin; Baroda poisoning ca.se given in my tf'logram of to-day, I 
beg to add furtliev that on Wednesday tlie lltli, I receivisl fixnn i)r. Seward by letter a small 
jumlvct contitiiiing one and a liulfgrainH of a greyish colouri‘d ])owcler, which on examination I 
found to consist in great part of common whit(j arsenic. Some, insoluble sediment w]ii(;h 
remainc'd, T at (irst look to consist (‘ntiroly of jiowdercd glass or ([uavtz, but a subsequent and 
clostir examination has led nu'. to think that a few glitttTing particles which the sedinnuit also 
contained aiv diamond dust. From ilm exceedingly miruitc quantity of tlii.s sub.sfcancui and its 
stat(5 of ljn(! subdivision, it is impossible to eariy its exainiuatiou furtliev than inspection and 
negative ex}>eriin' nt. 

Although dininond dust Is perfectly harmless, yet the natives of this country have a linn 
belief ill its deadly polsoimiis properties. 

I was unable to discover any other [)oison than arsenh^ in the ]M^wder .sent by Dj*. 8(;ward. 

1 sliall ketqi His Excellency infonned of miy further’ analyses 1 may be called upeii to make 
ill tire present case. 


No. 2. 

No. 7092, dated Bomhay Castle, 2(>th November 1871 (Confidential). 

From C. GoNNii, Esq., So(n*etary to Governnuuif , Boinbey, to C. IJ. Ajtciiison, 
Esq., C.8.I., Secretary to Goverurneiit of India, F<)reigii Dr^pavtiriont. 

1 AM • directed to forward borewitli, for subnii.ssioti to lLi.s Ei:(;ellency the 

Viceroy luid Governor-General in Council, copy 
ol' tlui j)upoi> marginn-lly uoLhI, relating to the 
at tempt recently made to poison Colonel rbayro, 
tlu5 llcsident at Baroda. 

2. Witb r(^fcrcnee to tlie letter froin the ll<.v 
sident No. 382-128C, dated 21s(. instant, Colorud 
Fbayre lias Inicii instrucUid to receive the visits 
of Ills Highness the Gact.war as usual until otherwise directed. 


(rt.) 1. iiCtlur I’roin the Renideut at Rarodu, 
No. .’UU-127I, dated 17th Noveinhec 1871. with 
t'ucloHuroB. 

(A.) 1. JjcUer fwmi tin* Resident ul Buvoila, 
No. 382 1280, dated aiM Noveiidier 1871, with 
eucldsureK. 

(e.) 3. Ij»‘tter from the Rt'Hiiknt at IJaroda, 
No. 887-121).^), dah'd 23rd November 1871, with 
onclusiii'es. 


No. 379-1271, dated Baroda Residency, 17tli November 1874 (Oontidential). 


Krom Colon KL R. Buayre, C.B., A.-B.-C. to the Queen, Resident, Baroda, to C. Gonnb, fisq.. 

Secretaiy to tlie Government of Bombay. 

Refpkuino to the correspondence marginally noted relating to tbo recently reported attemjd 

1 . liohidciit'n letter to (jovernment, No. .'iOoA. to poisoii nic, I Lavc the lioiiour to forward herewith 

of utii NoTeutbor, ig74,Miili KceouiprunmentH. ^hc judicial piococdingH in the case, which consist — 

1st. Of the notes of ovi^lence recorded. Appendix A. 

2ndly. Of luy opinion on the whole case as it now stands, Appendix B. mid tLCConqjarnmcnts. 

Jh'dly. Of my sciiarate statement reganUng the attitude of His Highness the Maharaja and 
his Minister relating to the case under report. 

2. H will be seen that 1 have arrived at the following conclusions :— 

1st. Tliat «u undoubtetl attempt to jioison mo luts been made by two or more pei-sons of 
the Resithinev KstsihliMljiuciit, wiio have no conceivable personal motives for the crime, and 
who utterly r(^pudiate its rominission. 

2iuUy. That, arsenic and diamond <lnst wei«? at least two of iho ingveilients used to eflect 
the eriinu in question, fnuii which iUct it appears clear that the household servant or servants 
und(;r suspicion must have been sup[>lied by some person of rank with the more costly of these 
ingredients. 

3?dly. That this attempt on iiiy lih^ m'/us matle with the cognizance ami eonnlvanee of His 
Highness tlie Maharaja, two of whoso confidential servants liav(5 been conspiring for months 
pa'iit. with one of tlie Uo.sideiu'y table servants who is now suspected of having been the main 
instrument in the recent attempt to poison me. 

4tldy. That all im>tive of private malice, as opposcid to political motive, is not only rc- 
pntliated, but is und(u- the eircumstaneos stated entirely out of the question. 

.Mhly. Judging from my own experience' (d* the Durbar Police and judicial administration, 

KfV/.- AIUM-Iitiis A. of llir CnmiiiisMori lU'i.ori, siippiu‘ied hytlic Opinion of the Commission, 1 believe 
Schedule I., wise 4., p8iriii;«si]>h XU. that SO long US liiH Higliiiess MuJhar Uuo remains in 

power at J3ar<)da, there is no reasonable liojje of further evideiiei* that may lead to the detection 
of tlie real instigator of the crime being olitained, it being a fact, notwithstanding the Durbar 
No. i.- Yfshwuiu itiio Ycnin. jirofessious expicsscd in Appjcmlix (_'.,tljat, in addition 

No. 2.—Mmnu)w liiio Kalaj. to the persoiis Tiow actually in custody there arc thria^ 

N«. a.- .Vrab Sowar Salam. eoniiiUuitia) servants of his Highness who are strongly 

suspected by mo of complicity in the commission of it. Of tliese three persons one has within 
the last two or three days been sijut to tlie Deccan, profcssei.lJy to Akulkoti*, to visit a saint in 
tliat neighbourhood ; anotlier died suddenly tlie day befoix' yesterday, it is alleged, by poison, 
as he was likely to liave proved an inconvoniciit witness ; and tJio third, the Arab Sowar Snlam, 
it is publicly rumoured, has just obtained leave oJ' absence to go on a pilgrimage to Mecca : tliis 
last however wants confiriuatioii. 

3. Having thus stated the main conclusions at wliich 1 have arrived, it only remains for me 
to supjJement the judicial proceedings under despatch, witli a brief summary of the ample 
and jjighly iuiportiint political evidenet; on roeonl in the Kesidont's Uliice regarding tlie pei-aonal 
cliaraeter and antecedents of his liiginiess Mnliiar Kao Oaekwar from 1857 up the pre.seiit 
time, a perusal of which will throw light upon the ]uineipttJ events of his Highness Miilhar 
Kao's reign and previously, and at the same time show with what delibeiute subtlety, fore- 
thought, ami secresy tliis Imiiaii Prince, jilans ami executes his fell designs by means of liis 
millions and assassins; also how’, notwithstamliug tlie evideiioo obtained and recorded against 
him in Ibrmei- years, Mulliar Kao has hitherto eludeil that justice which it is now ho])cd may 
overtake liiin. 

4. Tliis Pvinev^ commenced Ids eiu'eer of crime in 1857 wJien about 2o or 2() years of age. 
In my confidential re[ioi’t to Government, No. 3o A., dated the 9th February 1874, it wtus 
clearly shown that, in the luontli of October 1857, the peace of (iuzorat was seriously 
thieateiied by a projected outbreak of the cooly [lopulation in the Gaekwaree District of 
tleejapoor and In tlie British district of Kaira througli certain 'J’hakoors residing in Pertabpoor. 

5. On the 19tli Octul»er 1857, Sir Uiclmioiid bhakespear, the then Kesident of Baroda, 
r.'jKjrtod to Government that ilii! object of this conspiracy embnuied in tlie first instance 
Ibo ]»lundcr of the city of Aliiiiedabad, aftiu’ which an advance to rai.se the (soolics of the Kaira 
district on the bsnks of the Mahee about Pertabpoor, &e. was to have been made, and 
.•ifterwards an advance on Baioda, for the ]>urposc of dethroning the then reigning Gaekwar 
Kliuntlerao, was to coniplote the general design. Had the latter been effected the person 
who would have gained most by the transaction would have been the pre.seiit Gaekwar Mulbar 
Kao, whose personal participation in the plot was shown by quotations from the ofJicial 

oirespomleuee of that Jay as well as by the aeeorniianiments of the rojiort under reference. 

1). A perusal of the report in question will show that His Highness Mulhar Kao was mainly 
saved from exposure at the time, because Sir Richmond Shakespear believed him to be an 
idiot and unable to organize so extensive a conspiracy; hence although ho was distinctly 
proved a few yearn after to have been the prime mover in the renewed conspiracy of 18G3 
against the Uf'e of bis brother, he again escaped adequate punishment, because Colonel Wallace, 
Llie Resident, adopting tlie opinion of his predecessor, described Mulhoi’ Kao as “intellectually 
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7. When the conspiracy of 18G3 was planned Mulhar Raoand his four principal accomplices 
were almost daily frequenting the British camp at Baroda for the purpose of selecting instru¬ 
ments, who they helievod, would not hetray their nefarious d(wigns upon the life of the 
reigning Gaekwar Khunderao. 

8. Strange to say one of the principal Agents, to whom overtures wore made on tliis 
occasion, was an European Non-commiasioiied Oflicer, named Tltggins, tlio Serjeant-Major <»f 
the 28th Native Infantry at Bawda. Minor instruments were found at the llesidency in the 
pemon of a Naik of peons, named Doolub Sing, who with his two hrotliri's, Man Sing and 
Prem Sing, became the tools of Mulhar Rao and still reside at Baroda. 1'hus so long back as 
ten years ago, Mulhai* Hao did not hesitate to tainfjer with servants of the British (hwernuuMit, 
both European and Native. 

0. Serjeant-Mnjor Higgins, as might have been expected, divulged th(^ whole plot to tho 
then R(^Ridcnt, Colonel Wallace. Mulhar Rau’s four accomplices were seized, convioled, 
and sentenced to terms of long iinprisomnent; whilst tlm main conHpij*}itr)r himself was 
merely placed in confinement at Padra without any definitely expressinl int(‘ntion regarding 
his tenn of imprisonment, iJlrc. A ]>erusa] of tho Resident’s rejiort of the (‘videnco in the 
case Avill show that sorcery, poison, or shoi»ting were spcscilied as the njeans by any one of 
which tlm death of Khunderao was to ho effected. TIu^ poi.son which had been procured 
from the Civil Hospital was deposited for safety with Serjeanf-Major Higgins, until it might 
be required for use by one of his Highness Khunderno’s (toiifidentinl servants, wdu) liad Ikmui 
gained over by Mulhar Rjufs Agents to administer tho poison in eitlu'r the Maharaja’s food or 
Ills drinking water. 1'ho general similarity of this y»hi,n with that followed in the atteinj»t to 
poison the Resident under report, thrtmgli tluj medium of the Resithmey Chohdar a»d table 
servant, Faizoo, the Kazee l)ad^l, Meeya, and the Arab servant. Salain, is worthy of attention. 

10. It is moreover deserving of special note that, although in the 1803 conspiracy Tatya 
Shastroo confessed his crime and was senkmced to life iin})risoument, yet that as soon as 
Mulhar Rao came to the threme in 1H71, he released this confessedly guilty prisoner and such 
of his accomplices as still survived from judson, tliiis affording additional evidence, were such 
required, of his own persf^nal guilt as the iii.stigator of their diaboliita! clesigns. 


11. To return, however, to the events of the year 18G3, it is necPKsary to mention that 
though the main criminals had been justly dealt with in .September of tlnit year, yet that 
certain of Mulhar Kao’s Agents ami aecomplicos r(‘siding in tin* Baroda (’antonuienf ami the 
Residency, who had escaped deteetion, were incited revenge Mulliar Kao’s detection upon 
the faithful Serjeant-Maj‘n* Higgins, who after a course of jx^rsernitiuu from the assnssins 
narrowly ose^ped l>eing shot dead whilst lying upon his cot in the British Gantonment. Tim 
rfisult was that he had to bo rcmo\ed fronj tho 28th Native Infantry, and altlKnigh His 
lUgliTiess Kluind(5rao, with the sauetiou of Governimait, made him a handsonio remuneration 
for his faithful services, still the f»ct remains that Mnllmr Kao's secret Agents succee^led in 
hunting dowji this Hritish soldier with utter impunity—a manomvre which tiio sequel of tliis 
re])ort and its aoeonipaniimuit shows that the same Mulhar Rao has been putting in practict 
towarcls tlie British Residmt, (\)loneI Bhnyn*, for the la«t. few months, and it numiins to he 
seen wlu'ther lie is to be allow(*d to succeed now cs formerly. 


12. This evidence of the years 1857 ami 1803 places His Highness Mnlhar Uao’s eharneb r 
JLS a traitor to both his own and tho British Coveiliment, and as the would-be murderer «»f his 
own brotlier and sovomgn, and of Serjeant-Major Higgins, in its tiu<'light. It moreover 
afforded plain evidcmcc of what his future career was likely to be were the yiowor to dti 
mischief on a large se.ale ever entrusted to liim. 

13. Accordingly altliougb lie was thrown into prison as above stated, yi*t even in tJiat 
position be ingeniously contrived to hakth fresh plots against liis liroliier’s life l.y nmans of 
fresh Agents who opened secret communications with him. 

14. Amongst these was a disreputable person who weutTliy the name of Ksizch* Dada Meeya, 

. „ . , ., . ^ who, it is sai<l, hud bemi obliged t(» (ly from Chan- 

J^»rfc Ui*vd. Mi‘. TayUir H ovMlviict', AitiH'iKUx A. i i • it -vt n x • j • p t • 

^ .11 Nas.s]k Hi.strict, in oousequeiiee (d his 

having seduced and taken into his keeping his own niece. 'I'Jds man was at first engaged in 

tmdeavouring to obtain Mulliar llao’s release from prison, and lu' used to visit Bouiba}^ i'or 

that purpoBO. His connection with the case immediately under ri'port will be se(‘ii in the 

ace/mipanying ovidcnci^. 

15. Amongst others also who assisted Mulliar Rau when in ]»iisou at Badra were the two 
confidential personal attendants of Jlis llighno.ss, Yeshwunt Rao Yeola and the Aral> sowar 
Haiani, both of whom, though then in His Higliness Khuuderuo’s servici^, have attained 
notoriety us the instruments of Mulhar Rao since he came to the tlironci in Deceiiiljer 1870. 

1C. Early in 1807, these renewed intrigues of Mulhar Rao and his acciunplices to ihuiyUt 
and supplant his brother culminated in a ildid conspiracy, on which occasion upwards of 
20 persons were arrested, some of whom were executed ; some iinprisonetl for various jieriods ; 
and some escaped detection altogether. Reference to tliis outbreak is made in paragraphs 38 
and 30 of the Report No. 35 A. of the Otli February 1874, above quoted. 

17. His Highness Khunderao cliiwl smMcnly on ilio 28th November 1870, and the then 
Resident, Colonel Bair, in consultation with tho Acting Minister, sent to suininou Mulhar Rao 
from Padra to assume tho reins of Government, on the condition tliat his recognition as the 
reigning Oaokwar must be dependent upon the sanction of tho British Government. To this 
Midhar Rao» readily assented, and it shortly afterwards becoming known that Jumna Baoc, 
the widow of His Highness Khunderao, was pregnant, the British Government permitted 


Muihar Rao U) assume the administration'of the State as Regent till the result of the vddowed 
Kanee’s pregnancy sliould decide thi* question of his succession to the guddeo in his own right 
or not. 

18. No sooner ha<l Mulliar Kao thus uiiexpccU^dly olitainod the object of all his conspiracies 
and |>lotH during the previous 13 years than as might have Ixjcn GX]>ectod, ho at once initiated 
the reign of ti^rror wliieh luis lasted witlj little intermission ever since. Most of the graver 
perHf)nal cases against him, such as the sudden deatlis in prison of the Ex-Minister Bhow 
Sindia, Itowjee Master Ouiuioo Wagli, MullmrlHi Shclke, and (iovind^o Naik, all of whom 
are universally allegixl to have been [)oison©d by Mulhai* Kao’s Agents, were not enfjuirod into 
by the Commission, nor wora the eases of the Ex-Ilance Juiuua Kaee and the Kanee Kuklima 
Baee and many f>thorB, <!vincitig the most heartless cruelty and persecution on Muihar Kao’s 
]»art, but tiu'y have been the subject of correspondtmee with (lovernment since the Commission 
closed its sittings. 

19. It is umiocoMsaiy to lengthen this report by (juotations fVoni tlie proceedings of the 
Baroda Oaniidssion. Suffice it to say that they pronounced Muihar Kao’s ])orsonal cbaract<5r 
and conduct dmiug his brief reign of throe years to have l)een pre-eminently sw^eeping, 
vindictive, violi:nt, and sjudiatory towards all classes of his sulijocts, including the higher 
ones; and cousfHjutmUy that he was imt a Princr* who could he rca-sona}>ly expected to refonn 
existing abuses, and to place the administration (»f the State on a footiiig to entitle it to ilie 
confidence and su])p<irl. of tlu' British (Jovernment, and the loyal and willing oliedionco of all 
its subjects. 

20. In my Progi-ess Ropoi*t> to Covomnu^nt, No. 3()I-1225, <Iatcd the 2iid November instant, 
1 gave a full account of the official aduiiiiistraf ion of the State from the dc(.i.arture of the 
Commission to that date, but I excluded from Uiat ro[»ovt ciirtain personal matters, winch it 
now becomes my duty to l-elate, iu order U) throw light upon the conduct of the Maharaja aud 
his personal Agents towards myself as Kesident Jbr the Inst 1(1 months and iqiwards. 

21. 1 arrived at Baroda on the ISth Merch l<S73, and wdthin about four months from that 
time secret overtures were made to me through tho medium of an old banker, pur(>orting to 
come from Muihar Rivo himsolf. and oTKjniritig what, my ]>ri<;e was. I merely sent. b;iek word 
to say that wlmt 1 wished to accomplish was His Jliglmess’ own w'cdhire .‘ind that of liis 
subjects, and that if 7 could effect that J shouhl b(^ well paid. Krom that moment up to the 
present I*have about once or twice a month been in tlie habit <if receiving lettei*s eontaining 
threats of various kuids, most them with tln^ object of causing me to relVain from syst(ima- 
ticiilly rc'portirrg to Govcninicnt rverybliSiig that was going on, and to desist from making 
references to the Durbar on unpleasant subjects utidcv the pain of being killed (iithcr by 
sorcery, poison, or shooting—tho same special means, it will be i enu5mb(;re<l, as were actually 
used in 1SG3 to comjmss the death of llis Hightmss Kliunderao. 

22. I have only kept a few of tlu; Ictteis to which T ref(*r, hut I may state generally that 
in August 1873, wlicn it I)ecanio my <lisagre<*al)le duty to iiotict^ cei'taiii cases wdiieh rcllected 
upon the personal character of the Maharajji, Nans Sahel) Klianvilkur ami others of tlie old 
adiiiinistration, and again in the two folkiwing months wJieii llio nuudx*!* of petitioners greatly 
increase<l, and again in March 7874, when about to proceed to Nowsaree with His ITigliness 
the Maharaja, the iln-oats and manifestations of the personal lec^ling t<' which J refer, wi‘je 
frequent ami virulent, tiiough there was no difference in tlie ))<.u'sonal Ix^aring of liis Highness 
towards me aud has not lieen up to about a month ago. 

23. During tho (iarly )uirt of this period wliicli may }.« tenucsl the sorcery stage of Mxilhar 
Kao’s insidts and throats, a Delhi Hakim in tlie service of His Highness w'as going alioiit 
Baroda with a middle-sized mngic bottle in which my name was written both in English and 
Persian characters. However absurd this ])roccoeding may ajipear, it should l>c romcniberod 
that it was done for tho benefit of a puldic who have tlie most pi’ofound belief in magic; and 1 
have no doubt whatever that this' magical perfornuince was cxliibited iu order to show 
that tlie Kesident was in the hands of tlu^ Maharaja's magicians ; indce<7 none in His Ifighncss* 
service would have dared to 7iuve acted in such a public manner towards the Resident without 
the Maharaja’s instigation or consent. His Highness himself conversed with rao on the 
subject of this magic bottle on one or two occasions, and 7 clearly reraemlier his asking how 
it was possible that a written inscription could have lieen made inside such a narrow necked 
bottle except hy magic. (Jadoo). Taking this in conjunction with the unsatisfactory state of 
affairs and the tlivcats of sorcery being used against me which I vvjis tlien receiving, I could 
not >»ut feel that tho object in view wa.s to intimidate and insult me, but I alloweil the matter 
to pass with little or no remark. 

24. Next in order to this occurrence came the contempt and ridicule, which were thrown 
upon the Mendiers of tho Oomminsion and the Resilient in a dramatic iierfonnanco which took 
place before His Highness the Maharaja in January 1874, as already reported to Government. 

25. On our arrival at Nowsaree at the ond of March 1874 .1 did not Tail to remark that the 
Maharaja posted his confidential Arab servant, Salom, Madho Kao Kalay, aiid others of his 
household, ns spies close to the house it{ which T resided. T was at the same time anonymously 
■warned against tho presence of these rtteii as dangerous. On tlic day that under tho orders of 
Government I refiiscsl to attemd Luxmee Kaeo’s marriage (7 Uj May) tlic Delhi Hakim aliove 
referred to ajipearcd again witli tlie iiingie bottle., iind 1 was afterwnids told tliat ho actually 
came to my Imngalow with it. AVliatever his olyect may have been, it was a sinister one, 
calculated to throw eoutempt ujion tho Govommont ofwhieli I was the roproKsentative, and 
had'] soon the Hakim^ t sho^d most cortmnly have instituhal an enquiry into tile matter. 1 


26. A day or two after this, Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojoe made his false and nialioious attack 

upon me in the kliureeta of the 9th May to the addr^s of His Excellency tlio Govomtir; and 
I received a long anonymous letter informing me of the measures that wei*e l>oing 

adopted by the Maharaja to destroy both my native Assistant Mr. Manibhai and inysolf. It 
was stated in that letter that 1 was to be poisoned by my bottler, meaning no <ioubt the 
Chobdar ami table servant Faizoo, wlio, however, liad been fortunately left behind at Baroda 
to take cart) of the Residency; conaetjuently no attempt to ])oison me was mad(5 at Nowsaree. 
I, however, cautioned my butler (a Portuguese), wbo is strictly honest and trustworthy and 
has served me for 26 years, not to allow the Arab sowar Salam or any of His HighnesH* 
servants to come near the cook-room under any pretence whatevtjr. I now feel aasurod that 
had the tabic servant Faizoo been at Nowsaree at that time, an attcmi)t would have boon 
maAle te poison me in consoqnonce of the ungovernable rage of the Gaekwar at the non- 
rccognition by Government of bis -.narriago witl> Luxmee Bnee. 

27. At the end of May 1874, we returned to Baroda, whore the same system f>f pei‘secution 
and insult continuod. 1 have more than once >)Cftii solicited by prominent membora of the 
Durbar to dlsol>ey Government orders imvatdn, iu order that the Maharaja’s wishes might be 
gratified at the expense of the advice given by Goveminent. A])out that time (July 1874) an 
anonymous threatening letter was forwarded t«) me by Mr. Aitebison, the Foreign Secretary, 
for my information, which appeared to me to emanate from the same general source as all the 
other letters of a similar eharaoter, and to which 1 rejilied, suying that 1 had received many 
others of a similar kind for many months, and expressing tlie opinion that His Kighness the 
Gaekwar would doubtless be very glad to assassinate me if he dared, but that J considered 
him too great a coward to go to such a length. The recent attempt, b(»wcver, on my life 
sliows that my estimate was a mistaken one. 

28. On the 8rd August the khureeta (j 1* His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General, 
dated 2r)th July 1874, was <ielivere<l by iiio to His Highness the Gsiokwar, and as that khureeta 
conveyed th<5 most kind but serious warnitigs tf> His Highness, if. is necessary to mark 
particularly His Highness’ personal conduct l>ct\voeu that time and the ]>reHent,*in order to 
form an opinion whether th(‘re is any reasonable hope f>f a truly roforirmd suiministration being 
effected iiTider a Ruler of his well know^n chaiacter as above pourtniyeil. 

29. One of the first personal measures of His llighnciss after the receipt of the khureeta was 
the organization of extensive ariungenients for bribing British Oovermnent offiirials. in the lioj)o 
of getting rid of the Resident and of tijereby delaying the substantial reforms which had Inion 
so strongly inculoited in the khuveetn. Nomitial assent on paper was indeed given to the 
greater pari of the mlvico tendered ; but at tliesame time the .secret intrigues and mal-practices 
of the Maharaja w(*ro ])ushe(l forward witlj gnsiter v igour than ever. All attempts at reform 
on thti mahals were dcdiberatcly frustrated, :ui active system of retaliation on Ooinmission com¬ 
plaints was kept up, and the outcry from all classes iu tlie State continued as strongly as ever— 
a state of affahs which led to a series of written ren^onstrances wklimsed hy me to His 
H ighuess under onhu s froiti Oovcrnuiont. 

30. On the oth and 12th Oet»ber 1874 I was instructed demi-officially by Govornuiont to 
make very unpleasant an<I humiliating coimnunications to His Highness regarding his conduct 
in the Premchund lioychund bribery intrigue, which, instead of leading him to desist iVom his 
disreputable and disloyal maehiruttions, appear from what has since taken place to have 
exaspemted him more than ever against me under the sujvposition that I had first informed 
Government of this intrigue, whereas the contrary is the case. 

31. On the 14th October the serious dispute with th(^ Sirdar (’handra Hao Kudoo arose, 
which threatened, unless speedily checked, to end in a military revolt. On the 19th idem, 
the day Ivefore the Duss('ra, such was the utter inalfility of the iiewadministiation to influence 
His Highness for good that no effectual meiusui’e had up to that date been adopted to arrange 
matters ; and it was only when, with the sanction of Government,) intimated the impossibility 
of my attending the i)u8s<'ra pr(jcea.sion, indess matter’s were ananged, that His Highness 
almndoned his revengeful designs upon the Sii<iaT*s in (picstioii. 

32. In the me{mtime(10tb October) Luxmee Baee gave birth to a son, and I solicit promhient 
attention to the fivct that ])rccisely as the non-recognition Goveminent of her marriage in 
May last was followed by a false and malicious atttuk on me in a khureeta, so on the birth of 
her son, Ids delayed recognition by Government as the legal heir to the guddee drew forth 
another false and malicious atttvek on me in the khmoeta, ilate<l 2nd November, instant, 


addressed to His Excellency the Viceroy and Goveriior-Goneral. 'J’ho.se and other instances of 
a similar kind plainly indicate the real and systematic nature of the Maliamja’s enmity to me 
]»crsonally as British Kejmisentativo at his couri; and I have heard that His Highness considers 
his honour and dignity to have been pariiculai'ly injun d by the action of Government in these 


cases. 


33. From the moment that the last khure(‘tn of 2nd Noveml)er was w'ritten, His Highness 
appears to have become despojute. On Tijursihiy, the 5th November, it again became my duty 
to speak to His Highneas about tlie 1‘urther prosecutitm of the Premchund Hoychund intrigue, 
the alleged resignation of Mr. Dadabhai, &c., ifec., as reported by me to His Excellency the 
Governor demi-officially on the 5th November 1874. I explained to His Highness fully the 
deceitful part which Ids pei-sonal Agent Motirain had played, and I cautioned him in friendly 
terms against the danger of such intrigues. Next day (Friday, the 6th November), 1 felt sick 
at stomach with a strange confused feeling in my head, but I struggled against it and enter¬ 
tained no Suspicion whatever of foul play. Next day, Saturday, the 7th November, 1 felt 


rather wot’,so, but recovered on Sunday tho 8tli, After taking a little sherbet, however, on the 
TiKMiiirig of Monday, the 0th instant, I discovered, as described elsewhere in the evidence, that 
at last th(t diabolical threats ti) i)oison me had been carried into execution, but had providentially 
iHili'd. 



the Kx-.Raiiee Jumaa Boeo and Her Highness Riikma Bare, and the alleged actual murdei'cr 
of the five others named in this report, lias at length through his secret Agents crowned his 
caiv.c^r ot'crime by n course of misgovesminent ahwost unparalhsled in this part of India, and by 
an ill-disguisod attempt to murder a British Resident who daix'd to expose that misgovemment 


and to oppose an etfeetiial chock to his more oj^en exhibitions of heinous crimes. 

Jb**. The s} st(i!natie persecution which J have attem]itcjd to describe above as liaviAg 


been 


practised towards myself when in the perforimmee of my public duty at the Court of J>aroda, 
though a most humiliating and disgraceful fact, is unfortunately no now feature in Baroda 
jxditics, since thi> time that the present Gaelrw'ar’s father S^mjee Rao was first enti*usted with 
conditional indej)entleTtee hy the Hon’ble Mountstuart. Klpbinsttmcs in 1820. 

8(1. In connection with this subject I would invito tlio att(mtioii of Oovernment to tho 

* 1 . 1 I * 1 . measures resorted to by Svaiec Kao to afh^ct tho 

onc<- hvvu informed of similar human Kicrlficofi dostruction ot Mr. Williams, tljo tlicu British repro- 
imvinj' taiun jducc near IhtOHJa, hnt T lound it sontAtivc, and of Certain obuoxious mouibers of hia 
imjKissibU' to ohuliii prooi of tiu-m. family by sorcery, human sac-rifices, and incanta¬ 

tions, vUle Minute by the Huii’ble Mr, Newiiham, dated 20th Jauuaiy 1880. 

87. V\ntb ivgai'd to Uie enr'rgetic R(‘Hi(hmt, Mr, Sutherland who died .suddenly in 1840 at a 
well-knovrn critical period of Syajoc’s career, tlie belief is universally prevalent in Barotla that 
he was killed by sorcery and ]>oi8on; and his fate has more than once been held out as a threat 
to me in ;moiiymoiis letters. 

88. With regard to the distinguished Colontd Outrajn, when engaged in exposing tho 
malpractices of the Haroda Durbar towards the close of Syajee's reign, distinct allusion has 

oftii'ially madi^ by him to an attenpit of tho Maharaja’s Agents to poison him ; and it is 
not(»rious that Iu< I’emained for a consideraldc time under the apj)rehciisiou that poisoned food 
would somehow or other lu^ administered to him. 

8!). It tlius aj)p(‘ars that every Resident who has been placed in exceptionally diflionlt 
circumsiauces, as 1 have been, and has attiaupted fearlessly ami impaitiaily to <lo his duty, 
has been sysf,oinaticaily exposed to positiv’^e personal danger. danger, however, hits 

im-.alculal)ly increa.scd owing to the exceptionally vindictive character of the jm^sent Muhaiuja 
Kiel the jjregnancy »»f the fresh complications creato(.l by his own oiitragonUK and self-willed 
misconduct. 'J'lms the causes of disagreement l>etwe(!n the two Govemineuts have at length 
attained a inagnitinle and vitality of impi)rtanc(j which are unparalleled oven in the histoiy of 
our relations with the prcvseiit Maharaja's fatln^r, Syajee, who though he gave more trouble tljan 
any oJ‘ tlnj ]>reviouH Gaokwars has lu^cn far sur|)assed in crime by his sou, Mulhar Jiao. 

40. For iustanct}, evim since Highness leceived His Excellency tlio Govenn)r-Genoral8 
warning on th(‘ Srd August last, iustca<l of listening to that warning as lie pri)miscd to do, lie 
has delii>era.toly committed (he following acts of disloyalty ainl misrule :— 

1st. Rctabstimi on complainants licforc the Commission notwithstanding the Proclamation 
issue«l for ihoir protection. 

2n(1Iy. Tlw^ Premchmul Jloyclmnd bribery intrigue undertaken to S(‘cure tlio ronioval of 
the Resident from his C-ourt, and to o])tain certain tK>litical advantages })y disloyal and 
insulting means. 

8rdlv. His rc})eated importunities regarding additional military Ijonours to Nana Salieb 
IClianvilkar, well knowing that such honours were utterly incompatiblo with th(^ autho¬ 
ritative advice of His ExcclUmcy the ‘Viceroy and Governor-General, which ho professed 
to follow, 'fo this may he added his frecpieiit importunities for military honoum to Luxmeo 
Biiee. 

4thly. His false and malicious attack ou the Resident in tho khureeta of 2nd November 
last. 

.Ithly, an<l lastly. His final attempt to get rid of tho Resident by poi.son on tho Dth 
November instant, jmd his general demeanour in connection therewith since that time. 

41. Undei* the^se circumstances, 1 I'eapectfiilly submit that neither tlio honour or interests 
of tlie Jiritish Govenimont, or th(i welfare of the two and a lialf millions of tho Baroda State, 
are safe under a Prince who, in spite of nil the warnings which he lias had since tho close of 


1872, a period of two yeai's and upwards, continues deliberately to set tho common principles 
of humanity, loyalty, and justice at defiance; and I therefore, as British representative at 


tins Court, where I, am iu a position to prove my personal conduct and general bearing 
towards Jlis Highness'the Goekwar to have been marked by kindness and forbeaninee, claim 
tJu' substantial protection of Government on l^half of the general interests which are at stake, 
wluch inbuests, I feel assurod, will not be promoted by the least concession to a Prince, who 
from lH/>7 to the present time appears from the evidence rocorderl to liavo had his own way, 
however opposed to the laws tliat regulate all political and social relations in every part of 
the world. 

42. In conclusion I have the honour to stab? that, although the recent attempt on my life 
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Maharajahs interest to compass that attempt have not abandoned their intentions. I have 
observed myself and have been also warned that my steps after dark^ire dogged by spies; 
and the presence of snspioious persons in parts of camp, where they can have no ordinajy 
business, has been l^rought to my notice. 3 have also received by post, aoiue friendly letters 
counselling the utmost vigilance and forethought. Ifor thc«e warnings 1 believe there is at 
the present time ample ground, and I leave it for Government to decide to wdiat extent 
they tliink that a Representative of their own should be exj^osod to them at the Court 
of a Prince who is known to })e one of the most revengeful an<l malicious in Imlia, and 
for whose acts he has been hitherto held irresponsible on the grounds that ho was of deficient 
intellect. 


* Appendix A. 

Statement by Colonel Phayhe, Resident, dated 9th Novcm})er IRTk 

On Monday, Dth Noveml>er I wont out for my morning exercise ns usual at a. little 

before (> A.M., and returned nt five minutes to 7 ns shown by the clock aLK)ve my table. 1 
went to the w«sh-hand-stan<] taide on wliich a glass of pinnmolo .sherb('t is usually placed, 
and after taking two nr throe sips of it I sat down at my writing table an<l coinmorKiod 
writing. In about 20 minutes or half an hour I felt sick at stoiiwndj, and at otice attributed 
it to the s]ier]»et, which \ thou thought must have been made; with a bad pummelo. J then 
got u]> and took the tumbler of sherbet in my hand and thr<!W nearly all its contents thriaigh 
the window. Whilst putting down the tumbler, however, u]K)n the table, ami liieliijg at tlu‘ 
smue time my head rather confused and dizzy, 1 observed some dai*k scidiineiit at the bottom 
of tlic tumbler. 'I'ids struck me as vciy extraordinary, ami for the first tinu* the idi^a oecurreil 
to me that the slierbet in cjuestion had been poisoned. 1 at imee wrote a note <-o the 
Residency Surgeon, Dr. Sowarcl, and asked him to eonie over b) me. He arrived in al)out 
hall' an hour when I showed liim the tumbler and its contents, and deHciibed the sensation 
which I wjiH at that moment undergoing. He suggested that I should take an cjnetic, but I 
replied that 1 Imd not taken sufficient to seriously injuT’c nic, and that I did not wisli to upset 
niy.self for the whole day a,s 1 had ])lcnty of work to do. I at the same time inentiomMl 
him that 1 hail for Kon)e days jueviously liad doubts about tlie good quality of the pummelu.s 
used for making the sherbet, as 1 had on some ihiys thiown it all away, ami on others nfter 
drinking a little had experienced mueJi the same sensations iis J was then suflering from. Dr. 
Seward took the tumbler away with him, and said that be would jmalyse the contents. Dr. 
Seward returned about noun Siiying that li(‘ had analysed the eouieiits, and from the clcarnoss 
of the indications Jiad no doubt vvhiitiwer of tlie presence of arsenic. 1 bad in the Interim 
written to him askiiig him to give me his profes.sioiial opinion in writing regarding tlje nature 
of the contents of the tumbler. My note to Dr. Seward bail not reaebed him at Uji.s time, but 
a few m inutesnfti.'rwards it arrived, ami having read It be wrote the professional opinion ask‘'d 
for. Under tlie.se circumstances, I at once commenced a strict (mcpiiry, ana tlie first jioint to 
wbicl) 1 directi'd attention was to pj-ocure a list of tbo.se peisons who bad bad aecess to my 
private office room hotwe<.‘n about 0 A.M. and five minutes to 7 A.M. this morning. results 

of this enquiry are annexed. 


Statement by A. C'. Dokvky, Esq., Assistant Resident, dated 9Ui Novmnbei* lS 7 t. 

On Monday morning, 9th November, 1 went out sliootiug about 7 A.m., and returned alK»ut 
8.30. On my return to the Residency I wa.s accosted by Esliwant llao Jassood, S.‘ilam, the 
Maharaja's Arab Sowar, and by Madho Rao Sowar, who pri^sented to me the usual fruit, vS,’e., 
with the Maliaraj}i.'s eom])limenis. As J rode up to the door 1 saw Kaizoo Chobdar in tin.' 
verandah talking with Salain. Several jibons and otbcrs'Were present at the Htiini‘ time. 


Tlie following witnesses were called liy the Resident and examined :— 
i.— Nursoo, .Jemadar of Peons on the Re.sidency Establisbimuit, Htat(‘s :— . 

I CAME on duty to the Resident’s this morning at 7.30 a.m., alUi the Hosident’s return fVom 
his walk. The Resident was in his room when 1 arrived. 

Rel'ore me, this 9th day of November J87-J'. 

(Signed) R. PiiAYitK, Col., Kesident. 

2.-.-Ro\v.n:K, Havildar of Pi:ons on the Residency Establishment, states .— 

1 WAS present at the Resident’s room when AlabioUa ]ihu5ed the ]»umin(ilo juice on the 
HesidenVs table. 1 cleared, the waste paper basket in the Resident’s room l)eforc his nttuin, 
and was on duty when lu5 r-eturned this morning. 

Befoi’e me, this 9th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. PiiAYKE, CoL, Resident. 
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3.—Govini) Baloo, Hama), states 

I CLKARKD the IleaidenVs private room this morning witli Yellapa Hama], It is ray duty to 
arrange the things, and Yellapa sweeps tlie room. While 1 waa employed with Yellapa, 
Abdoolla brought puniraelo juice. (Gn being further ([uestioned the witness denied that this 
nmrnijig atiy pumraelo juicii was brought by Abdoolla.) I saw no pummolo juice brought 
to-day. I left the llosident's room about 7 o’clock, Yellapa cleaned the room with me, and 
afterwards loft before me. Rowjee Havildar came into the room while I was there to collect 
the waste iwiper by the writing table. Luxmon, Puttcwalla, also came into the room before 
liowjee. 

Before me, this 9th day of November 1874-. 

(Sign(‘d) B. PnAYRE, Col., Resident. 

4.— Yellapa, Ilamal, states;— 

I SWEPT tlie Resident’s privati^ office room this morning. Abdoolla and Oovind were 
pr<*sonL wliiJc T was sweeping it. Ahdtiolla canu5 to arrange the Sahib's things. T did not 
sec him bring anything. He n.suaJly brings some pumrnelo juice in a tumbler. Abloolla 
always plaws tlio jui<*c on the wash-hand-stand table. 1 did not see him ))lace it Uiore to-day. 

Before me, this 9th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phayre, Col, Resident. 

Ara:)OOij.A, Residency (Jbobdar, statics :— 

r PLACED a tumbler of pumrnelo juice for the Sahib tins morning as usual. I jdacod the 
juice on tl)e wash-liand-sland tabl(‘ about 0.30 a.m. At iliat time JJamals Uoviiid Baloo and 
Yellapa were iti tlie rootii. Hf)wjee Havildar w»w in liis usual jd.ace; h(? did not come into the 
room while i was tlicre. 1 placed the juice and went away. When J left the two IFamnls 
and Luxmon wtue in tlie room, and the Havildar llovvjoe was in the ante-room. With 
reference to the statement ^^f Govind and Yellapa Hamals that they sawino bring no pinurnelo 
juice as usutU, that is untrue. Both of them were presemt and saw me phiwj the juices on the 
table as usual. Luxmon peon <5amc into the room to s<^t tlie papru’s, &:e,, in ordi^r. 1 saw no 
oth(u* peon come iu except Luxmon. RowjtiC was an-anging papers in the ante-room ; h<^ did 
not come into the privatiC offici? room while T wius j)resent. 

Before me, this 9th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) H. Phayue, Col, Resident. 


().—Lttxmon, Puttcwalla, states :— 

That lie came into the Ko.sidcnts private office room about 0.15 a.m. Two Ha.niu.ls, 
named Goviml Baloo and Yellapa, ww. present, wlum 1 came, into tlic room. While I was 
in the room Ab(l<x>l}a brought some fniit, &c., and jdaced it on the tahhi. I was engaged in 
airanging the inkstand, pens, &c. 1 left the room while Abdoolla, Govind, and Yellapa wen? 

ill thc! room. 

Ikd'ore mo, tliis 9th day of Noveunher 1S74. 

(Signed) R. Phayre, Col., Resident. 


7.— FAIZOO, Chobdar, stattjs :— 

1 DID not go tf> tlic Resident’s private offici.* room this iiioniing. J rfiturned from the city 
this moruing alK>ut 7 o'ch>ck, and went to clean the silver its usual. No one was then 
engaged in cleaning the silver. I .saw Pedro at the cook-room on my return, lie wa.s not 
going to the bazaar. 

Before me, this 9th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. PiiATRE, C-ol., Rtwident. 


It appears from the evidence of these witne8S»JS that tin' following ])(*i'8()n8 only an^ known 
to luive had acxjess to the Resident’s privab^ offici? ro<iiu on tli(5 morning of Monday, NovemUtr 
9th, 1874, between the time that the Resident went out for his [>rivatc exorcise about (J A.M. 
and returned about 6.55 : — 

1. Abdoolla, Chobdar. 

2. Ri>wjee, Havildar of Peons. 

3. Oovind Baloo, Haraal. 

4. Yellapa, Hamal. 

5. Luxmon, Peon. 

Abdoolla made ibe shei'bet, and placed It on the Resident’s table about 6.S0 on the moming 
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charaj^r, and is strongly attached to me and to my family. I do not suspect him of any 
complicity in the crime now under investigation. He has given his evidence in the most 
stmghtforward and honest maimer, and I am satisBcd that the poison must have been put 
into the punimelo sherbet alter Abdoolla had left the room after [facing it on the table, and 
bcfoi-e my return from exercise about 7 a.m. 

When AlKloolla left the room about 0.30, the following persons are stated by him to have 
been present in the room :— 

1 . Govind Baloo, Hamal. 

2 . Yellapa, Hamal. 

3. Luxmon, Peon. 

Rowjec Havildar also admits that he was present near the Kesident’s room when Abdoolla 
brought the puminelo jiiice, and that he afterwards cleared out the wostii paper bosket in 
tlie room. 

Ordered that the four |x>rsoiis alxive named airested and placed in corifineuient pending 
further enquiry. 

9th November 1874. 

(Signed) R. PirAYiiE, Col., Resident. 


Yfxlapa Narsoo, Hamal, is in custody, and is furtlnsr examined :— 

Question.—When did you go into the R(i.sident’H private ofiiei! room, on Monday. Novomhev 
9th, 1874? 

Answer.— I wont there about G.ir> A.M. with Govind Baloo, ^lamaJ. 

Q.—Did you leave the room Indore Govind Baloo, Hamal, or afUjr him ? 

A.— 1 left the room In^fore Govind Baloo left alH)ufc (i.30 a.m. 

Q. — Who was with Govind Baloo wlien you left at (i.30 A.M.? 

A.—Abdoolla was witli liiiii. 

Q.—Where did you go whou you left the Resident’s private odiee ? 

A.—1 W(;nt Into the drawing room. 

Q.—When you went into th(^ Resident’s ])rivate office first, di«l yon see any IVuit there? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Wlio cleans the Resident’s room every day ? 

A.—Goviinl Baloo. I only came to sweep it in 1113 ' tiini which conuts once in every four 
days. 

Q.—Whos (5 turn was it to sweep the room 011 Sunday ? 

A.—Gopal Hamal swept th (5 room. 

Q.—Whose turn was it on Saturday? 

A.- -Uanmautii’s I IhjUcvc. 

Q.—When did your prcviou.s turn come? 

A.—Last Tlmrsday. 


Before me, tliis 10th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) H. PjiAYRE. Col, Resident. 


Gopal Ranoo, Hamal, states:— 

It wa.s my turn to sweeq) the Resident’s room on Friday morning. After sweeping tln^ 
room Govind remained behind. Alsloolla came as usual and jdaetjd a glass on the table 
with fruit. 1 know nothing about what has happened. 1 am a Raj]>oot, and live in the 
Sudder Bazaar. 1 wa.s employed in Colonel Wallace’s time. 

Before me, this 10th day of Novimber 1874, 

(Signed) K. PnAViiE, Col, Resident. 

Govind Bechak, Hamal, states 

^ I SWEPT the private office room on Sunday with Govind. Abd(»olla came as usual witli 
putnmelo juice and placed it on the table. After I had Hwe}>t the room I left it with Govind 
arranging the things. I know nothing about what has happened. 1 am a Kuubee by caste, 
and live in the city. 1 have served all my life in the Itijsidency. On Monday morning 
I returned to duty about S a.m. 1 live in the city, and went tliere on Sunday night to sleep. 


Before me, this lOth day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phatre, Col, Resident. 

Hanhanta Rajanon, Hamal, states:— 

On Saturday morning I cleaned the Resident’s private office with Govind Baloo after the 
Resident’s departure for exercise. 

Abdoolla came In as usual afterward.s witli sherbet and fruit. I do not recollet^t whetlier 
the sherbet, was placed on the table or not, nor do 1 recollect wlietl^er it was placed in the 
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uBuaJ plaoo or not It is only my business to sweep the room, and it is Govind’s basiness 
to arrange the things on the table. Gowind remained behind on Saturday as he always 
does. I am a Komatee Bhoee by caste. I live in Komateepoora. 

Before me, this 10th day pf November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phayre, CoL, Resident. 

• (loviNT) Baloo, llamal, is recalled in custody, and further examined:— 

Question.—When you wont into the Resident’s private office room yesterday to clean it 
was any one there ? 

Answer.—AMooUa was there when I went. 

Q.—What o’clock was it then ? 

A.—It was a little after 6 A.M. 

Q.—Did Abdwlla bring fruit and 8herL)et as usual ? 

A.—Fruit was then on tlie table, but no sherbet that I saw. 

Q.—How long after you cam<i did Abdoolla leave ? 

A.—He left very soon after 1 came. 

Q.—When did yon leave the Resident’s private office room? 

A.— J left the room shortly hefoi'o 7 A.M. 

Q.—How do you know the exact time ? 

A.—] know it btMause 1 lieard the clock strike about five minutes aff/cr I left. 

Q,—When you left the rooiji as you state shortly before 7, do you still maintain that no 
)nimiiu5lo juice was then on the table ? 

A.—Witness after iniich ]»revarication answers that he saw no juice there. 

Q.—Do yon know whether any sherbet was brought after you hod left tlic room ? 

A.—1 do not know. 

Q.—On previous days have you jUways seen sherbet placed on the table ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—Can you give any reason for not seeing it yestt^rday ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—When you loft the Resident’s private office room, was any one in the ante-room ? 

A.—Ytis, Yellapa was there. 

Q.—Did Y(?llapa return to the Resident’s private room after you had left it ? 

A.—I did not see him return. 

Q.—Did yod return to the R(?sic]cnt's l oom after you had once left it ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Where do you live? 

A.—1 live in the Residency compound next to the bheestee. 'K.ariun peon also Uvea near 
me. 

Before me, this lOtli day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phayre, Col., Resident. 


Rowjf.K Hama, HaviJdar of Peona, is in custody, and is examined :— 

Question.— At what o’clock did you come on duty yesterday? 

Answer.—Ab<mt G.30 A.M. 

Q.—When you came on duty wlio was engaged in cleaning the Resident’s private office 
room ? 

A.—Govind Baloo Hamal was cleaning it. 

Q.—Did you see Yellapa Hamal come into the Residents private room? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did any one besides Govind Baloo Hamal go into the Resident's jirivato room ? 

A.—Luxmon peon went in to look after the ink, pens, &c. 

Q.—What had you to do in tlie liesidcnt’s private room ? 

A.—I had to empty out the waste paper basket. This I did, and I tlien lell. 

Q.—Did you see any glass of pummelo sherbet ou the table ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Did you see AMooUa come into the room ? 

A.—-No. 

Q.—When you came into the room did you see any fruit on the table ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—Do you know R^ma Barote foirnerly a Residency peon ? 

A.—Yes. I know him. He was turned out by Captain Salmon. He is an enemy of 
mine, i never have anything to say to hinn. 

Q.— I am mfonned that you have been spending largely In the l>azaar f)f late, how did 
you conn- by the money ? 

A.—J was a servant of Major Walker when he was in the Cotton Department in 1868. 
I then sav<’d alx)ut Rupees 300, of which I spent about Rupees 160 on my marriage and 





of ornaments. I bought Bupees 100 worth of doth from Jemadar Nuraoo, for which I 
have not yet paid him. 

Q.—Do you know anything about Salam Sowar having gone to your house yesterday ? 

A.-—I know nothing. 


Before me, this 10th day of November 1«74. 

(Signed) R Phavhk, Coloneh Bosidont. 


Re-examination, 11th November 1874. 

Rowjek Rama, Havildar of Peons, is in custody, and states in answer to the Resident’s 

questions as follows:— 

Question.—When you loft the Resident's private office room on the morning ofMomlay 
the 9th, what o’clock was it ? 

Answer.—I came to the room about 6.30, and was engaged in removing the pai>ers for 
about five minutes. 

Q.—Where did you then go ta ? 

A.—I went to the place where tho peons sit, on the further side of the bnngjilow. 

Q.-—Did you leave before Abdoolla or afk^r him? 

A.—I left before lie did. 

Q.—Di<l you return after you onco loft tho Saliib’.s room ? 

A.—No. 

Q.—When you went to the peons* sitting place did you sec Faizoo ? 

A—Ych, he was then in the dispense-khana. 

Q.—When did you first see the Arab Sf)war Salam that morning ? 

A.—I saw him about 7 o’clock after the yahi>)’H rt^tuni. He tlieii came (»ii the Devcleo 
from tho direction of tho servauts’ houses. 

Q.—What did you say to liim? 

A.—I asked him why he had come so eiirly on this particular morning, and he said J have 
come because I hiave brought the Dewalee fruit. 

Q. Did the Dewalee fruit come with him? 

A. — N(»; it came a long time afterwards, about 8.30 A.M. 

Q—When you were in the Devdee when the As.siKtaut Resident returned from shooting 
was Salam there ? 

A.—Salam was there, and Faizoo was also present. 

Q.—Where did Faizoo go from then^ ? 

A.—1 saw him go in tho direction (d* the sc'rvants' hous^^s. 

Q.—Does Chirnma Wagh live with you ? 

A.—Yes. 

Q.—What do you know about Faizoo ? 

A.—1 have rejjorted to the Resident some time ago that Faizoo was not a gcKKl chsiractcr, 
and was suspected of going to visit NanajotJ Eshwunt and Nana Sahib at night, lie* also 
has been in the habit of going to the Kiizee in the city, and tho Kazee used to visit him here. 
1 should have mentioned tliis ; but be used to come to visit the Padree Sahib, st» 1 said 
nothing. 

Q.—Wlio do you susiject of having attempted to jwlrainistcr jJoiKon to the Sahib ? 

A.— I suspect Faizoo, because he hsis for a long time ])ast been engaged in all kinds of 
intrigues both in the time of Colonel Ratr and Colonel Shortt. Tn Colon<‘l Shortt's time 
ho used to go with Colonel Shortt’s Imtlcr to the house of ,Raht)orkuv, Nana Sahib, and others 
for tho puipose of giving them information. ,I have siseii Faizoo go with Colonel 

Shoi'tt’s butler and others to the city for this purposci. 

Before me, this 11th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Pi*ayiie, Colonel, Resident. 


Faizoo Rumzan, Mussulman, aged about 45, Chobdar and tablenaorvant. Residency 

Establishment, Baroda:— 

I WAS first employed at Baroda by Major Malcolm, Resident, as second servant, and was 
made chobdar by Colonel Davidson, Resident, about 20 years ago, and 1 have actrid as table- 
servant as well from that time to the present. When Colonel WalUice left, T obtained a 
p]a<!e in the Khaa Paga on Rupees 10 per mensem, continuing, however, to act aw chobdar 
and table-servant at the Residency. The Durbar service was in tho name of my son, who 
is now 14 yeoTH old. I have received tliat amount up to the prijsent time. 1 live in the 
city, and come every day for duty. I have a room in the Resi(loncy compound. My family 
lives in the city. 

Q.—Where are you in the habit of sleeping ? 

A.—I usuajlly sleep in the Residency, but 1 gp home to sleep eveiy tliird or fourth day. 



Q.—What is the name of the Mussulman who has been in the habit of visiting you at the 
Kesidencjy lately ? 

A. —He is called Kaeoo Dada Mecya. I do not know his fathers name. Razee Dada 
Meeya lives \u the city near the lines of one of the regiments. He only used to visit me 
when the Rev. Mr. Taylor came to the Residency whom he used to visit. I do not know 
whetlior he is in the Mahai'aja's service or not. I did not know him before he used to come 
Ijoro to visit Mr, Taylor. I do not know why he first came to me instead of going to the 
Padree Saheb direct. I know nothing about him except in connection with his visit to the 
Padree. 

I am acquainttid with Salam, an Arab Sowar, a private servant of the Maharaja. 1 have 
known him since the present Maharaja’s time. Salam has never come to my room in the 
Residency to sit, nor has he ever smoked with me. He did not como to my room on Monday 
last, the Dth, about 0 A.M. I saw him in the adjoining room to mine on Monday last about 
9.30 A.M. Ho called out trj me, and T said that it was near breakfa.st time, and that 1 wiis 
changing my clothes. Salam then left, no further conversation passed between us on the 
momiiig in question. 

Q.— Do you remember seeing the Assistant Resident return from shooting at alK>ut 8.30 A.M. 
on the morning of Monday, the 9th instant, in qucstioTi, and were you not at that time sitting 
on the bencli and talking to the Maharaja's Arab Sowivr Salam? 

A.—1 di<l not sec the Assistant Resident, and I was not talking to Suhun. 

Salam lias never conic to niy house in the city. I have never scon Salam talking with 
th(‘. old man Govind Raloo, wlio cleans out tin; Resident’s privab^ oftico. 

Wlien my boxes were seanthed on Monday, the Oth instant, (.Jovcmin(!Tit Rupees 100 were 
found in one <»f them. I usually keep my money in the city where my family is. 

Q.—Do any other persons from the city except the Kazee above refcrretl to an<l Salam 
over come to your quarters at the Residency ? 

A.—N(» one has ever come from the city to visit mo. 

Q,—If as you say the Arab Sowar Salam has never been in the habit of visiting your 
quarters at the liosidency, liow caino lie to como to your (xuartors and call out to you on 
Monday, the 9th instant? 

A.—I cannot say why lie (‘amc. 

Q.—Do you ever go to the (|uart;crs t»f tlio old llama) Govind ? 

A.— J never go, ami I have never sat smoking oiiiside with him, in pa^^siiig 1 have eu(}uij-ed 
about bis wife. 

Q.—T)o you know bow Goviiul Baloo came to put poison in my sherbet on the morning 
of Monday, the ytli ? 

A.—1 did not see him do it, bow can I tell. 

1 slept at the city on Sunday night, and returned to duty about 7 A.M. on Monday, the 9th. 
1 sh'pt on Piiday night, the 9tU instant, in the city. Witness corrects himst^f and statc.s 
that on Friday night he slept in the Residency. I also slept at the Residency on Thursday 
an<l Saturday night last. 

Q.—Have you ever made ]»nnimelo sherbet for the Rcj.sident^ 

A.—Yes, I bave, when Alxloolla Inus not made it. I may have made it within the last 
week <u’ ten days. .1 have never brought it to the Resideiit'.s room rriyseli’. There was no 
:q)ecial reason for my not bringing it. I may have uiatic the sherbet last Friday. 1 never 
put sugar into the sherbet. 


The abovt^ examination has been read <»vcr to the wifcnes.s in Jlindostanoe, a language which 
lie miderstaiids, and lias been acknowledged to be correct. 

Before me, 

nth November 1874. ’ (Signed) U. Phayre, Colonel, Resident- 


The examination of Faizoo Ramzan having been recorded, Iwi is ordered to be 2 d}mcd in 
confinement ])ending further emjuiry. 

11th November 1874. (SigiUidj R. PUAYUK, Colonel, Resident. 


Pedro DeSouza, Portuguese, age about 37 ycai’s, Butler in the service of Colonel 

R. Phnyre, G.B., Ib'sident:— 

I HAVE been in the service of Colonel Phayi’e about 2/) yoare, and I accompanied him to 
Baroda. I went on leave to Goa on th<^ 3nl October last, and returned again on November 3rd. 
Salam, Arab Sowar of the Maharaja, has been in the habit of going to tlie servants’ quarters. 
When he comes he usually goes to Faizoos room, and aits outside in the verandah. Next to 
Parzoo’vS room is the ayah's room, and a dwarf wall divides those two rooms from mine. I have 
jiever seen him sit anywhere else. 

Since I came from., leave on the 3rd instant, 1 luive seen Salam twice. On Monday last, the 
0th instant, 1 saw him sitting as usual outside Faizoo’s room in the verandah. I did not see 
whether i'alzoo was there or not At that time the Maharaja had not arrived, it was about 

(\ T .. Xl__1_t •_ _-_ _^!1 XL * 1. 1. _ 1 1 1 1 j • 


, I haw also seen a man whom they call Kasee ^ to Faiaoo’a room. I do not know who the 
Karoo is, but ho twed to come to see the Rev. Mr. Taylor. He used also to come at other 
times. Ho has been in the habit of ooming to Faizoo’s room and sitting there for long periods 
together. Ho usually comes on horsobnek and wears a white turban tightly bound. 

No other josooda or personal servants of the Maharaja ever go to tlio servants' iiuartera. 1 
have not seen any other people from the city go to Faizoo’s quarters. 

I have been solicited by Nur Ollali, former Cbobdar, to go down to the city to the 
Maharaja’s ])alace, I told my master of it at the time, and Nur Ollah was discharged. Since 
that I have not been solicited by any one. 

Faizoo sleeps as often in the oity as ho does hero. 1 snsjiected Faizoo of being conconicd in 
the matter of administering poison to the Resident, because of his connection with the city, his 
intimacy with Salam and others who live in the city. He also sometimes makes the Hherl>et, 
and lias access at all times to the Resident’s private office room. He is also in the my of the 
Durbafr. 

. Govjnd Haloo, the old Hamal, who I(X)ks after the Resident’s pnvate office, dressing table, 
bathing water, &c., always shuts up the Resident’s room the hist tiling at night, arxl goes otf 
to his room to sleep. Fiiizoo or Abdofilla, whoever may be on duty, loaves the bungalow 
about tlio same time. Throughout the whole ilay also, except during meal time, Faizoo and 
Govind are always present on duty in the Residency. 


This examination having rciwl over to tlie witness in llindostanoe, a, language which 
ho understands, is ncknowlodge<l by iiiin to be correct. 

Before me, this lltli day of November ltS74. 

tSigned) R. PnAiltK, Colonel, Resident. 


Anton John 1)e Souza, Portuguese, aged about ^4 years, cook to Colonel R. Phayre, C.B., 

Resident:— 

J HAVE been emjiloycd in Colonel Phayre’s service as cook for the last seven or eight years 
and 1 accompanied him to Baroda. The Alaba,raja’s Aral) sowar Salam is in the habit of 
coniing to Faizoo’s c^uartiTs twice in tlic w’etjk when the Maharaja visits the Resident, 1 know 
this becanse the cook-room is o])[)osit(i those quarters and 1 can see what goes on. T have also 
seen liim come at olluo* times on special occasi»)ns anil lu* (hen always goes to Faizoo’s room. 
1 have also seen a person called Kazee, who jiJwjiys goes (.o FajziX) s and M'bo visits the Rev. 
Mr. Taylor when he comi's to Baroda. 1 have also .seen the Kazee referred to a givat many 
times when Mr. Taylor wjis not at Baroda. J liave once cnquireil of Faizoo why this Kazee 
always come. Faizoo replied that lie came io giit news of Mr. Taylor. The Kazee however, 
stayeil a long time at each visit, much longer tlinn was necessaiy to make such enquiries. I 
cannot say positively whether the Kazoo cami; last week or not when Mr. Taylor was hero. 

Other persons also liave come from the city to v isit Faizoo, but I do not know them. 

On Monday, the 0th instant, 1 saw Salam as usual outside Faizoo s quarters. No one ever 
comes into the cook-room. No one has evei* made any overtures to me about going to the city 
or anything else. 

Faizoo usually sleeps in tl»o city but sometimes sleeps here. 

On one occasion Pedro asked Iiiiii why he wont to the city so often, and Faizoo got angry 
and said tliat he never left without telling Abdoolla. *■ 

I RUHpoct Faizoo’s com])licity in tlie crime of administering jioison because he receives pay 
from the Durbar and has })een mixed up in Bnroda ifitjigues lor a Jong time }uust, and is 
always enquiring about the Sahib to give information in the city. 

Abdoolla and J hod lately an altercation with him about this; and another roason is the 
vi.sits that arc constantly paid to him by thcj Arab Sowar Salam, the Kazee, and others from 
the city who have no business there at all. 


The above exaudnation having been read oviu* to the witness in Himloskincc, a language 
which ho imderstands, is acknowledged by him to be coiTi‘ct. 

Before me, tliis 11th day of November 1874, 

(Signed) R. PHAYItE, Colonel, Resident. 


Aj)DOOLTjA Mahomed, Mussulman, age about 85, ChoMar and table servant:— 

CnAVE been, off and on, in Colonel Phayro's service for 18 yea.iw. I came to Baroda with 
Colonel Phayre, nud was made Chobdur in the place of Nur Ollah, who was discharged. I have 
the highest certificates of character from my mastei’ and othera whom I have served for tlm 
above poiiod. 

.lAins. r! 



Qaestioa^HtfVe you ©w haiEl ehixs^jcmhATr^h^e^ 

AnKwer.—Far from it; I hove been treated a© ft child of the ihaml^ boih by my maater and 
xnitjiress. 1 am in the habit of making nummelo sherbet for the Sahib and .1 made it os the 
morning of Monday» November 9tl). Faizoo Ohobdar has occasimially mad© it, and h© made 
it, I believe, on Friday last. Faizoo has on more than one occasion brought th© sherbet himself 
and put it on the Saliib's table; but I put it there on the morning of Monday, the 9th. \^eii 
my Arid died Faizoi) prepai-ed the slierhet for about 12 days running. This was about three 
months ago. 

1 have known the Maharajahs Arab Sowar Salam since 1 came to Baroda; when the 
Mfthari^a comes to visit at the llesidency twice n week, Salam generally ^es to Faizoo's 
room, sometimes he goes inside and sometimes he sits outside in Ae verandah. My room is 
about 20 to 25 paces beyond Faizoohs, and I can see any one who comes if I am in my room. 
Laat Monday, tlic 9th instant, I did not see Salam at Faizoo*s room, l>eeause I was aj wbrk 
in the bungalow. 1 saw tlie Assistant Resident return from shooting about 8.30 on that 
morning, and then Salam and two oihoi’ Mahratta Jasoods of the Maharaja were talking 
together with Faizoo in the Residency back verandah. 

When the Madam Sahib was leaving for England, she gave me and Pedro strict orders 
that no one but our.selves were to prepaie tlje tea, coffee, &c., for the Sahib. Faizoo, how¬ 
ever, on several occtisioiis has endeavoured in a marked manner to foi-cstall ns in this respect. 
Both I and Pedro, in conseciucnco ()f our oi-ders, have frequently remonstrated with Faizoo 
about this, but he has always put us olf, and has not attended. I have never suspected that 
there was any special motive on Faizoo’s part for doing this. 

I have always used the Vicst pummelo for extracting the juice, and on one or two occasions 
Hbout a month or two ago 1 have, binught V>ad puinmelos to show. Tiio pummelo that .1 used 
on the morning of the Oth was perfectly fresh and in good condition. 1 showed it to l)j*. 
Seward. I could not understand why the Saliib e(nuplaiued two or tliree morniugH previously 
that the juice was bad. No 8\is]»icion crosso<i ni}’’ mind that any one had drugged it. 

It was my custom to place it on tl»c wash-han<l-stand table about half-pust 0, when T wont 
to my regular work. At that time the old Hanial Goviud and unotlier used to be in the room, 
and the peons as usual were arranging the papers, pens, ink, &r.c. It v/m therefore ]wrfeclly 
possible for any one to have put somctliing into the slierlKit after my departure, and before 
the Sahib’s arrival. Faizoo’s business is to clean the silver and lay tlm breakfast table. The 
biuakfast room is only about 15 piujes from the Sahib’s private j»rticc in line with it, and had 
Faizoo come in from the breakfast room mio the private office by the back entianco, no one 
could have seen him unless they liad boon engaged in the room at the time. On Monday 
morning, tlie Oth instant, Faizoo returned from the city al)Oiit 6.30, hefoi-e the Sithib had re¬ 
turned from his walk. J kn{)w this because the Sahib’s horse always j^asses the dispense-kbana 
whoi'e I am at w<ak. I therefore know exactly the time when he comes. When 1 Imd placed 
the juice on the Sahib’s table as usual, I went to the disponse-klmna to prepaid the butter, and 
then I saw Faizoo on Ids wny to the dispciistj-khana. 

Faizoo then wont into the dining-room. I cannot aay whether ho went to the Sahib’s j'ooiu 
or not, but ho might have gone without my knowing. 

1 have constantly seen the Kazee at Faizoo’s room, lioth wln*ii Mr. Tayj4U‘ was htjro and 
when he was not. T have en(iuiv(ul JVoin Faizoo wluit the Kazee eam(5 for, and was always 
informed that he came b) ciKjuxre aftej- Mr. Taylor. 


This examination having been raul over to the witness in ITindostanee, a lariguagti he 
understands, is acknowledged by him to Ite correct. 

Before me, this 11th day of Novoinber 1874. 

(Signed) R. PiiAYBE, Colonel, Resident. 


NuiisO(» RajAhao, Jemadar of Peons, Residency Establishment, Komatet^, *ige about 50, 

Baroda, states:— 

( 

1 HAVE served in the Residency about 31 years, I was made Jemadar after Major Mal¬ 
colm’s death by Captain Barton about 16 years ago. 1 am acquainted with the Mahar^a's 
Arab Sowar Salam. When tho^x-Ranee, Jumna Baee, was residing at the Residency for her 
ccmfuicment, Salam waj? employed by the Maharaja to keep watch over the Residency and to 
give him information of eveiything thl|i-t went on. At that time Faizoo was on very intimate 
terms with Salam, and, has cantiftuedfi© up to the present time. In the time of Colonel Shortt 
Faizoo was on very intimate 4©a*fns ’sdth Colonel Shortt’s butler, and they ^ised to vifidt the 
city and go to Nana Sahib Dewan, BulWunt Rao Eshwunt, and also to ftahoukur. They were 
also accompanied by Doolubh, Noik df peons in the Residency Establishment, and by bis two 


meal^ bat iiow reside in the ci%. WBaMOoptmm 

and Tieed to accompany them to the mty. Fausoo west eagaged in all sorts ^ ini]^lj|^i,a^ng 
the-ffhole time that Colonel Shortt,was here. /. ^ , ;;i 

1 am acquainted with a Musaulman Kazee, who yi’m on intimate terms 
and who used to come to Mr, Taylor. He often came to Faizoo’s quarters when Bltr. Taylor 
was hot in Baroda. 

When the Resident was at Nousoree in March last wit^ the Maharaja, Salam did not live 
with the Maharaja in the town <if Kousaree, hut he lived in the compound of the h^ingalow 
occupied by the Resident. I know that Salam is a dangerous man, because in Colonel SbortVfi 
time ho was employed with Faizoo tp seize the karkoona of Rahukur, who wore in Colonel 
8hortt*fl butler’s room at the Residency. The facts of the case were very notorious and' made 
much sensation at the time. When this occqned 8alaiu was as now the confidential servant 
of the Maharaja. Since Colonel Phayre betjame Rt^sideut, I do not know whether Faizoo has 
been engaged in any intrigue like that above ilescribod, but I do know that ho continues to 
be on very intimate teims with Salam, and that he is always enquiring what goes on, and 
resides chiefly in tlie city. 

I reside in the city, and J coino on duty every day between 7.S0 and 8 o’clock. In the 
time of tbo Ranee Jumna Race’s n^sidenee at the Residency, I incurred the present Maharaja’s 
displeasure, because J refused to allow access to his men as he wished. That displeasure has 
never been removed. Two of my brothem were turnofi out of the service, one was Subadar- 
Miijor of Irregular Cavalry, and the other was a HavildaT-. Pensions, however, wore granted 
subsequently at the Rosidont’s interwtsaion. I am considered by the Maharaja as an enemy 
and no overtures of any kiml have been made to me. 

In connection with the attempt to poison the Rfjsidtmt, my suspiciem tails on P’aizoo for the 
reasons abcady disclosed. Tlie old Hamal Govind 1 believe to be incai>able of such a crime. 
1 have never heard of Govind going about anywhere, or of his Ixjirig engaged in any intrigue. 
Faizoo knows Govind well, and lias j»lenty of opportunities of talking to him. 


This examination was read over to the witness in Guzerattee, a languages which ho undei‘- 
ttlands, and was jvcknowledgod by him to he correct. 

Before me, Uiis 12th dny of Noveiuher 1874. 

(Signed) R. PiiAYRB, Colonel, Resident. 


Govind Baloo, Hamal, aged al»out. 50 years, is in custody, and is recalled and further 

examined:— 

Question.—State pj'ecisely what are your duties in the Resident’s private office room cvoiy 
morning? 

A-iiswor.—The Hamals sweep the room first, and then 1 clean tho tables, chairs, &;c-, empty 
tlic basin, biing fresh water in iho. kooja. 1 arrange tho batli-room which adjoins the private 
office, and see that bathing water, &c., is ready. 

Q ,—Who is in the habit of bringing the sherbet that I drink ? 

A.—Akloolla usually brings it, hut Faizoo sometimes brings it. It is not always brought 
whilst I am in tlie room. 

Q. —Who brought the sherbet on the morning of the l)th, Monday ? 

A.—I did not see the sherbet at all 

Q.—Did not Abdoolla on tlint morning bring the sherbot ? 

A.— 1 did not see him bring it. •- 

Q,_Oould any one have brought the sherbot witliout your knowledge? 

A.—Yes, when I went into the dining-n>om it could have been brought. 

Q.—Did you see Faizoo at nil on tlie morning of the 9th ? 

A—No, I may have seen him, hut T do not recollect. 

Q. - You clean tho wash-hand-stand table, and you say you did not see the slmrbet oa 
Monday, the 9th instant. Do you. usually see it there ? 

A—I always see it tlierc, but J did not seo it on the moiming in question. 

Q.—Did you see Abdoolla in the private office looni on Monday, the 9tli ? 

A.—I saw Abdoolla, but he had no sherlict with liim. 

Q.—^You have said above that sometiincK Abdoolla brings tho sherbet and somoiimes Faizoo. 
Did you ever see Faizoo bring it ? 

A.—(After much prevaiication tho witness declines to .aftknowlodge that he ever saw ITaizoo 
bring any shorbefc to the Rtsudent’s room. The witness shows a moi’kecl disinclination to say 
anything whatever about Faizoo.) 

Q. —How many years have you been employed at the Residency ? 

'A—Aliout six or seven years. 

you know the Maharaja’s Arab Sowar Salam ? 

A,—I know him by rights but I have never had anything to fsay to him. He usually copueu 
with the Mduiraja. 
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(J,—Have you ever seen Balam at Faiaoo's quarters ? 

A.—Yes, I have. , 

Q.—Has tlie Resident ever injured or oftended you in my way ? 
A.—No, not in the least. 


Before ihe, this 12th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) E. Phayre, Colonel, Resident. 


Mahomed Ahmed, Mussulman, age about 50, Bhistee, Baroda Residency, states:— 

I LIVE in the Residency compound next io the old Harnal Govind Baloo. I have been 
employed at the Residency since the time of Mr. Andrews, Acting Resident, about 25 years 
ago. 

Qovind Baloo ]ive.s in the next room with his wife. No one else lives with him. I know 
Salain, tl )0 Maharaja’s Arab Sowar. He always goes to Faizoo's n)om, and sits there. 1 have 
seen Faizot) go and talk to the old Hnmal Baloo Govind outside Ida room. I have not seen 
him go thoj'c fur tlie last month. I cannot say whether ho goes there or not at night 


Tins examination having boon read over to the witness in Hindoostnnee, is acknowledged by 
1dm to be correct. 


Ikifore mu, this 12th day of NovemW 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phayiie, Colonel, Resident. 


Runcuod Rutna Pcuwauee, ago about 21 years, Mnssnl on the Residency Establislimoiit, 

status:— 

I REMEMBER seeing Abdoolla on the morning of Monday, the Otli, at about (>,80 ; h(5 camci 
into the dispt^nao-kbana b) prepare the buttur os usual 1 was cleaning the candle-sticks, &c., 
as usual. J know the time bet'Anse the Saliib’.s horse came a long time afterwards about 
7 o’clock. I saw Faizoo come into the disp«‘iise-kl»ana shortly aft;r Abdoolla came there. 
Fuizoo went from tbuio to tlic dining-room. ’J’he dining-room was not ready at that time for 
the table to be laid. Tlie liamals never go into the dndng-room so early as 0.30. 


This examination having been road over to the witness in Hindoo.stanee, a language whicli 
lie undurHtauds, is acknowledged by him to l>c correct. 

Before me, tlii.s 12th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Puayre, Colonel, Resident. 


Thomas Dias, Portuguese Christian, age about 45 yeai’s, Butler in service of A. C. Boev'ey, 

Kh(i., Assi.sbint Resident, states 

My room is next to AbdoollaV I have seen the Maharaja’s Arab Sowar, named Salani, comii 
to tlie servants’ (piarteiu He usually goes to B’aizoos room and tlnax* sits and bilks with Idni. 
I only remember seeing Salaiu when the Maliaraja's sowarcc comes. Salam alono of the 
Maharaja’s private attendants hius l>een in the habit of going tr> tlie servants’ quarters. 

1 have seen Fuizoo Komutime.s preparing sherbet for the Resident. I remember that ho 
pro))ared it one day lately, but I am not quite sure as to the exact day. 

I have seen a Mussulman who is calle^i the “ Kazeu ” come to Faizoo’s quarters on several 
occasions, and have seen him sit and talk with him. I do not know what the Kuzeo’s name is, 
or what be comes for. 

1 havo been in the service of my present master about five years. Since 1 have been at the 
Residency no one has ever solicited me Ito give information or to go into the city. 


This examination having been read over to the witness in a language which he understands, 
is acknowledged by him b> lie coii’ect 

Before mo, this 13th' day of Noveml>er 1874. 

(Signed) R. Puayre, Colonel, Resident. 


Kurreem, son of Sheikh Misree, Muifeulman, age about 40 years, Peon on the Residehc^ 

Establishment, Rtta(^ed to Assistant Resident’s Office;— 

I I.IVE with my family in the Be.sid4ncy compound My room is at the back of the ayah’s 
room. I know the MaWaja’s Arab ^war Salam. He comes with the Maharaja’s sowareo 
and usually goes to Faizoo's room, and sits and talks with him. 1 also have seen a Muasul- 



nam fiaiUed " goes to visit Fei£()o. I not kndw vlio ho ia, or w]u^ lie 

ooiDos for, but I have heard that he came to visit the Beverend Mr. Taylor.^ 1 have oflto seen 
him when Mr. Taylor has not been here. 

1 am not on good terms with the Maliaraja's Arab Sowar SaJam. One time when the 
Commission was sitting, he asked me to give him information about Bhow Poonekur, .and 
promised me to got some favour from tho Maliaraja. I said that 1 would tell my master if he 
made any overtures to me of that kind. Since tlieu he has shown enmity tr>wards me, end 
when the Resident went to Mukhui-poora, would not allow me to sit in the bullock-cort 
provided for the servants. I had a quarrel with him about this. I did not tell Po(mokap 
what Salain had said to me, as no fresh ovej-tures wore made to me. I know tfjo old {lomal 
Qovind Baloo, ho lives near my room only two doors otf; his old wife lives with him and no 
one else. I have never soon any one go and visit him. 

Faizoo lives in the city, but he has a room in the scrvaTits' qunrtens. I know him since 
J came to the KeHidoncy to live. Ho u.sually brings his food with him from hi» house. He 
does not have any oxpens<^ hero that 1 know of, nor have J seen him go to the Camp 
Bazaar. 

This examination having been read over to the witness in Hindoo-stanec, a Jniigiiage which 
he understands, is acknowle<lgod by him to be correct. 

Before me, tliis 13th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Piiayke, Colonel, Resident. 


Mahomed Alt Buksh, Mussnlman, age about 30, Peon iu the Residency Ksf/ablisbuient, 

attache<l to Assistant Resident’s Office, states:— 

I WAS made a peon on the Residency cstabUshnieut in Colonel Wallace’s time. I live in 
the city, but I take tny turn to sleep at the llesidciicy. 1 slept here on tho night of Sunday, 
Nov(nnb(‘r Sth, and I was on duty on tho morning of Alonda}^ November Otii. 

I nunemlHJr seeing the JU^sidont return from his walk about 7 A.M. The Maharaja’s Arab 
Sowar named Salain then came iqi to the jdace where tJie jieons wcri* sitiing. 1 do not know 
why he came ho early on that morning. Bala Peon wtis with me when 1 saw Salam tir.st. 1 
rememlKjr seeing the Assistant Ibjsident return from shooting. I c.ame Ibrwanl to hold his 
hoi*se. Salam was then |ireseut with tho otlior two Jasoods, named Yc^shwniitrao ami 
Madhaorao. 1 do not reincmlKir whether Faizoji was present or not, but he may hav <5 been 
]n-eMent. 

The fruit wa.s not brouglii on that morning until between 8 and 8.30 A.M. 

I have seen a Mussnlman who is ralleil ‘‘ Kazee. ’ He is a friend of Paizoo, and always goes 
to his (|unrtorH in tho Residency. J do not know who he is, but 1 believe ho comes to visit 
the RevcTOud Mr. Taylor. 

I remember taking a note on Monday morning from the Resident to T)r. Seward. As 1 was 
going Salam called out to me and gavi; me a rupee, killing me to got some biscuits for him 
frOni the bazaar. 1 delivered the iiokt to Dr. Sowanl. and then went t<» get th(i hiscuits, hut 
as none won.^ ready 1 gave the baker four am\as ami tobl him to umke. them. On iny ind-urn 
I told iSalam that they were not ready, and lie then said that ht! wouM come and fetch them 
ihive or four days later. Up to the present time ho has not asked me for tho biscuits, and 
tlie change of the rupee 12 annas I have still got. 


This examination having been road over to the witness in Hindoostaiu'i*, a language whieli 
ho understands, is iwkuowlcdged by him to be correct. 

Before mo, this I Sth day of November 1874. 

(Signed) 11. PliAYliK, Colonel, Rt‘sident. 


Shaikh AiiDOOiXA Shaikh Adam, Mussulman, age about 38 3 'oar.s, i-oskUng in Residency 

compound:— 

My wife iH employed as ayab in tht^ service of tho A-sni-staiit Resident’s wife. I came to 
Baroda about a year ago from Btxubay. I have never been iu Baroda before. 1 was 
employed as Butler in Major Blakeuey's sei-vice, but hd't it aliout 2^ months ago. Since that 
time I live with my wife in the Residency conqxmnd. I have seen the Maliamja’H Arab 
Sowar Salam come to Faizoo’s (piai*teis whieh are next to mine. He always comes when the 
Mahan^a comeK. T have also seen a Mu-ssulnian whom they call “ the Kazee ’ come to visit 
Faizoo. Tho Knzee comes to visit the Reverend Mr. Taylor.^ 1 do not know who he is, or 
where he lives, but I have heard Faizoo say that he comes from the Deccan. His residence is, 
1 think, Chandode, or some name like that. The Kazee stated to me that he was once in the 
present Maharaja’s service, but that he had lioen driven away. 

This examination having boon read over to the witness in. Hindoostanee, a language which 
he understands, is acknowledged by him to be correct. 

Before me, this IStli day of Novemlxjv 1874. * 

(Signed) R. PuAyuE, Colond, Resident, 




Baloo Ramjeg, MtnuTftA, i^e i^ut SO, 2 < 0on oa tlie £stiiblishment) 

I HAvic been employed on the Residency establishment about one and a half yeara I ww 
on duty on the morning; of Monday the 9th instant. I saw the Reudent return irom nis 
walk, and I then was sitting on the servants* bench. Salam, the llaharaja's Arab Sowiu', 
was then present. A few minutes afterwards Rowjee brought a note hrom the Resident to 
take to Br. Seward. As he wtis going Salam told Mahomed to him some biscuits from 
tiie baasaar, and gfive him a rujwe for the purpose. Mahomed took the rupee away. I 
iiave never seen vSalam come no early as he did that morning. I do not know why ho 
came so early. The fruit came about one and a half hours afterwards. When the Jemadar 
returned to duty at 7.30,1 left and went liome to eat. Luximon was also on duty on the 
same nioming. 


Ihis examination having been read over to the witness in Hindoosfcauee, a language which 
ho understands, is acknc»wle<lged by him to be correct. 

Before me, this 13th day of Movtmiber 1874. 

(Signetl) R. Phavre, Colonel, Resident. 


Luxiicon Deuto Sing, Purdeshi, Peon on the R<5.sidency Establishment, is in custody, and is 

further i^xamined:— 

Question.—Wlieie do you live ? 

Answer.—I have a room at the back oi' the Resi<lent*H stables. Luximon Fulkur, office 
fiirash, lives in the next, room to mine. My brotlier and his wife live with me, and L\ixinion 
FalkuFs wife and family live with him. 

Q.—When you left the Rcsideut’s nxmt on th<* morning of Monday, the 9th, where did you 
go to ? 

A—I W(}nt to tlie Dconc when? tin? peons sit. 

Q—Who were j)rcHetit on the Deoree when you returned ? 

A.—Rowjee Havildar, Balloo Peon, and Maliomed Peon. 

Q.—What <lid yem do alter you returned to the Deovee/l 
A-—Rowjee gave me a note to post, and f went aiul posted it. 

Q.—When you took tlio note away was Sahun ])roscut ? 

A.—Salam was then just aj)j>roaching the llesidoncy fui horseback as 1 left it. 

Q.—When you had posted the letter what did you do ? 

A.—I posted the lett(?r and returned at once. 

Q.—When you returned was Siilain present ? 

A—Yes, he was then sitting on the iMorm. 

Q.—What (>’ci(»ck was that ? 

A—It was about 7.15. 1 remember that the JcmaLhir rcturne<l shortly afterwards. 

Q.—Was Mahomed present on your retui n ? 

A.—No, but he soon afterwjirds retm'iied. 

Q.—Do you know why Mahomed left ? • 

A.—T do not know. 

Q.—When you wont to the Diorav- did you aft/Ci’wards letnrn to tin? R(?sident’H room ? 

A—'No. T 

Q.—When you left,the Resident’s room wdio were then in it? 

A—Abdoolla Was there, and two Hairials named Govind Haloo and Yellapa. 

Q.—When and wJien? did you tirst s(?e Faizoo on the morning of 0th November 1874 ? 

A—I saw him after I had retifmed from jsisting the? letter in the dispense-khiuia. 

Q.—When do yon clean the inkiftHud, in the Resident's room ? 

A.—J take my turn and cioau it evejy t»Uior day witli Baloo. 

Q.—How long have you been in the Residency establishment ? 

A.—For about one and u half yoRi*.s; before that time 1 was employed in the Bn-zoar Office. 


Tills evidence having been read over to the deponeiit in Hindoostanoe, a language which he 
imderatands, is ncknowJedgeil by him to be coirect. 

Before me, this 13th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phayre, Colonel, Resident. 


RxtNciiod KtJTNA, Jlusaul, is re-called and futiher examined:— 

Ara>ooi.i.A always prepares the^ sherbet in the dispense-khana, where I am engaged in my 
ordinary work. 1 i-eraember his preparing it on the morning of Monday. 9th November. He 
stiueczed it as usual intt) a emaU tipmbler, which he then took with him into the dining-room. 
Wheii Abdoolla hiis not preporod it, Faizoo luw prepared it. I remember seeing Falaoo on the 
morning of Mondays, the 9th, a^out G.30, come into the dispense-khana. He went from 
there into the dining-room. When he came into the dispense-khana Abdoolla was present 

_-j.!. _ __I*__ i_ J-. t_I_L.._. •.-i_ ii. - j»_»_ «r. 


not b«guu to ^oan ailvar ao as l^heu/EVusoo vent Into the cli»ing*WK)i%iahdi I 
am oei^u that he brought no silvor from there to dean. .. 


Thie examination having been read over to tho vitneBS in Elindoostanoo, a language wbiob 
he understands, is acknowTodged by him to be correot. 

Before mo, this 14th day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R Phayre, Colonel, Kcsident. 


Statement by the Rev. J. Taylok, A.M., Missionary, Borsud Kaira, District, ag(id 55. 

Since the middle of 1873 T have been in the habit of visiting Baroda as a missionary, and 
visiting fainiliea in the camp, the railway, and the city. On these occasions T have sbiyed at 
tho Residency, where natives have been in the habit of visiting me in iny private room. I 
know a Mussulman, who represented himself to mo as “a Deccan Kazee.” Ho mentioned his 
name, which I do not I'einember, but be saitl he was best known by the above iiame. 

Almost every time that I have visited Baroda he has called upon me at the Residency ; he 
represented himself as having onc<! haen in the favour of the present ( lackwar during his im¬ 
prisonment at Padra ; that the present (laekwar was under great obligations to him, but that 
owing to the fact of his being a Mussulman, he was disliked by the Brahmin courtiers, who 
poisoned the mind of the Gaekwar against him by saying that he had called him a Kafir, and 
bad spoken disrespectfully f)f the Hindoo religion ; that for a long time he had nev^er l>een 
invited to the Durbar; w«s under a clouil; would leave Baroda at once, but having got 
p(}Cuuiarily involved on account (»f the oxpenseH which he hnd incurred on theOaekwar’s l»chalf 
when he was in ]>risoii, he wished to be reinstated into favour, and thus reimburse himself 
He hoped that by my {>ersonal inlluence either with the Resident or His Highness T might 1)© 
the moans of enabling him to smire his object. 

Ho never was present at any of my religious services with the natives, and always avoided 
religious conversation. 

So importunate was he in his desire that I should introduce him to the Resident with a 
view, as he said, to his rt^storation to favour with tin* Gaekwar, that he has even come to me 
at Borshiid, and when 1 was at Bombay last year was particularly iinfjortunate. T always 
told him that if he had any special grievance, and would draw up a ]jetition, he might either 
jwesent it directly to tln^ Resident, who was always open to receive j^etitions, or that I might 
venture to ]>reseiit it myself. He <lecliiie(l to write a petition, and J always declined t<^ inter¬ 
fere in a general question like that raisetl without any specific object. I have asked birn why 
he did not go hiniself direct; and he replied that it was be.st to use some pers(yn to introduce 
him. 

This went on for about 15 months, tho same story being always told, and tlie same answer 
being always given. I had no reason to suspect thci man. 1 therefore made no objection to 
his coming. 

Alwut the end of August on arrival at the Residency one* morning, the Maliaraja, who was 

sitting in the drawing roc»m with the Resident, cxpiesscd a wish to 

• On ii Thursday. spcak to me. The Resident called me, and I sat down and Kigali to 

converse with His Highness. The Resident and one of the Durl»av were present at the time. 
Next day the Resident informed me that His Highness tlie Gaekwar w’ished to show mo lus 
new palace, and asked me to go Accordingly on Saturday morning early. 1 di^ st>. 1 ought 
here to mention, however, that on tho previous day (Friday) the Kazet; abov'e referred to called 
upon me, asked mo if I shoubl like to have an interview with the Gaekwar ; to my surprise 
alluded to tlie conversation 1 had had the previous day wwth His Higlim‘ss, mid thU he had 
an influentM frieiul in the Ihirhar who (]<ivp him •mfm'ntlfftifm, and could arrnngc any inter¬ 
view with the Gaekwar that would K agreeable: and a^hed hi a coma/ waOjypare'nilyivluif, 
nuszerana T wonH fake, 1 replied at once that all I.dcsired was to see the Gaekwar take 
good advice and reform the administration of his State, The Kazee made no further remark 
on the subject. 

It was after this interview that the Resident spoko to mo saying that the Mahmaja wished 
to see me, and advised me to go. 1 went to the palace, aiid was ii diorcd into a room where 
His Highness soon apjieared. Kao Sahib Bapoobhai and Govind Rao Mania of the Durbar 
conducted mo there. His. Highness opened the conversation, which at once took a political 
turn, and from what they said T came to the conclusion that they were very much concerned 
about the recent letter which the Gaekwar had reewved from Govei-nment. The convors^ition 
afterwaids took a redigious turn, and the intiTvJew closed with His Highness showing me 
over the new mlace. He expressed himself as raucli pleased at my visit, and in an hour or 
two I loft for Borsud. 

On my next visit to Baroda the Kaj?ee called uiion me again, spoke of my visit to Hio 
Gaekwar, said that it had been of gimt use to him, that ho had seen the Gaekwar, who spoke 
in very Uudatoiy terms of me, yet that all he desired has not been accomplished, as the 
Qoekwar bad not invited him so fi-eely to the Durbar as ho desired. 

On the Thursday, the 5th November, when I came home from the city in the evening, 
Faiaoo was standing by my room’s door, and I told bim that as I had a bail boadacbe, not to 
allow any oufa to disturb mo for an houi'. Ho said that the Kazoo was waiting for mo. I 


Haul that ho might come. He again aaid that bo bid htul only ono interview with the Oaekwar 
since the time [ had visited His Highnefls. Ho I'opeated what he had sevei'al times told me before. 
■That though the Oaekwar had given him a hortio, he had never given him any money, amd 
Halt I nvifjkt hok 'ti.p(mkvm an dirt if he hod recAiKil an mneh an apieefinmi i/«J CUtehmr, 
but ho hoped that by my favour ho would so(jn fiiul himsotf in much bettei* cmuniiRtaucca. 

I do not think he came the next day, Friday, Oth November, .and 1 left for Borsud on the 

7th. 


Before me, this 14th day of November lh74. 

(Signed) U. PhAyke, Col., Resident. 


Appendix B. 

Resident’s opinion on the case. 

1. I'lu' facts r>f this case, so far as they arc disclosed by tho evidence!, apjiear to ,bo as 
ibllows • 

On tiio morning of Monday, !)th November 1S74, tho Resident, (Colonel I'huyre, went t!ut 

for hiH morning exercise as usual a little before 0 A.M. 

2. After his dopartnre Uio following ]>ersons came jjib) (Jolonel Phayro’s private onice i*ooin 
Ut arrange the room, clean the inkstand, pi‘oi)ure tho Resident’s clothes, &c. 

(I.) Hainal Govind Baloo came in, as he himself states, a little after 6 a.m., to clean the. 

tabhis, ehairs, &;c., and set the room in order. 

(2) Luximon Peon stattw that ho came into the room about (>.lo A.M. io arrange the ink¬ 
stand, papers, &c. and that after arranging them he went away and did not return. 

(3) AlKlooIla, Chobflar and table servaut, states that he made pummolo slierbet as usual fo»‘ 
the'^sident, and brouglit it into his room al.out 0.30 a.m., that he armiiged the Resident’s 
clothes, &c., as usual, and tht!U left the room, hiaving tlujro llainals Govind Baloo and Yollapa, 
and also Luximon Peon. 

(4.) Ycllapa Nursoo, Hamal, states that Ijc swept the room on the monung of Monday the 
9th iimtant; and that -when he wont to the ro(»m Govind Baloo and Alidoolla were then 
i)rc.Kent, and’that bt)th of them were also there wlien he left. 

^ (5.) Rttwjce Rama, Havililar of Ptjons, states that he was prcBcnt at the Resiilont’s ntoJii 
when Abdoolla bi'onght the jmiimudo sherbet on the morning of Monday the Dth, and that lu! 
loft the lie.sklenfs room Ixdore Abdoolla <lid. 

No one except those five persons aie known to have liad access to the Resident’s private 
ofticu room during liis absonci! on thf! moping of Monday, November 9tij, fimn about (i A.M. 

to d.or» A.M. 1 11 1 1 • 1 ■ 11 

JJ. The Resident returned from exorcise at G.o.“> A.M., assliown by the clock in liis room. He 

found the puiiunelo sherbet prepared .is usual. He toctk two or three sips <if it and tlic.n sat 
down to write. Iri about 20 minutes to half au bom- afterward.s he felt sick at .stomach, and 
thinking that the sherbet must have been madt! with a bad pumitieJo he tlirew most of it 
througli the window. His attimtion was, however, an-ested by a dark sediment at tlie bottom 
of the tumbler, and he fur Ihe Hist time suspected poison. 

4. The Resident tbeu at once wrote a noti! to the Residency surgeon summoning Jiim. 
This note was delivered to Rowjee, IfavUdur oi’ Boons, who gave it to another ])eou named 
Maiiomcd to deliver to Dr. Seward. 

.5. Wlum this note for Dr. Seward was delivcTcd liy Rowjee to Mahomed, a certain Arab 
SoAvar named Salani, who is a confidential servaut of the Mahar.aja, was |freseut at the Resi¬ 
dency. Rowjee Ilavildar slates thift he asked Salaui, tlm Arab Sowar referred to, wliy ho had 
come in that inorriing so unusually early. ' Satam replied that he came to bring the Dcwalee 
fruit wliich however, did not reach thejflesidoncy till about one and a half hours afterwards. 

(J As Mahomed Peon was takingdihe Resident’s note U) Dr. Heyward, Salam, the Amh Sowar, 
acaisted him, entered into converBation, gave to him a rupee, and asked liim to bring from 
the bazaar for hiiuBeli’ (Salam) some biscuits. After tliis conversation ha<i taken place 
Mahomed went and delivered the Ri-sident’s note to Dr. Seward, and afterwards went on to 
the bazaar and made emiuiry about the biscuits which he liad been anked to procure. 

7 Dr. Seward, on receipt of Hie Eesident s note, at once came over. The Resident then 
showed iiira tho Vomains of the tumbler o(; sherbet, and stated his unusual symptoms, and 
comniunicated to him his suspicion that the shcrlK^t contained poison. Dr. SeWard took the 
tmubhii’ away with him, .saying that he would analyse it. 

H. About 8.30 A.«. Mr.'Boevey,; AaHistnnt Resident, returned from shooting. When he 
anived at the Residency he was ac^sted by Eshwunt Rao Jesood, Salam, the Arab Sowar 

' above referred to, and by Madliowrao* Sowar, all three of 

* man i:* 8ai<l to littvo ninpc 4w4 ^ whom are confidential servants of the Maharaia ; they 

doiil, «re„msupc«.. ; delivered tho usuid Iruit and sweetmeats, and presented 

the Maharaja’s compUruents; several of the Residency servants were priisent at the time, and 
amongst others Faizoo Ramzan Chobdar wa.s seen by tho Assistant Resident talking to the 

A 





0, The Mahan^a arrived to oall on the KoHident ehortly after 9 A.M. At that time the 
Resident was feeling very uncomfortable symptoms of nausea, which, howovor, he oonceaZod 
and received the Mahaiaja as Usual. The conversation chiefly turned on the sickness. then 
prevailing in the city, and the Maharaja alluded to the fact that he hiinself had been lately 
Huflbring flroxn fever, accompanied by purging and dizziness in the head, wiiich symptoius ho 
attribu^ to having oaten too freely of sweetuieats. The Resident’s attention was excittid by 
liearing the Mahaiaja relate regai-ding himsidf Hympt(*ms which appeared to correb|)ond wo 
nearly with what he had himself described to Dr, Seward just previously, and whicli ho 
attributed to a veiy different cause to that assigned by the Maharajur^in other words to ]jois<jn. 
The Resident said nothing, and the Maharaja in due course took his leave. 

10. After the departure of the Maharaja the KeHifJoiit communicated t<> Mr. lloevey, AhhIs- 
taut Resident, his suspicion that poison had been adniinisici’od to him, and commented on the 
fact that the Mabamja had related regarding liimself symptoms which so neaily correspunded 
with those from which he, Colonel Phayie, was siiflering at the time. 

11. About ll A.M. Dr. SNjward, Residency Surgeon, rotui'iied to the Residency, and formally 
certified that the contents of the tumbler givtui to him for examination by the Resident 
contained luuongst'other substance.s common white ai’senic. 

12. ^Before, however, receiving this formal corroboration of his suspicions, Colonel Rhayio 
had exprosseil to Mr. Boevey his conviction that ho was then under the influence (»f poison* 
He further stateti that fnjm the unusual symptoms which lin had experienced during the few 
previous days, viz., nausea, dizziness in the head, juirging, &c., he was certain that [poison had 
been administered to him on ])rovioua occasionw. So satisfied was Colonel PJiayre of the truth 
of his HUfipicions, that Imfore the recoi}>t of T)r. Seward's official covrol)oration, he had coin- 
luuncofl a i*«porfc to Government, alleging the fact that he was then suflbring from |.KUson, and 
that attempts had been made to poison him on previous days. 

13. On the recci[)t of Dr. S<‘,war(rH re])ort u sti'ict oncpiiiy was at once commenced. 
Abdoolla, the servant avUo mirde the sherbet, was examined, and all the jwrsons wh«j had hml 
acc<^H.s to the Resideni’.s private office room l>etwcen 0 A.M. and 6.55 a.m. were at once placed 
under restraint. 

14. The result of this cnquiiy was to free from all suspicion the servant who had himsell* 
made the sherliet, but the following persons were placjod under arrest:— 

1. —Govind Baloo Hamal. 

2. —Ellapn Hamal. 

3. —Luximon, Peon. 

4. —Rowjee, Havildar of Peons. 

IT). Suspicion also at once attached U> a Ohobdar and table servant, named Fnizoo Ramzan, 
;i, man of indifferent charactej', who was known to be an intriguer, jujfl who.s(^ conduct for 
ijiany months ]»ast had biHUi highlj^ su.spici<ms. As however he deiji(ui that lit' had hud access 
to the Resident’s ])iivato tdlice room on tlu? moniing of Monday, Movember 0th, and as there 
was nothing against him hut men; su.spieion, )u^ wtuf ha* the time allowed to be at large. His 
room in the Residency com])Ound was howeveu- se/irched, and a sum of Govermuent rupees JOO 
was fouiwl, »»f which no stitisfactory account could bo given, ns his family, &c., lived in the ci^, 
and as he. had no ('xpensos in th<* camp l)azjmr. 

16. Of the four jiensons above alluded to in paragi’a]>h 14 suspicion chiefly attached*to tlio 
two Harnals,—Oo^ind Haloo, and 2, ElJapa Nursoo. Botli of .tlicm appeav(‘d much agitabsl 
under examination, nnd gave answers with mucli prevarication and reluctance. They Udh of 
them denied having seen any jninimelo sherbet in the lle.sidont’s room as usual on the im^rning 
in question, although they hu<l seen it on piHJvious mornings, and Govind Baloo arliuitteil 
having h(ien tlu) last to leave the room just before 7 a.k. wlien the Resident i*e£ujricd. 

17. On November 11th, Faizoo Ramzan, Cliob<hir and tabic scrviuit, was again examined, 
and at tlic conclusitui of liis oxaminatuiu was given into gjstody. It was disciu-tM-ed that he 
wtw in the J’ocoipt of regular Durbar pay, and that for some iiionths past lie liutl been in the 
habit of receiving visits from two mo.Ht suspicious cJiaracters, one of whoju was the Maliaraja’s 
Amb confidential servant, nainctl Salam, an<l the other a Mussulman, known as “ tlu^ Kazt'-e,*’ 
who was also a servant of the jiresenf Maharaja, and is said to have <lon(^ valuable .service for 
him when ho was in confinement at Pndra. Both of these men usctl constantly to visit Ka-izoo 
Ramzan in his quarters at the Ue.sideiuy, and are well known liy Uie whole ol the Resident’s 
establishment. 

Jfi. Before proceeding further with the iiniTative, it ajtjiears material give such infonim- 
tiou uH is procurable regarding the jieiTjons above referred to—1, Faiz(H> Ramzan, Residency 
tJhohdnr and table servant; 2, the Maharaja’s Arab Stnvar Salaia ; 3, tlie Mussulman, known 
as the Kazee.” 

If), With regard to Faizoo Rainzau it appeal’s from his own statement that In? has acted £is 
ChoMar and table servant in the Residency for the Jtust 20 yim.s. Jle admits that he draws 
rujiees 10 per memsem from the Durbar in the name of his son, who though only 14 years of 
age ia enrolled as a Sowar in the Khas Pag.u He has reccivisl this pay from the time of 
Cidoncl Wallace. He lives in tiro city, hut lie has a room in the RtiHidency compound. Ho 
always waits at table, and has been in the habit of preparing the Re.sident's pnmmelo sherbet 
on days that it was not prepared by Abdoolla, and admits that he may have prepared it so 
lately as Friday, November fith. Ho has often brought to the Resident his aftcrin^n tea, and 
has been officious in trying to. exclude the Resident’s private servants from waiting on their 


master iti this respect. Th(( Resident has been more than onco warned to be on his guard 
against Faizoo Kamzan, both by liia j>rjvate seivant, Pedro, and by others; and about tlio 
month of Juno JH73, in consequence of iufomation received, thd Resident was on the |)oint of 
discliarging Faizoo Ramzan from the sei-vico; but having recently dismissed another Cbobdar 
:uid table servant, named Nnr Ullah, who was sus|)ected of l)eing untrustworthy, the Resident 
was imluccd to be coinpassionate, and retuinod Faizoc) Uaiiizan in his service. 

20. In tli^ time of (.-olonel Ran and Colonel Shortt, Faizoo llanizon is stattxl to have l)oon 
(‘iigaged in the most notorious intrigues in the city, and was in the habit of constantly visiting 
JSana Saliil.) Kativilkur, Bulwunt Ibio Eshwiujt, Bulwunt Kao Rohoorkur, and otliera. The 
notoriouH ehtiracter of Faizoo Jimnzaii was of course not known to the Hesidont until he com¬ 
menced to makccjircful cTiquii ics regarding him in o<msequence of tho suspicion atttvcliing to 
liini in the cose now umler re[>(n-t; but he iia<l received froju lime to time geueml rt^ports that 
he was \iiifaithfnl fnnn dinbrent members «jf the cstaldiKhmont. 

21. With r(‘ganl to thi3 Alaliarajas Arab Sowar Salam, the Resident ha.s to state that he has 

long !.>ecri aware tliat lu- is the eliiyf' of Uio Maharaja’s spies .uid iuleUigencc' agents in camp, 
lie usually attend.-; the Maliaraja on his periodical visits to the R('sidency twice in tih(‘. week, 
and invariably goes to the servonts’ (juarUns, and sits at Faizoo Rjiinzan’s door. His intimacy 
wiih Faizoo Ramzan is iiot<»rions, and has continued ever since the jaesent Maharaja came to 
(he guddee. H<i is also said to be on intiinattt (.etans with the four <li.sreputnble charactt'ix 
alluded to in the Resident’s letter to Government, N<». of 2Sth July 1S73, who were 

tumed out of camp at his requ(ist l>y order of the, Commundor-in-Chief, in tlie montli of July 
hist year. Some of thos(3 persons, it will be rouembeied, were prominently engagiMl in the 
conspiracy got up by the jueseiit Maharaja in ISliJ to murder liis brother, Khiimlerao, and 
thu.s thoir wuineotion with th»; Arab conlideiitial soi’vant of tins Maliaraja is doubly significant 
at the present timi?. 

22. During the wliole of tin* Resident’s visit to Nowaaree in tlic ifionths of March, April, 
and May of the present year, Salam wjis employe*! t<» liv(< near his (‘sUiblishinent; and the 
Resilient was at tlnit time pnrticiiJarly warned against Inm. The Resident (iautioiUMl his 
butler, but did nothing more al that tijm*. 

23. With reference to the thin! pei*soti riieutlono<l ahove who is known as “ the Kaze(\” tins 
Ri^sident’s chief ini'ormetion jeganling him wdlJ be ioiunl in a very remarkable sialement. 
which is ap[>end(‘d to the notr*s of evidence, and wliieli was furnished to the Resilient n*gard- 
ihg him by the Rev. Mi. Taylor, of Jlorsud, who has boon in tlu; liabit of reiH'iving liini con¬ 
stantly as a Mi.ssioinuy during the last IH months in his private room at tln^ Resiliency, and 
elHewhere. Tlic maui points in this sLatement ai*e 

1. That the Mussulman known as “the K.azeij’‘has been in the li.'ibit oj* r>oJiciting the. 

Rev. Mr. Taylor to use his influence with the Resident to ]>rocnre fur himself from the 
Oaekwar certain objects of his own. 

2. That he has regularly visited the Residency for tlui allege.d puijiosi* of secjing Mr Taylor 

for the last I S months. 

3. Tliat on one occasion he. directly attempted to bribe Mr. Taylor, apparently on the part 

of the .Maharaja, as bo is *1 servant of Ids. 

That “ the Kazeo's" story to Mr. I'nylor is on the face of it falsi'; and nppears only (o 
have been iruinjHul up as an o.vcuse. for regularly visiting the R(*sideiiey. 

24. From omiuiries which have ri.*f3ontly heen institiited, it appears that the Mussulman in 
question is a native of f'lmiidoih* in Massik, generally known a.s Dada Meeya. I'liat he is a 
man of bad chaiwler who was Mnlhar Uao's Agent while he was in eoiitineiiieMt at Pudra. 
He is also said to have Ujen much employed on tlu5 )>re,s(jut Maharaja's business during (ho 
eventful months that interveiied between the diiath of 11 is ifi gimess Klmnderao in Noveiulior 
1S70, and the birth of a ]i<i.sthuinous daughter to the Kx-Ranee Jurnna Kaee in the month of 
July 1871, before the pjosent Mahij-raja’s foimnl recognition liy Govcnimcni 

25. Such tlien is the man who ha« bei*i) in Die habit of visiDng tlic Rev. Mr. 'I'uylor at the 
Raroda Residency during the jiast IS months. Tho nature of his coinmunications to the 
RtiV. Mr. Taylor can he seen by referring ti.» the statement of Mi'. Taylor, -which is iqipcndcd 
to the proceedings. What Air. Taylor, liowever, did not knoNv is the fact that this Mussul¬ 
man has been in the liabit of secnriiig access to him throngh Dm.^ now notorious Jie.sidency 
(fliolidar and table, servant Faizoo .Ramzan, above ivlerred to. On the occasion of ids visit¬ 
ing Air. Taylor, “the Kazee” invariably went flrst lo Faizoo Ramzau’.s i*ooni and has often 
been seen to go there at times wlioii Mr. Taylor has ru^t been prusiint and to have, roinained 
with him for long periods togetbiM*. It is must significant that during tld.s jirutracted piu'iod 
of IS months the Kazee referved to took jiarticular care to avoid the Resident, who hiis never 
even seen him up to tho present inomcnl that he is awaie of 

2(h Having thus given a sketch of Die thiee persons above alludiid to in {»aragiaj»h IS, 
viz., the Residency Chobdar and tabic servant, Kaizoo Ramzan ; 2, the Muharaju’s Ai*ab Wowar 
Salem; 3, the Muasrihuan Agent of His llighnoss the Gaokwar, known as the Kazee, the 
Ri?sident now }irocoeds t.o comment qn tho evidence which bos been n^corded. 

27. AIhIooUji, tbe servant, who prepared the pummislo sherbet on the' morning of No- 
voniVu r ytli, is a very old .servant i f the Kesident, and is mncli attached to him. lie states 
that be prepared the. sherbet in question as usual on that mondng in the presence of Ruuchard 
Rutna Mussal, and Diis statoineiit, is con*obo)'atcd by the. evidence of Runchiml Rutna. 
Al wloolla full her states that having j«*epared the. sherbet as iLsual, he took it into Die Resident’s 


■» -xr n 


the room, and Rowjee Havi1dr.r f..'' peons was near the room. Tt also appears from Abdoolla’s 
statement that while he was in the riK)m Luxmon peon came in to clean the inkstand, &:c. 
When Abdooila left the room he states that the two Hamals above referred to and Luxnum 
j>eoii were in tho Resident’s private room where the puniiueK> sherbtit then was, and that 
llowjec Havildar w;w in the ante-ixMjm. When AbdcjoUa had ]>laceil t)ie puinmelo sherbet on 
tlj(5 Kesident’s lal>le, ho states that ho retuj’ned to the dispejiise-kbana hi pj*opai‘o tho btittor, 
aud that he then for tho first time that morning saw Faizoo lininzari wh(> came into thr? room 
wlicre Abdooila and a Mussal, named Runchard Kutna, were ^en^l»b>y«d on their usual work. 
Tho fact that Faizoo Ramzan did go into the diMj»enso-khana at aboul. 6.80 A.W. on the iiu)rning 
of Monday, November 9th 1874, is coTToboraUul by the evidemee of Runchard Rutna, who 
further sttites tliat. Faizoo Ran :an went from the disjiensc-klianR into the dining-room, but for 
what purpose he clous not know. 

28. Why Faizoo Ramzan wont into the dining-rooiti at nil at so early an hour cannot U‘ 
clearly ascertained. At that tinuf the Haniils had not been into tin; rtH>m to clean it, and tbo 
table was jiot ready Ui be laid. TIu' silvc‘j', moreover, which w#is in the dining-room was not 
cleaned until a. later hour. WlK'thcr FaiziM> Ratnzan went to the Resideiitn^ }»rivato oflico roc»?r» 
or not on Die morniug of Monday, No\'ember 9t}i, cannot ht; ascertained. Faizoo Homzan 
himself ilistinclly demies it, but as he was seen to go into the dining-room, one door of which 
is only 15 j>aces distant from the hack door of’ the Resident's private <»ffice room, there was 
ample b])i>ortiiiiity for him to have done .so; and had ho gone by tht‘ back of tho Resi<loiJcy 
outside h<‘ could not possibly have hcicn se<;n by any of the peons or servants inside the. house. 

29. llowjec Havildar of peons was arrested in tli<* first, insh^nce;, be<yiuso he was sliowu to 
have had imeess bi the rooin when; the pummclo sherbet wtis <luring the Resident’s absence. 
As it appears, however, that he Uffi the room before. AbdoidUi left it, he was at once ndoasiHl 
from custody. 

80. Liixmon peon was also released for a similar reason. It sbotdd be riotice<l, however, 
tluit tlu‘n‘ is a discrepancy between his stntKuiieiit and that of AUloolla. Luxmon stales that 
when he left Die Resident's private nlHce room Abdooila an<l tin* two Hamals alone were pre- 
.sent 111 the room ami reniaiiK*<l in Du; I'oorii after lie had left. Abdooila fslates that Luxmon 
rtMiiained behind in the room with the two Hamals, alio- lie, Abdooila, had left about 6,86 A.M. 
Whether Ln.^nmn peon remaini'd in the room after .\lidiHilla had left or weirt. out of Dm; room 
heforo him cannot In* cijitaiiily ascertaiiM'd. 11 does not, liowover, ajijn^ar to lie a point of 
much importance as no suspicion atta<;lie.s to Liixnioii exoi jit on the ground Diat ho was one 
of the fiov pei sons who li;td had acexiss t^) the r(><im betwe<;n (» A.M. and 6.o5 A.M. 

81. The two ITniiials, Yellapa Nnr.soo and (Joviiid Haloo, ;ire .still in custody. Yellapa 
Nursoo Ktati5s that after swee)»ing the room he left it about 6.80 a..m., leaving there at tliat 
time Abdooila ami the ot-he.r llama] (bkvind lialoo. Abdooila states that wlicn he left- about 
6.80 A.M. Yellapa Nuimoo remained behind with Die other Hamah There i.s Diu.h in this 
instance also a di.serepaticy similar to that noticed above, in paiugra]d) 80 iji the case «)f 
Luxmon peon, Whether Yellapa Nnrsoo left the Rosiili5nt’s room iiefore Abdooila or after him 
docs not appear to he u matter of great im|iortaticu as they both probably left abo\it the .same 
time, namely, about (».80 A.M. The eiiiei’ <‘icment of snsjucion against Haiual Y'cliajia Nursoo 
lies in the fact that he diuiied liaving seen any ]muime!o sh<;rbet broiiglit by iVlKioolla on the 
iiioming in qucstiori. It ajipears to he incoucuivnble that he shouki have failed to see whether 
Abfloolla. brought the slioibet or not- as usual, it was also noticeable that Yellapa Nursoo 
appeared to be mueh agitated under examination, and gave liis evidence with reluctance. Not¬ 
withstanding, however, Ihis fact, the Hesidi'iil' i.-- inclined to exoiiunite fi’oin suspicion the Hama! 
in i|ue.stion. lb* takes his turn with three others to swee]» the R(‘sident’s private room, and 
has no other comiection with it. 

82. Witli regard tti the oDiei' Haiiial. (»(>vind Haloo, the case against liim appears t-o .sDuid on 

a different footing. Ofjtl] thi* Hamals employed at the I^sidenc.y. (Jovind Haloo is the only 
one who is employed in the Resident's private room. It is his duty to clean tho tables, 

arrange Die dressing-table, .Jiic., and do in fact uvurythiiig except swi ep the room. The four 
other Hamals who arc employeil at the Residency ti^ke it liy turns to sw«;e.p out the Rcsiduiit's 
ptivate iittice room. 

88. Haloo Oovind admits that on the morning of Mondiiy, Novmuber 0th, he went to clean 
the Resident’s room sliort ly afUu'G A.M. ; tliat Alsloolla was then there, but that ho shortly 
afterwards left ; that he, (jovind Hakxi, left the room .shortly before 7 A.vf. On prusBing the 
d(*ponx*nl tostuk; how hi' know tho exact tiiiiu wlien he left the Resident’s ruoiii, be stak'd that 
ho hoard the clock strike about live iumutes after he iid't. WImti it is remomberod that the 
Resident returni'd from his e.xoJcise just at Die time stateil, tho signilicanco of tho answer is 
apparent, as it hows that Oovind Baloo was tlie last person wlm is known to liave loft the 
Ikisidents private room Ixsforo the Resident's rctiini on the morning of Monday, November 
9th, 1874. 

84. Oovind Haloo distinctly domed that (although m saw Abdooila in the I’ooni as usual, 
and fj’uit on Du^ table) ho saw any sherlioi on the kihle which it is his business to cl,ea)i. 
Oovind Baloo was much presmul on this jioint, and afk;r much jn'evaricatiou and evident 
aidtation of manner, he finally stuck to his original Jissei tiim tlnit Ik; saw no sheilxjt on the 
table as usual. It is noticeable, luiwcvcr, that on the first examiiiatit>n of Oovind Bidoo, which 
took place on Novembor 9th, ho disDnctly stated that Alxloolla brought puramelo juice, Imt on 
boing further pressed ho denied it. 


From the foi egomg brief review of all the evidence which has Ikjgu recorded in the cose 
it will he seen that suspicion mainly attaches to— 

1. Fuizon Ttanizan, Ohobdar and table servant in the Residency Kstablishinent. 

Si. (jevbid Baloo HainaL 

rUl Tito reasons for snspiicting Faizoo Ramzan oi‘ cfunplicity in the crime of attempting tt) 
julmlnister poison 1;0 the Resident iiuiy Ito tliiw summarized :— 

1. Faizoo Rjimzan is adinitU’dly in the j)ay of the- Dui l)ar. 

Ho has boon in tbo habit of liolding most intimate relations with two disrepuiabh^ 
and suspicious pemons, both of wliom av<^ confidential mjrvants and agents of His Vligbnoss 
Mulliar Rao Gaekwur. * 

JJ. Ho has b('(!n iuflie liabit nf I'eceiving both tlicHO persons in his fjnarters at th(^ Rtssidoncy 
without any just cause, or <»xense whatiwer. 

4. Tie is himself a jujtorious intriguer, and has, at lt*ast in Colonel Shoi-tt/s tiiru;, becm engaged 
iii political intrigues with juominent juembers of the Durbar. 

5. His position as table sei vaiit has given him (ixceptioual o]»po»'tuiiitios for the commission 
of th(^ crime. 

(). lie has Uduived very snspudously in trying to forestall the Rosi<leui’s private servants in 
waiting on him witli te,a, &c. * 

7. has often made for the Resident )mmnielo slie.rhot, and admits that hti may have 
made it on the morning of FViday, Nov'einb(‘r (ith, on which day also the Resident Isdieves it 
to hav^^ 1hu!U jjoisoijod, as he suffered unaccountably nfU;r djinking it. 

S. He had am}>le opiHutunities of poisoning tlii^ sbeiT>et himself, in collusion with Govind 
Raloo Jlaiual on the morning of Monday, ^'oveiulMU' Dth, 1874. 

0. His statement al'Ounds with falseijoods tuid contradictions. 

10. lie is a disreputabh! and dangerous cliaracter, whose aiiteci^dents have now for the first 
lime be(ui clearly made? known. 

1 i. He could give no satisfactory explanation of Gov(irnmcut Rupees 100 whicli woiv. found 
in his iK)x at the Residency. 

12. He had ample 0 ])portunities for conspiring with Govind Haloo Hamal, ns these two were 
left behind t(»gether nt the Residency wlien the Resident went with tl»e Mahanija to Mowsaree 
fr<m\ April to May last. 

.‘17. The r(-‘asons for suspecting Govind l>ali )0 Hniual are as follows :— 

1. Govind Baloo admits that he w’as in tlio R(*sident‘s private room with Ahdoolla on the 
morning of Moiulav, November Otl), and th.at Abiioola loft the room behue he did. 

2. Although Govind }jal(U) first acknowledged and then deni(!(l that ho saw AImIooIIji. 
bringing pumiiicTo sherbet ns usual, it is cerbiin that Abdoolla did bring ami place it on the 
table as usual in Govind Raloo’s piasenci;. 

3. Govind Rnloo admits that he did not leave the Uosideiit’s private room until very near 
7 A.M. At that time ho was tlie only pei’son who is known to ijavebticii in the ro(un,aiKl the 
Resiihuit returned just about the time tliat he left the romu. 

4. G<»V!nd Haloo Hamal is the only soi’vant wlio is employed lUi/dy in lli^sident's ju’ivatc: 
o/nc<‘ I'ooin. Four other HaiualK take it by turns to sweep the room. 

o. Govljid Raloci was much agitated under exanimatiou, and gave his evidence in a most 
suspicious manmir, hti ai.so showed a marked disinclination to say anything regai’ding the other 
suspected persons, Faizoo ilamziiii. 

{). Govind Baloo w.as left at the Resideiicv witli Faizoc* Ramzan duriim the lb‘sident‘s 
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ab,sence at Nowsaree during tbe moTitliK of April and May, and has had pectiliar bvcilities for 
committing the crime m fjucjstion. 

38. From this siimmury it will be seen tliat tiiere is no direct evhleiicc against either of the 
.snspc*(*t(‘d ]>etsons of the crime of *administ<‘ring jioi.son to the Resident on the morning of 
Monday, November IHli, but that oitliei’ of tin* .suspected ]>(usoiis had an oj;]M)rtuiiity of com¬ 
mitting the crime either sc[)aratc!y or in cullusioii, and that no serious suspicion at present 
attaehtjs to any other person in the Residency Kstahlishnieiit. 

30. It remains to consider certain collateral pijints which bear more or less directly on thc 
mattcr under investigation. 

40. ]*'ii*st, W'itb jvgard to the nature of tlu* ]ioison employed, the Resident leceivod on the 
J2th instant confidential information that the poison administered to him consisO'd, 1st, of 
j*rsi*nic ; 2nd, diamond dust; 3rd, coppei’. The prosenw^ of the two elements first named, viz., 
arsenic and diamond dust, has been formally corroboiiited by the analysis of the Residency 
Siirgt^on and Chemical Analj^scjr to Government, copies of whoso reports and letters on tlie 
subject, are herewith attached. 3’he jiresence of copjssrwas suspw-ted by tbeCliomical Analyser 
tn Government, in c(Hise(pionce of the symptom stateil by the Ue.sident, that after drinking 
some of tbo poisoned sljcrbet he recognized a strong metallic taste. The ])resencu of copper 
has not liow'over yet boon officially verified ; Imt considering the fact that arsenic is tasteless 
or nearly so, there is a strong probability that the Resident’s independent infor^natiou regarding 
the axhnixturo of copper is correct. 

41. It np]>ei\rR to bo almost certain that a poisonous com]>ound of arsenic, diamond dust, and 
copjjev would not luive l)een employed by an ordinai’y poisoner to effect the destiaiction of the 
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design on the part of tlic would-be poisoner, and suggests a tolembly familiar occiuaintance with 
poisonous substances. Diamond dust, though said to be perfectly innocurms by itself, is not i\ 
substance which is easily ]«‘ocurahle for pui’j’joses of erinjo, and the ‘Resitlent is bound to r(*cord 
asinn oxti'aordinary coincidence, that before lio had received any offieinl corroboration of the 
presence of diamond dust, ho was privately informed that certain diamonds Irotri the Maliarajji's 
Jamdarkhnna were missing, and that they had Ikkui erased from the olheia) inventory in order 
that their loss might not hereafter bo traced. 

42. fsecondly, with regard to the occurrences which immediately folhiwcd tlte attempt to 
poison the Ri’-sideut, the following fjicts shouM carefully be noticed. Not a word was said to 
tbe Resident on the .subject of the attempt to jioiaon him by Mr. Dadabboy Nowrojee or by 
His Highne.SK tlie Maharaja until upwards of throe days after the attempt had Isssi mafh\ 
when the Maharaja visited him on Thursday, November 12th. The rumour of tln' attempt 
to poison the Resident began to 8]>read far and wide on Aloiulay. November f)tb.aiid was woil 
known throughout the city and camp on the day after the attempt was made, Tuesday. t)n 
the Wednesday following the matter was well known in llombay and up the railway line. 
Although Mr. Dadahhoy Nowrojee visite<l the Uesident as tisiiai on tlioso <hiys, Tuesdiiy tlie 
10th, and Wednesday the llth, lie never said a word to liim aliouttJie i>ccuiaviice,although he 
must liavc been perfectly well Jfwaro td’whal had taken place. 

4?1. On Tlmrsday, 12th November, wlion the Mahaiaja paid the Reshlent his usual visit he 
came to him for the firnt time avcomfxivietl ilf?-. Jhahth/uuf although he is 

always in the habit of coming to the Resident alone. 'Phe Maliaraja apjiearcd very jnuch 
agitated, and reniarkial to the Resident that he had heard ye.stoialay evening, Wednesday, for 
timt time that there ha<l been an Httempl to poison him. Mr. Dadabln-y Nowrojee 
remarked that he had Inaird the subjeot rumoui*e«l on Tue.sday, but bad not believed it. No 
ofhcial communicatioii from tint Durbar on the .subject was j-eceived until lab' on tbc (evening 
of Saturday, 14th November, after ofliec hour.s, or until nearly six days had clapweil after the 
attempt to murder tho Resident had beem madi*. 

44. When it is j-eincmbered that the Mahavaja’s coiiiidential Arab siTvanl, Salam, had 

attc'Jidcd at tbe Residimcy early in tlie morning'of Monday, Nov<;mb(‘i' J)t}i, in order, as f.he 
R(‘sidcnt belicvo-s, to giv(^ early intimation to file Maliaraja of (he clll’cls of llie juasoi), and 
when fiirtber it is rcmenibe.red tliat this same Arab servant Salum Iirnl <‘rafl.ily enihuunuri'd to 
stop tbc peon wlio was sent to deliver tlic Resident’s note summoning (.|n‘ Resiihmcy Siu’geon, 
it will be seen that there are reasonublc grounds for receiving witli incnslnlity the Maharaja’s 
extraordinary stateiu(*nt that he only heard of the aUemjjt to poi.son tlio Resilient for tlu^ first 
time on the evening of Wednesday, November 1 Itli. ^ 

■to. With reference to the official communication from the Durbar on the subject of tin* 
att('m]»t to ])oison the Resident, which was received after liours on the evening (.d Satur- 

da,y, November 14th, apjamdcil to this re])orl, i.s a st3))arate sf.a.tement by tlie. Ke.sident regardin’;; 
tbc gencnil attitude assumed by His Higlmess the Maharaja and by tbo Dnrliar in tlic matter. 
Tills stabmu'ut is annexed and is marked th 

■ 4(1. Having tlius taken into consideration lb«3 whole of the eviileiicv'. in t his verv serious case 
the Resident is most unwillingly driven to th<‘ following conclusions :— 

1. That an undoubted attempt to poi.son him has lieeii irnuh' by two or more persons of tiin 
R(*sidency e.stablislmient who have no conceivable jtersonal motives for the crime and utterly 
repudiate its commission. 

2. Tha.t tliis attempt was made with the cogniziiiUH’. aial coiiniv'^auce of His llighne.'?s the 
Maharaja, two of whose confide.iitUil servants liave beeJi cons])inng for months with one of the 
Residency table servants, of course without the knoMdedge of tlie Resident. 

47- It if’ much to bi} regretted tliat tia* evidence, adduced is not of a mon? «lirect chanicter. 
but .amply .sufficient matters ajijicar to have been es^blisbi’d to show tliat tla^ jircaeut 
attempt on the. life of the Rritish Resident is ]mrcly a political <*rime and due tn no private 
motives wdiatever. The Resident ha.s little hope that tlie j»‘r.sons now in custody will lus 
induced voluntarily to confess the crime with which they are charged, and without sncli a con¬ 
fession there is little hope of obtainiug any further cvide.nce regarding th<* real instigator of 
the criuu*. 

45. It appeal's to be unrteccs.sary to say mucli on f he ]»olitical aspect of tbc crinu^ m>w under 
report. The Government arc well aware that Ilis Highness the. Gaekwar has {(h- many months 
Uicn using every jiossiblc device to [irocure the Ri’sident’s removal fWim his ]neKcr»f. oJli(!c by 
ineaiiK fioth fair and foul. Up to tho jnesent time the Resident has always received the most 
cordial suppmt and assistance from Governnumt, without which it wouUl have fieen utterly 
impossible for liim to have maintained his footing against the constant and unremitting attacks 
to which he has heeii subjected. It ajipears chiar that the Judicial aspects of thi.s case ih far 
suboi*dinate to the political, and that tho iwents that havi3 takim placto since tlie warnings con- 
yeyoil to His Highness the Gaokwar in the khureeta of 25th July last culminating in this act 
of desjieration afford reasonable evidence that anytliing but a spirit of relbrin is at present at 
work in the Baroda State. 


Accompaniments to Ajipciidix B., vuh paragi’aph -tO of that Appendix. 

Grant C’ollege Laboratory, Bombay, Hth November 1874, • 

Fi’om ])u. W. Gray, Acting (ybomical Analysis* to Govenmiejjt, Boinljay (domi-otficial), 

to J >K. Skward. 

I FTAVE duly received your lettt'r ami Its enclosures, viz., a. doiiii-ofticial from Colonel Phayro 
and a small packet which contained few gmins <»f gi’tyish <;o]onred powder mixed with 
riumerous gritty glistening particles. * 

1 have examined the powder rtir<l tiiid it to consist pai tly of common white arstmic and 
partly of finely powden-d silij^oons matter, 'j’his silicetms mnt-ter under the inicroscope 
a])peaml to in-, r.ithci- powdereil glass or <piai‘tz, bring most like the fonner. Some of tlio 
jMiirtic.Ies had a pinplish or rose-coloined tinge, which fact may perhaps funil.sh y<»u with a 
clue as to its source^. Tf you wish nn otticial rp])ly in addition to the present, 1 shall .send it. 

He!*(*with is rcturn(i<l fVrlonel IMjayro’s letter. 1 shall keep the roiiiains of tin* powder in loy 
posses.sio7i till J hear further from you. 

j» 

No. 501A , dated lUth November 1874. 

From COT« R. Phayrk, R(^sidcnt, Bavoda. to J)R. W, (luAY, Acting flhc.mical Aufily.scr to 

Government, Bond>ay. 

Kefeuring to your denii-c^fficial hotter <latc‘d lltli instant, ivlatiug to a small packet of 
poisonous matter IbrwardcMl t<. you for examination hy Dr. Sovvanl, 1 liav(i th(‘ honour to nupiest 
that you will be kind enough to favour me with a fi>rmal oriiciul report as to the contmts of 
the j>oiuoTious matte!' above refej'red t.o. 

2. With reference t> the statement iiiaile iu your h'tlor that the powder forwarded to you 
con-sistul partly »>f common white arseuie and partly of finely powdered si]iee(»us matter wldch 
under th(5 niieroKco])(* appeareil t.o hi' (otJiev p<»wdered glass or <juartz, being imwt lik(! the 
former, I should fetd much obliged by your kin<lly informing me whetlua- in your o]>iTjion tin* 
silie(‘ous matter referred to can possibly be jKiwdt'Jvd <ji;unoud. 

3. IVevious to the receipt of your lettcJ' under rcfere.noi^ T had receiv(i«l secret and confidential 
information that the poison administerei! to me <lid consist of— 

» 1 st.—Oonimon arsenic. 

2ud.—Finely powdered dianioivl dust. 

JJrd.—(k)ppei'. 

Tliti lmportanc(.‘ of verifying this information is obvicuis 


WjilLST the above Icttoi of mine, <lated the .13th November, was being >vTifcteii, the Ghemical 
Aualy&or was on tin* s:inic <hite wilting from Hombay as follows :— 


“Dated Grant (^)llegi^ |jabor}if.ory, Hornb-iy, l.'ltli November liS74. 

“From 8iivgeou W. Guay, Acting Chemical A.mdyscr to GovernnKOit, (demi-official), to 

Dr. {Skwauii. 

“ In continuation of my k'ttev of flu* lltli, 1 wish to tfsll you that a still closer cx.ainiiijition 
of th(‘ gritty ]»owder has led me to think that p.o'l of it at iea.st is diaijioTul dust. The lustn* 
of s»une of .the particles seems to m** too great ibr aiiytliing else, and they ar<‘ besides exciHsl- 
ingly liard, (piibi insoluble in any acid. This opinion, however, is based only on ocular 
inspection. 1 am not in possession of any means here to btst the substance (diemically should 
it be Jiss»a*ted that it is diamond dust, and liesides the quantity sent is (‘xeeedingly minute. 

“How do y<Hi account ftn tin* metallic taste d(\scnbed by Colonel Plia.yre Can it l>c 
copper? Ar.seTiic Is tnMcless or nearly so. 1 fades! to find any compound of copper in the 
])Owdei* you sent me ; but. as all its salts are very soluble, it is possible that if put into the 
pummalo juice, it may have heiiii all rhiow n away when tlic tumbler was emjiticd. Tin- early 
appearance of the sym]*toms may be dm' to the fact that he took the arsenic in solution, or 
rather suspended bi the pummalo juice on an empty stomach, lie may also Laves taken a 
comparatively large proportion of wliat was in tJus tumbler, as ai seiiic unlisss well mixed luis a 
habit of lloating on the top of a li((uid. Natives have a firm belief in the deadly properties of 
diaiiiond dust or powdered glass, but the hict is that neither of them possess any deleterious 
qualities 

*• 1 sled! be happy to exfuutut^ anything fdwi you may require done. Is it possible to obtain 
any of the pummalo juice, or any j^art f)f the g! oun«l or otho' place upon which it was tlirown, 
if so. we might be able to detect copper if prewuit.” 

The above letter was received on Saturday night, the 14tli. Next morning f wrote a note 
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it oTi glass, ajid that if it scratched the ghws, it was dininorut dust, :im I believed that neither 
powdered glass or quartz would scratch glass. 

Dr. Seward put this to the test, and on Monday morning, the 16tli instant he wroU>- as 
f-nMows;— 

“ My DJiAJt Colonel Puayhk, 

« It scratches ghiss readily.* 

Yours sincerely, 
•‘(Signed) O. K. Seward.” 

On the same date, Monday, the Kith Noveiid>er, 1 wrob; to the Chemical Analyser Bomhiiv 
as follows;— ' ^ 

No. 502A., dated llaroda, Kith November 1874. 

Sill, 

In consoqueneo of the opinion e.s;pressed in ynur demi-odicijil of th(' i:iUi instant to l»r. 
Seward’s address (received oil the evening of iiu; Ut!i inslanl), I yesUnday morning scraped 
together from the climmm Ihtor of tlie veranda as mueli deposit as could he foOnd (he spot 
where tlie conteiiLs ol* Uk; poistjiicd tumhler feJl, and I eiielose the said sciMpings Ino-tovith in 
the hope tliiU, they may he uselu! in leading yon to a decision ns to the otlier ingmdients wliich 
were contained in the poisoned tuaiblei’ Ujsidi^s nrsenic. 

I havi‘, <fec. 

(Signed) K. riiAYUi;. Ib^sident. 

^ t 

Whilst the a,hove hitter was being wriUeti, to the ('laanical Amdvser. I’.ombay, on the Kith 
November, ho on the same <late replied to niy lettei' No. .“>01 A. .d‘ tlie i:tth idem'as follows:— 

t 

No. dalod (Irani (jollege. Laboratory, Kitli N(»veml»er JS7b 

From Kurgism W. (luAY, Acting (Jhomical Amdyscr to Government, Uon.ba.y. to Colonel 

11. FmAYUK, C.K. llesidmil. at Uaroda. 

I v reply to your letter No. oOl A., dated Novemlu-i- l.ltti, LS74. 1 liave the boimiir to rejiort 
as (bllows:— 

On Wednesday, November 11 th. 1 roceived from I)r. Sewmd, Uosidoney Surgeon, Lnroda a 
small sealed packet which contaimd a grain and a halCor greyish coloured powder mixed with 
glistening gritting particles. Di-. Seward's letter in which the packet, wjtN eneJt^sfd and the 
jtaeket itself was scaled, t lu' ,seals were perfect and their device was an inscription in thePorsian 
idiaractor. 

I have examined the above-mentioned greyish )iowdor, and have succeeded in detecting in It 
arsenious acid or common white arsenic. A gritty insolutdr residue wlficli remained after the 
solution ol’ the arsenic I at iirst c«msidered to be. after tlnj usual negative tests liad l>een 
applied, some kind ot‘ silietsms maUer such as IVom powdi-red glass <n' quartz. A .siibseqin-id, 
e.\a.mina.l-ion, however, Ji*d me to the eoncliisioii that smm- at least of the gritty parti(;le.s. tlioso 
which pri'-seiited a hrIUiant bistre, were diamond dust. 1 bavi'examiimd these iiistvous parUtdes 
a third a,ml fourth time, and li.avi* se<-n m» reason to change my ojiiuioii that they are diamoml. 
Several of the insoluble particles sliowed under the micni.scojn! a purplish ip'r ntse-eolonred 
tinge. 

! ha.ve idso examined the ])owder for ci>ppm-, but have, failed to detect the slightest tiace 
cither of it or of any other mincial poison. 


No. 401, dated l> mhay, 10th November IS74. 


From Smgeou W. Guay. Acting Gheiniad A.ualysei to (io\ t-rnment, lioinba^-, to Colonel 

U. PjtAYRK, C.B., Kesident at Baroda. 


3 UAVK the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your hjtter of tlie Kith instant, and also 
of the small ]»acket enclosed. The letter was sealed, the seals were unbroken, and the crest 
a bud. 

The {laokct contained a small quantity of moist ttai tJiy matbn- of a brown colour mixed witli 
glittenng parl.icleH. A clumdcal cxaini-uation of this eai tliy mJitt.er nwealed Uk; presence of 
ai-Hciiic. I failed, however, to detect in it tlie slightest tiaeo of any miimrn] poison othm* than 
arsenic. Many of the giittcriiig particles apiiear to be of the same Jiaturc as those, seen in the 
powder simt tm^ by Dr. Seward, namely, diamond dust, other glittering daik-i^olouied jmrticles 
in the earthy matter jirove to be o.xide of iron, being Lii bict the same sulwtancc that is 
commonly used as sand for drying ink. 


* The ciyslaUino IVugnients oi' Iho jHiiaon aiMliinoiit.—(Stl.) G.HS. 


Api'Endix C. 

S'f.ATKMKN'i' Colonel PifA'SRE, C.B., Kesident, Baroda, (ktod 3i>th Novcitibor 187-^. 

Tjjk jihtcm]it. to mo was inado on the niornin;; of Monday, tlio Dth Novoinber 187^. 

'J’ho small (juantity of puisunecl sborbet taken by mo was swallowed at about 7 A.M. At about 
'JW mimitos or lialf-past 0 A.M. tho Maharaja ]taid me liis usual visit. After some common* 
(ilaoe remarks His lliolinoss obseiwed that tlie weather was not healthy, that then? was a good 
deal oJ‘ lever in the city, tiiid that lie hinisolf had been suffering Ironi purging and headache, 
{U)d fever, li-om eating the usual Dewalh'e sweetmeats, but that he had recovered. J made jio 
iijinark, but it occurred to me that His Higline.ss lia<l Jed the conversation to the subject in 
order to elicit some r«unarks from me. 1 Jiave since Icarat froitj th(5 evidence that His High¬ 
ness* confidentijd Arab Sowar, Salani, was at th(‘ Residency earlier tfian usual on tliat morning ; 
that Avlifui I sent a note to snnimon Dr. Seward bi^tween 7 and 8 o^elock tlie Arab Sowar 
;ito|)y>(?d th(‘ peon, Mahomed, wlio was eanying it, and asked him to buy liim Home InscuitH in 
the ba/4uvr, which extraordinary occurrence I can only account lV»r hy a <lesiro on the part of 
Salani to di\ ert tin' ]a‘f)u*s attention fnuu hi« proper errand to sunirnou the Residency Surgeon. 

By about noon (»n Alonday tho attempt to poi.son me began to spmid in the camp and city. 
N(‘xt day, Tnesilny. 10th. several ]>eople from the city came to call stmt to enquire after 
my health, IjuI no one came from the Maharaja. Wi'dnesdny, the llth, pfissed in a siiuilar 
manm*!' -without any enquiry on His Highness’ part. 

On 'i’lmisday, th(‘ Jlitli, His Highne.ss caint? to pay Ins usual visit, and on this occasion, for 
the first tiiiic, lie was accompanied l)y Mr. Dadabhoy, usually His Higlmess comes ahme. His 
Higbness opened the conversation by saying that he liad hoartl on the previous day (llth) that 
.s!(niH‘ out? had jxiisonr d me, and asked how 1 was, remarking at the same time that 1 showed 
no signs of having be(?n poisoned wlnm he called on Monday, the 0th instant. Previous to 
this remai k by His Higlnuiss f had not mentioned the hour at which 1 was poisoned, but I 
afterwards told liim; how the Maharaja kiu'wthat J had been ]!oisone«l when 1 canu? to receive 
him on the Mcuiday morning is not a]«parent. 

Mr. Dndablioy said that he heard the rumour iirst on Tuesday, 10th, but did not believe it. 
'^riuvt the rninour wa.s n^peattsl so stiongly on the 11 th that lu; believed it, ;uid tliat be intended 
to s]M*ak about it next day, 12th. He asked me if f was making enquiry into the matter, and 
i replied that I was, ami he expressed a hop(? tliat I should succi'ud in diHcovering the per¬ 
petrator of the crime. 

On Saturday, the 14th instant, after dark in the 4 vciiing, 5.45, I received the following ya<l 
from the Durbar:— 

Duuil\u yao to the Rksidjon t, No. 2057. dated I Hh November 1874. 

“ At a pe rsonal inter\ iew M'ith you the day lieforc yeslerihiy I learnt I’rom you tho partirnlars 
altout the atii-nqit made by sniru* bad man ti> jioison yon, tbi* wliieh 1 am very Horry. But it 
was the favour «»f (h.d that his erm^l ilesign ilid not meet with succes.s. 

• If it lM‘cona‘s necel^sary for yon to obtain my assistance in proving this (Timinal’s guilt, the 
same will lie given. This is writt'-n for your information.” 

ft will be observed tliat in this yad His Highness alludes only bj liaving Iioaid of the matter 
from me ptu'MUndly on the 12lh instant, wliereas tin*. re])ort Imd s})read evtnywhere ly tHe 
evening of Hie Oth November, ami it is not n'nsomible to suppose that His Highness had not 
lieard of it immediately, as everything is reported to him at once by his .s[)ies. 

Moreover, he himself told me on Thursday, the 12th, that he. had heard it the previous day, 
and had ves<»lve,d s)*<-ak regarding it on his next visit Hint morning. 

'rii<‘delay of His Ilighiiess In not mkiiig iiotic-e of the oe<‘iiiTencc till Thursday, the I2th. 
and afterward.s in writing tho yad, olfering assi.staiice «)n tin* evening of th<? 1 l<tli, the (ith day 
after the event, are remarkable. 


ih.) 


No. 382-1280, dated Baroda, 21st Noyojnluu’ 1874 


J*'roni Colonel 11. riiAYJiK, C.B., Ilesidiuit, Baroda, to C. Gonne, Es(j., S<‘(!rctary to 

GovornTncTii. of Bombay. 


In eontinuatiou of my (iouiidcntial letter to Government, No, 370-1271, dated 

17th instant, with whieli J, snl)initti!(l the Judieial 
Proceedings n'eorrlod by mo m tho late serious 
to poison nx', i stated that I had arrived at tho couelusiou that tbc 
attiunpt on niy life emanated solely from ITis Highness the Maharaja. 

2. £ res]K‘.ctfiiliy submit, that having now OATived at this conclusion it would be 
in tin? bighost degree incouiiistent were 1 to continue to receive iTis Highness as 
usual, es tiiougb nothing had otretirred. Such a proceeding, I submit, is neither 
noeossary or deshablo, aiul under these circumstances, I would respectfully request 
[X'rmission to intimate to His Higlmess’ Minister that until tins Government has 

linrl npi^itriid (if. uri-m/3 




-'z- J’ ;_i 


and j)olitical asjK^cts, His Highness* visits to the Ilt^sidcncy twice a week might 
with propriety be discontinued. 

1 should feel obliged by being favoured w'ith orders by telegram upon this 
subject. 


4 

No. ;i87“12y6, dated Hai'oda, 23rd November IST-l- (Confidential). 

Fj'om Colonel 11. Phayuio, C.lh, llesidcnt at Baroda, to C. GoxNji, Bsq., Seendary 

to tins Governaient of Bombay. 


In contimiution of my confidential hstter No. 3711-1271, dated 17th instant, ajnl 
accomy)anying Judicial Froccodings iii the attcni])t to administer poison to me, J 
have the liouoiir horowitli to forward (iopy of a furtln^r examination of Ibt^ pri.soner, 
Pai/iOO, in cons('(]nenee of his having spontanetmsly made a rccyuest to bo brought 
before me this morning, as h<; had sometliing of importance lo communicate to 
me. 


2. My remarks u])on the evidence Jiow recorchd, as wtdl as Hie further slate- 
ments of F<h1i‘o DeSou/.a and Al)d(>()lla MahoJU(;d, «are a]»j»<‘tided; and Jrom what 
htus now oeeiiiTiid, 1 uni under tlie im|)r(^ssion that in course of time tla^ prisoner, 
Faizoo, will confess all li(^ knows of tin' matter. 


HkmAUKS hy the RESIDENT. 

On the Jiioruing of J^ioiidny, iiSrd Novr.jiihor 1.S74, the ItosidoDt wes iiifoixiicd hy the 
IJnviMar the TrcJisury (tuard tl»at tl)e jaisonej-, Kai/.oo llaiMy.jni, wa.K dosh'ouK of niMkitii^ a 


slatoniont. The y^risoncr was tlnMefore at oaei5 sent for and (^.vatiiined regarding ilie .stateineat 
wliich h(‘ ]in)fe.sse»l a wish to iiiak(^ 

T1i( 5 })risoii(*r’s examination is attached. 

From this oxainiiiatioii it will liC seen that tin: ya'ismiers motive in volunteering his state- 
mont ohvionsly is to divert suspicion from Inmsclf hy laying it on the Mahanija's Arah Sowar, 
•Salam. The prisoner notice.s as a snspiciotis circumstance, wliich it undouhtedly was, the 
unusually early aUondance at the Ke.Hidoncy of the Aiah St>war Salam on the morning of 
Monday the hnt he professes to be utte rly unahje to e,\j)lain it. 

'file prisoner, however, volunteered certain infoiniatiori legarding Salain's oceu)»atioM and 
a:itece.<lunts, winch tends to exj>liiin the groun<J for suspicion in fclio prisoner's niiud. it is 
noticeable, however, tha,t the, prisoner has utterly j-epudiatc<l his i)wu eouiiection witli Salam, 
which is notorious, nml which constitutes one of the main groundfi of suspicion against 
himself. 

•The Resident was p.articularly struck with one of the answers given hy tljt; |>ns(>ner, in 
which he states that ever since tlie Resident returned from Nowmree, in May lust. Salam had 
ne\ er ln^m to his room at the Residem; 3 \ 

'rim allusion hy the juisoiiei* to the Resident's return from Nowsareo nyipears to have much 
significance. a.s -it -UHtu nilirch) uponianv.otf^^ l»as never been spoken of in his pre.senco, and 

tends to confirm the Jlesideiit’s sus])icion tlial. the con- 

re.sidcnce at Nowsaree in the months of Apriland Alay 
last, wlicn the ywisoners Faizoo Ramzan and the Hanial Raloo were iHdh left together 

in charge of the Residency, and may have passed as mueli of their time as tliey choso in the 


city. 


On being }>resRed i*egavding the sptuitaneoiis allusion to tlie Resident’s return from Nowsaree, 
the prisoner voliuiteored tlm extraoiulinary statement that he Jorimtl >SaJam from coming U» 
him, but on fiirtlior jwessing tlie ju’isonor jus to tin: reason for forbidding Jiis coming, lie stated, 
afUM* much prevarication, that Salam was never in the h;»l>it of coming to liim at all. 

'I'lie prisoiiei’ also demied »'in])1iati(5ally that <m tlie morning of Monday, the, iM.h, he ever 
went iut(> the <liniiig-room at all. As he was seen to go into the, dining-room h}’ two wit¬ 
nesses, Abdoolla and Runchod Alussal, and as the dining-room is only lo paces <list.ant from 
the Resident's private office ro<»m, the signific.'ince of this dcmial is obvious. Ha<l the prisouor 
gium int<» the dining-room, as he is shown to have done, lie coid<l easily have gone into the 
Resident's ]irivatc otlice ro<uii by the back rtiad outside tin: Residency, without being seen by 
any one cxce]»t the Hamal Govind Baloo, il‘ in the room at the time, which it appears from 
hi.s own statement ho wa.s. 

'J'ho pristmer denies emphatically that h(%ifiw Madhowrao Sowar on the morning of Monday, 

the Dth, althougli he saw Yeshw'ant liao Jassood and 
the Arab Sowar- meet the Assistant Resident ou Ids 
return to tlie Residency on tlie iimining of Mondu\ 
November fitli. 'J'ho Assistant Resident states tbit 
Madhowrao Mowar was ]»icscnt with Ycsliwant Rao 
.liiNSOod amf 8ul.-im ulieu he iet4inie<l to the Residency. As Madhowrao Sowar died suddenly 


NoTK.—In tlu‘ accusi»r» i^xamination of Uth 
November 1874, In- dtsthicily <lemeil huvin^r 
even w!en thu Assintant lltpident return from 
uhootiiift, or Iniviuif been Keen spenkiii;* to the 
Arnb Suwav Salam. 


tr* 


iiTt'loi- very RiiKpicious circiitnfltanccs shortly after the attomjit was made to poison tho Tlesi- 
dent, the denial of the prisoner tliat Ik; sjmv him on tho morninjr when the attempt was made 
is most HUft})icimiK. 

It will also })e observed that th(; acicused acknowledf^es that he Ijos no expenses in the CaiAp 
]>a/iwir, thus tho one hundred Tiiprcs ibuiid hi his box on the 9th cannot reasonably Iw; 
a<;eoinite(l for. 


Tlie fact that tho prisoner Paizoo Hainzaii himself volunteered the statement tliat ho 
sHspi^ntod the Maharaja’s Arab Sowar Salam in conse(jueiJCe of the (ni'U^n<dly early ixtteinland'^ 
of tho latter at tho Tl('.sideiicy .on tho morning in question, the Resident has been induced to 
enipiire more narrowly int(J tiu; time tliat tho prisoner hiinsell' canu; on duty on the nioming 
of Monday, Novemher ilth. 

The result of this cmjuiry is to establish the fact that the pris(jTK‘r himself as well as Salnni 
came on duty at a singularly early hour on the morning in (iuestion. Faizoo Ramzan was 
seen by Uu; Kesidont’s bntlor, Pedro di; Souzii, on his way to the, Rt‘si<lcnc.y from the city about 
0.20 a.m. Faizoo Ramzan shortly aftervrards went into the ilisjicnse-khana, where Abdoolla 
and Runchod Mussal were employed about From there he went iub> tho dining-room, 

and about 10 mimites later he retiiiTied to tho dispi‘nse-khana, and then loft the house. 
Abdoolla stab’s that on days when Faizoo Ramzan came dburi tlic city he did not usually 
arrive at the Ri’sidiuiey till about 7.*10 or S o'clock, ainl Ik- has never known him arrive so 
early from tlu; cit}’as Ik; ilid on the morning in qu(‘sti<m. It is also a most significant fact 
that J^'aizoo Ramzan ami Salam wore at. the Residency about tho same time, (i.JlO A.M., ofi tlie 
morning in (piestion. 'fhe unusually early attendance of the latter excited tho attcutioii of at 


least one. of t he peoFis, Rowjci; llavildar, and has now becu siiontain’oiisly ailduced by tlio 
prisoner Faizoo Ramzan liimself as a groiiml for suspicion against Salam in ordi-r to divert 
atieniioFi from himself. Jt will be seen, Imwiiver, that there an’ precisely (he sanu’ grounds 
for suspecting Faizoir Ramzan as f<ir suspecting Salam. Tiny both of Uii’in attended at the 
Residency at an unusually early Inair, ami appear to have Ik’cii acting iji cmioert throughout. 


(Sigueil) R. PuATiin, (jolonci, Resident. 


PiTKTifKK Examination, dated 2;3ril November 1874. 


Kaizfki Ramzan, accused, having iniimatc’d a wisli to make a statmuent t<> the Uesi<|e.nt, is 

called up and (‘■xaiiiinod :— 

Question.—What liavo you to stati; witli F’efei'miei; to the occuncuico which took place; 
at the Rxjsidency on Mojnlay, Novemlicv JHh, in coiiiiectiun with which you are now in 
custody ? 

Answer.—What 1 have to state is tliat on tliat morning the Aiab Sowar Salam came to tho 
Kesidoucy much earlier than nsnnk That fact excites my sus]»icion, 

Q.—At wliat o’clock does Salam usually coino to tin; Kesidem^’ 'i 

X .—lie never comes before 8 o’clock. 

Q,—At what o’clock did he come on the morning of Momlay tho 9th ? 

A.—When 1 (!ame there at 7 o'clock on the morning of Monday the Dili, Salam Sowar was 
then then;. 

Q. —Gan Y<m give any j'easou why Salam catno so «mr)y on that morning ? 

A.—I can give no reason for it. 

Q.—Does tlie fact that ho came so early on that particular morning excite any susjuciou in 
your miml i 

A.—Yes, it does; because I kn«)W that Salam is employed hy the Maharaja to give 
informa-tion of what oeenrs nt the Ri-sidmioy, and 1 know that he lias received Gliuttrcc, 
Mugsal, and other honours from the Maharaja for his services at the time of tlie sitting of tho 
CoinmissK m. 

—Is not Salem in the habit of always going ami sitting at yfuir room when lie comes bi 
the Rosidi.’ncy ? 

A.—'Ever since tho Sahib returned fi’orn Nowsarce in May last, Salam bas never (‘.onie, to my 
room at the Resiliency. 

Q.—What Imppojmd to prevent his coming as usual aJ’toF* tlie Resident’s return from Now- 
sai’co ? 


-I forbtad his coming. 

-Why di<l you forbiil his coming V 

-The accused Ktat.es al'ter much prtwarieatifni that Salafii was never in tin; habit of 


Coming to him at all. 

Q.—All the servants and dejMUidentw in tlic Residency state that Salam is in tho habit of 
coming to your room and sitting there, is this true or false ? 

A.—Salam novor comes to me. f 


Q.—Do you know Kama Barik ? 
A.—Yes, 1 da 


Q.*—Htw he ever visited you, or you him ? 
A.-No. 


Q.—Do you know Ruiichod Bajeo? 




Q.—Where dad he come from, and what did he come for ? 

A-—I do not know. 

Q.—Did Sfilam over conio to visit ColonoJ Shortt’s butler ? 

.A.—Ves. 

Q.—What did he coiuo for ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Do you know Maliadoo Luxjuon ? 

A.—I do not know. 

Q.—Do you know Jugga Dunkhawalla? 

A.—I do. 

Q.—Do y(»u know Madhowrao Kolay, the Malioraja’s confidential Sowar ? 

A.—Yes, 1 do. 

Q.— Was h(‘- here on the morning of Monday tlie Dth instant? 

A.— I did not see liim. T saw Yoshwiiutran and Salam only. 

Q.—Do you know tliat Madhowrao died one or two days afterward.M ? 

A.—No, 1 do not, as 1 have been in prison. 

Q.-—WIicu you came to the llesidency on the morning of Monday tbe 0th, where did you 
go to ? 

A.— I went into tlie disjiciiKi^-khana wliore AhdooUa was making tlie butter, luid Runcliod 
M\is.sul was cleaning the larnj)s. 

Q.—Did you go from there into tbo dinmg-room ? 

A.—No, 1 rotnained in tlie dispenso-khnna and cleaned the silver that wjis there in the 
presence of Abdoolla and Kimcbod Miiasal. 

The aecnsod <lenit^d most oiiiphaticaUy and eagerly thut ho went into the dining-room. 
Q.”-Di(1 you take any silver from the dining-room to clean on that morning? 

A.—No, all the silver that I clearn*d was in the Uispense-khana on that day. 

—When (lid you lay the table on that morning? 

A.---After the Assistant llesident l eturned from shooting, and had spoken witli Ycshwtmtrao 
Ja.sso<Kf in iho verandah that nioriiing. 

Q.—Have you any expenses in the Camp Bazaar ? 

A.—No. 

Q..Have you any suspicion on auyUMly else except Salam ? 

A.—Salam s coming so very early on that morning is the only suspicious thing that i 
Jioticod. 


Before me, tins day ofNovembej' 3S7'k 

(Signed) K. PuAVltK, Colonel, Hesident. 

KuiiTiiBH Examination. 

PKono 1)E SoiTZA is j’ecalled and further examined:— 

Question.—Wlnui y(m first saw Eaizoo coiniTag frtnu the direciiou of the city on tln^ morning 
of*»Moijd.‘iy the 0th, can you state accuratel}' what o'clock it was? 

Answoi -.—I did not look at my watch before I went out that morning. Tint sun had not 
long risen, but. from its beight it might have riw'n about 15 iniuntes. 

Q.— \Vh{‘n you first saw Faizoo how far oil’ wjus he? 

A.—lie was about liOO paces off. 1 am (putc certain that it was Faizoo and no one (‘Iso. 

T wonf. acioss to the Post only, and then i(‘turncd. On my letnrai I Siiw hiiij, J’aizoo, 

by the servants' (jiuirters g‘»ingto bis room. J went into thi* cook-room and did not see him 
afterwards. When 1 returned from the Post Olfice 1 saw Salam, the Arab Sowar, standing 
near the place where the peons sit. 

It took me about 10 or 15 mi]iutc.s to go to tli(( Post Office and Imck. l^'aizoo soiiuitimes 
comes late and soiuof-imes emly. 1 have told bim Unit if In.* did not come in good tinu; 1 
should sjoeak about it to the Sahib. On the morning in <picstion he came in good time. 

This evidence having been read over to tbe witness in Hindoostaneo, a language which be 
uuderstjinds, is Jicknowledged by him to be coitccI. 

Before me, this 23rd day of November 1874. 

(Signed) R. Phayrk, Col, Resident. 


FuUTllKR KXAWraATfoN. 

Abdoola MahomkI) is recalled and further examined :— 

When 1 saw Faizoo go into the dining-room it was about 6.30 a.m. He returned from the 
direction of the dining-room about 10 rainutey afterwards, and went out of the house. After 
tho Sahib had returned about 7 o’clock, Faiwto came into the dispenao-khana to clean tbo 
silver. I mnember when Faizoo canjo into the disjamHe-khana, becanae I saw the Sahib’s 
horse pass as usual ; until Faizoo caun* into tfie dispense-kliana that morning about 7 o’clock 
to clean the silver, 1 did not see him do any work at all 

When Faizoo sleeps in tbe city he usually docs not return to duty till about 7.30 or 8 a.m. 
Faizoo slept ill the city on the night of Sunday, Novembei’ 8th. On Monday morning, when 


he came from the city be came unuatially early. T have nr^ver seen him come from the city k<i 
eiirly Itefore aa he did on that morning. When Faizoo went into the dining-room* on the 
morning of Monday all the doors were oj-^en. 


1^18 (examination liaving been read over to the witness in Hindoetunee, a language which he 
nndoratandfl, is acknowledged by him to be correct. 

Before nie, this 23rd day of November 1874. 

(Signed) li. Phaybe, CoL, Resident. 


No. 3. 

No. 2851P., dated Fort William, 23rtl December 1874 

From F. Hknvey, Esq., Officiating Under-Secretary tf) the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to C. Gonne, Esq., Secretary to the Government ol* 
Bombay. 

I AM directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 7092, dated the 
26th ultimo, forwarding a copy of papers relating to the recent attempt to poison 
Colonel Phayre, late Ilesident at Baroda, and to stah^ that the Government of 
India will await further information on the subject. 


No. 4 

No. 413-1376, dated Baroda, 7th December 1874. 

From Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Ag<mt, Govcrnoi*-G(‘neral, and Special 
Commissioner,‘Baroda, to C. U. Ai'PCUisoN, Ksq., C.S.I., SecTctaiyMo tlu: 
Governnusnt of India, Foreign DeparLment. 

Aovertino to paragraph 6 of the cnclosurf; No. 2563P., dated 2r)tb ultimo, i.o 
your office letter to my address, No. 2r)64P. of tlui same date, coneeniing an 
investigation into the recent attempt to poison Colonel Pliayrc, 1 liav(! tlu; luinour 
to report— 

2. lst.~That I learn from Colonel Phayre that he has already submitted to tlu* 
Government of Bombay the proceedings ho has taken in the case, tog(;th(;r with a, 
lettci' on the subject No. 379-1271 of 17th November 1874. 

2ud.—It seems to me that it would he extremely inexpedient tliat 1 should 
enquire into the matter. To do so would inevitably embarrass me in my relations 
with the Baroda Durbar, or with the Resident, or with both. 

3. I have to-day telegraphed to the Government of Bombay re([uesting that 
if the services of their Commissioner of Police, Mr. Soutcr, can he spurted for a 
few days, he may he insirueled to make the necessaiy arrangements and join im; 
at Baroda. 

4. On his arrival 1 sliould wish liim to make a searching police enquiry into all 
the circjumstances of the ease. Indeed, I think, it is to bo rcgi-etted such enquirv 
was not instituted immediately after tiu; attempt. 

6. On receipt of the report oi* the Commissioner of Police, I shall be in a posi¬ 
tion either to ciiuse a magisterial enquiry to be made, if the Commissioner deem 
such course advisable, or to transmit the CoanmissionePs report for the further 
orders of Government. 

6. Should a magisterial enquiry take place, and the Magistrate consider the 
evidence of a character likely to sustain a prosecution, it will then become my 
duty to solicit the favour of llis Excellency the Viceroy and GovcTnor-General in 
Council, causing notification to be made in wnformity with the provisions of 
section 5 of the Extradition Act No, XI. of 1872. 

No. 5. 

No, 415-1378, dated Baroda, 7th December 1874. 

From Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign De 2 )artment. 

1 HAVE the honour to report that in obedience to the instructions contained in 
your office No. 2564P. of 25tli November, and accompaniment, I proceeded to 



V. } 


On tlie 4tli instant I arrived at Baroda, and on the 5th took charge firom the 
Resident. 

His Highness the Gaokwar visited me on tlu' nn^ruing of the 5th. On tlui 
evening of the same day 1 had an iutcTview witli llis lligijness at his Palace, and 
presented to him the khureeta of ilis Excellency the Vic(iroy and Govemor- 
(Jfmeral in Council, dated 25tli ultimo. 

This morning (7th) Colonel Phayre left Baroda, and I caused all the usual 
honours to be paid him on the part of the British and Gackwar authorities. 

After Colonel Phayres departure, tlie Ga('kwar, unac(!orapanied by any suite, 
paid me a friendly visit a1. the Residency, llis Ifigliness was dennonstmtive in 
volunteering assurances that be would absolutcsiy ajid without any delay confonn 
to whatever advice T might afford, and thoroughly, as well in deed as in word, 
carry into effect the requirements oi* the Viceroy’s khureeta and instmetions of 
the 25th July last. 

I responded in a friendly and earnest inaiinor, ('X}>lainiijg to llis Highness how 
averse llis Execlhaicy the Viceroy was from caiising misfortune to any Native 
Prince. But I added, that in the present instance I should fail f.o perform a 
most serious duty were I to attempt to softem or conceal the moaning and inten¬ 
tion of the Viceroy in writing the khureeta of tluj 25Ui ultimo, and deputing his 
Agent for llajpootana to r(q)rcsent him at Baroda. 1 more particularly dwelt on 
the words of Jlis Excellency, “ I have now ilon<i (werything in my power to aid 
“ Your Higlniess.” 

Both llis Highness and Ids Atinister have, assured mo that they well understand 
the portentous siguilicance of the khureeta and apjKdninnnd of an Agent to the 
Governor-Gouerul, and that all the instructions of July 25tli shall he forthwith 
curried into effect. 

I further explained to tlu; Minister that although in tlic instructions of July 25t;h 
the report of the Resident was to be submittxid not later than Hist Decemlicr 1H75, 
yet that affairs liad marclu'd and in some respects altered since tbosc instructions 
were issued; that llis Excellency in now again addn^ssiiig llis Highness and in 
deputing his own Agent to llis Highness’ Court would, in large measure, be in¬ 
fluenced by the reports of liis Agent; and that, for my own pajt, while 1 was on 
tile on*i hand frankly and most sincerely desirous of.aiding the Gackwar through 
the prescut most grave crisis, I was equally, on tlu; otlnsr hand, resiffved that in 
the unhappy event of my Ix'ing driven to a conviction of His Highness’ incorri- 
gihility, 1 would submit to llis lixcolleiny the Viceroy and Governor-General in 
Coinual my unqualified advice to dwdine longer to saiuifice the interests of the 
Baroda Slate, in order to maintain in power an unworihy ruler. 

Yestiu'day the minister spent many hours with me in going over all the ])oints 
contained in paragraphs 8 and 1) of the instructions of 25th July, and both llis 
Highness and the Minister have this morning informed me that 1 sluill during 

to-day r(‘(‘(!ivt‘ from llis Highness written eommunica- 

Th*-Ke K-tu-re tioiis drawu u}> ill exuct conformity with the advice! 

afforded, and further expressive of willingness that- 1 
shall satisfy inysolf of tlie reality of the assurances tendered. 

1 have spoken thus plainly, although with gn^- g<’utl(*ness, at an early date, 
because 1 think tlu: sooner the real situation is understood hy all here tiie better 
will it be for all concerned. 

The Resident assures me tliat almost every letter or document of importance 
whicli i)aKSos between the Residency and the Governments of Bombay and India, 
is sooner or later known to the Durbar; and if they now find opportunity for 
perusing my despatches, they will speedily learn that I sincerely wish His High¬ 
ness well, and that I discharge my duties here with complete impartiality, and 
Avith every duo consideration and allowance for any real difficulties that may 
embarrass His Highness’ position. The Durlmr Avill further find, that if I once 
become thoroughly convinced that His Highness is ineomgible, I will permit no 
unnecessary delay in submitting to the Viceroy in Council a solemn recommen¬ 
dation that, the Gackwar State be saved by tlie deposal of its Ruler, and the 
inauguration of a minority or other mode of Government under suitable 
conditions. 
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No. 6. 

No. 2801P., dated Fort William, 19th December 1874 

From F. IIenvbt, E8(j[,, Officiating Undcr-Socnitary to Grovomment of Ii^dia, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.L, Agent, Governor- 
General, and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

In reply to your letters Nos. 413-137G and 415-1378, dated 7th instant, I am 
directed to inform you that His Ezctdlcncy the Viceroy and Governor-General in 
Council approves of your proceedings in tlic matter of tlie enquiry into the 
attempt to poison Colonel Fliayre, and of the terms in which you liave addressed 
His Higliness the Gackwar. 

2. I an* to request that you will su])mit, for the information of His Exciollcncy 
in Council, copies of the GacknaFs replies alluded to in the second of your 
communications under acknowledgment. 


No. 7. 

No, 436-14G1, dated Baroda, 25th Doccm])er 1874. 

From Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, <and SptKjial 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. IJ. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary ^ the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

1 HAVE the honour to forward the accompanying copy of a lettf'r No, 1457, 
which I have tliis day addressed to the Commissioner of Police, Bombay, in 
connection with the enquiry into the poisoning ease upon which ho is at present 
engage^d. 


(tt.) 

No. 1457, dated Baroda, 5J5th Decomber 1874. 

From Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.O.S.I., Agent, Govcnior-Oenenil, and Special OommiHsionci*, 
Baroda, to F. A. Souter, Esq., (AS.l., Commissioner ol' Police, Bombay. 

llKKEiunNa to my conversation with you of yesterday morning, and to the cipher telegram 
then receive^l from llis Excellency the Vicerf»y, comm.anding that tlu‘ cncpiiiy upon which you 
arc at jireserit engaged is to he i)roHocuU?d under my control with the greatest possible secrecy, 
jvnd that no important Btc]> in it is to he taken unless under my .sanction, I have the honoui- 
to request that you will oblige me by absolute silence on the subject, unless when actually 
employed in your enquiry with your subordinates and tlie persons accused or giving evidence 

l.»efore ^ ou. 

2 . U* witnesses or other pemms be requijed by you from tJie city, the requisition should be 
mad(i through the llesidency. 

3. If evidence ov other matter he recpiii'cd from the camp, it should 1 h^ obtained through the 
Otfic(!r (/ommauding, or througli the (>antoninent Magistiute, as the circiitustaiices of tin* ])ar- 
ticular case inny dictate. 

4. Every care should he taken to treat all j)ersons eoming fr(»m the Caekwar’s teiTii.ories 
witli due eoiisideration, nnd no jisk should be run of’it being hereafter* alleged that tdther the 
Ihisidency or tho officer's of tho Police have in any way or (h*gr*ce unnecessarily excee<hjd «»r 
duviatrjd frorrr a plain and necessar y-line of duty. 


No. 8. 

No. 437-1462, dated Baroda, 26th Docomber 1874. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.T., Agent to the Governor-General, and 
Sptxdal Commissioner, Baroda, to C. IT. Aitchison, Esq., C.8.I., Secretary 
to Government of India, Foreign Department. 

Tn forwarding the accompanying Memorandum of infomation ro(^eived from 
two independent sources, I have the honour to stale that th(! matter therein 
contained ai)pears to mo to be of sufficient interest for submission. 

MkmokaNdum of Information rticeived. 

TiiK tlaxikwar's State Bank in Bombayis called “Nurseedass liaxuiulass,'' juid is situated in 
tho native town opposite the no\y cloth market. 

Tlie balance in that bank is at ]n*eai!nt (85) eighty-five lakhs of rupees, and the superinten¬ 
dent of the Gaekwar's State Banks, Wussuntram Bliaoo, has been deputed to Bombay tt) con- 


there may be in the Bank lately established in Bombay in the same premises in - the name (if 
Ills Highness' newly married wife Luxinee Baee. The Bombay Manager of these Banks is 
Khomchuncl CJhagnulall. 

In coniiection with the poisoning oYse, the four persons named in the margin have l>een con- 
Nana Suhtb Khiinvulkir, j’riiiiiiiihi. fouinloil. Tlicy fear that they might be arrested*and 

sio,,..,., tried. Nanajee Wifchul fears becanst.-, it is said, the 

Uumodiir Vunt, iVivate Secretnry to Uis High- poison used waa obtained from tbc supply in his 
nesB. charge. 

Hanajee Withul, Jiimdar. 
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No. 9. 

Dat,cd Baroda, 7tb January 1875. (Extract.) 

Erom Colont;] Sir Lem’^is Pkhly, K.G.S.I., Agent to the Oovcrnor-Gcnoral and 
Special Commissionor of Baroda, to C. U. Aitcjmson, Esq., C.S.I., Socrid-ary 
to the Govcrnnient of India, Foreign IIciiartTncnt. 

Undeji jiaragraphs 5 and G of the Government of India letter No. 25GBP. oftlie 
25th Novem1j(;r 1874, wliieli accompaiiied your letter of instructions to me, No. 
25641*. of ilui same date, Inns informed that ii, would be my ‘'first duty” afti^r 
receiving cliargi^ ol’ my ofliee at Bavoda- “ to hring to a conedusiou,” “ or to re- 
“ commc/id this measurt's that he ([) (ionsider to he neiii'ssary for thcjmrpose of” 
concluding an investigation into "the atrocious ath^mpt, to poison Golonel 
Phayre,” in view' to liringing "the authors of the attempt” to "condign 
])unislimcut.” 

2. A(jcordingly on the day on wliieh I conimcncod work, I telegraphed to the 
Governraent of Bomhay r(!questiijg that tlui services of tlnfir Commissioner ol' 
J*olice might he plaetul at my disposal, and that he might be instructed to make 
the nc(50Nsary arrangements and join me at Baroda. 

On the same day 1 submitted a letter No. 41B-137G of 7th December 1874, 
sketching the mode of })roccdure I pro])oscd to follow, and in your Oflici*. letter 
No. 2801 of lOtb idem, Ills Jilxceilcucy tin* Viceroy and Govornor-thmcral in 
Council was pleastulto approve my proc(M*dings. 

4. 1 found that tln^ lab'- Itesident had himself institutiHl an en([uii‘y, and had 
reporti'd the ri'suit in his letter No. 379-1271 of 17th November 1874. It did 
not appear that Colonel J*hayre had collcetcd any evidence tending to eonvief, 
tliough th(^ under-montionexl pei'sons were left in (sorifmcmciit on suspicion;— 

Faizoo llainzau. | Jugga Jihagwan. 

Govind Baloo. llama Bank. 

Yellapa Nurzoo, 

5. Mr. Soutor coninninced tlu^ (‘nquiry de novo on the 10th llecomher 1874, arul 
down to the 22nd idenn the ])rocetHliugH continued to he of an ordinary police 
(dinracier, with wliieli T (b-irefully abslained from intervention, uiih'ss on l,hc 
dii’cct request of Hk; Commissionor. 

G. On the 22n(l Deeemhor, liowevei*, one Row^jee, the IfuviJdar of F(*ons at ihe 
llesideney, madi^ some admissions to the Lnspeohn* of Poliin', Klian Bahadoor 
Akbar Ali, tending to wiminat(> himsidf, and din^ctly to imjdicate Ifis lliglmess 
the Gaekwar in tlu^ atti'mpt to poison. This thi! Commissioner ol' Police re]iori(Hl 
to me on the en>rly morning ol* the 23rd, and as the ]>roceodings from this ])oint 
onward assumed a ])olitJeal aspect, I took a more direct interest in them. 

7. During tln.^ forenoon of tlie 23r(l I heard Jlowjee repeat bis statement befon^ 
the Commissioner of Police, and his manner and language impressed me as being 
those of a man endeavouring to speak the truth. At the same time L bore in 
mind Uiat Rowjec was confessing under a promise of pardon, and that a statement 
so made beforii the Police was of little or no value unless (jorroborated by circum¬ 
stantial or other evidence. 

8. On tli(^ morning of the 24th His Tlighness the Gaekwar paid me his usual 
visit, and I then, in the, presence of Mr. Souk;r, mentioned to His Highness tliat 
his name had been introduced as having been directly concerned in the attemfit t-o 
poison the late llesidimt, and that my advic-e to lura w-as to afford every facility 
for a searching enquiry into the facts of the case. This His HighneHS promised 
to do. 

9. On the same morning I Icamt from the Commissioner of Police that the 
Jemadar of Peons, named Nursoo, had made a confession without promise of 
pardon, and that his confession generally corroborated that of the Havildar. 


10. Dfisi'rous of leaving no room for subsequent doubt as to the conditions 
under which the Jemadar might have made his confession, I entered the room 
wlicn^ the enquiry was about to ho procecdcnl with, and soJemnly warned the 
.lemadar that he must clearly understand before his statement was taken down 
in writing, that I not only would not promise him pardon, but tliat he should not 
be pardoned. This warning I caused to bo repeated to the Jemadar. 

11. Tlie Jemadar then placed his turhan at my feet, and said the Sahib may 
hang or kill me, but I must speak it all out. I have served the Governmept 
for so many y(?ai*s, and now having gone into this matter, how can I ever show 
my face again. I asked him what could have induced liim so to commit him- 
scif, and whether Colonel Phayre had over treated him ill ? The Jemadar rejoined 
that Colonel Phayre had always been good to him, but that lie had been so 
entreated to go to llio palace, that lie had at length cousontod to go there, and that 
intrigue had then gradually developed from a inission to (sollect information to one 
iTivoiving an ntt(!mj>i. at poisoning. 

12. Tiu‘. Jemadar Ibei) eonfess<'(l in my prcisencc to the etfect recorded in his 
sbibanent now enclosed, and certainly from his condition of overwhelming grief, 
from his tone, his manner, his language, and from tlie g(?nci*al concurrence of his 
statement with that of the llavildar, wliom ho had not eoinmunicatod with, he 
induced in my mind a conviction t hat ho was a ]nan of somi^wliat stupid nature, 
wlio has T)Ocd ]<h 1 into an atrocious conspiracy, and was unable, under jningled 
feelings of shame, dejectiuii, and horror, any longer to refi'ain fnmi disburtheiiing 
himself of his crime. 

13. The Jemadar was remanded to the guard-room, and his confession was not 
roeonliHl until the 26tli T)t*eembc3'. 

14. On the afternoon of the 2()th when l^was div^ssii^g for jny evening drive in 
an upper room in the lU'sidtmey, T tdianeed to sec the Jemadar, aeeompanit'd by a 
policeman, cross the lawn into the Ilesidency garden ; iind a few minutes after¬ 
wards my attention was attracted by a disturbance in the garden, and by the sound 
of voices calling for a rope, and assistnnee. 

15. On going downstfihs T onquiviMl into the cause of the disturbance, and 
shortly aftcM’wards the Jernadai* drimjing Avet and guarded passed ilu^ verandah. I 
Avent out h) him, and askixl what was tlie mat lej-, Avhen the police explained that 
tlu‘ Jemadar liafl thrown liimself into the AveJl, and had been rccoveied with great 
difficulty. T desired that be inigbt b(^ Avrapped up in a warm blanket, and 1 then 
questioned him as to liis reason for thus acting, and also as to whether he had 
received any ill-treatment or annoyance, lie replied that, be had not rectaved any 
annoyance, but that after concluding his confession, he had gone to the garden, 
that lie W'as confused, and lliat he liad tliroAvn liimself into the vvcdl. JJe then 


rep(>ated liis formcM- ejaculaiJojis as to the im])Ossibility of his ever showing his face 
again, of his long s<^rvice, and of bis roinorst; for what liad happened. 

1(). On tlie following morning I again saw the Jemadm* in the guard-room, as a 
(complaint liad rea<‘be<I mo from liis brother to tlie cifect tliat the Politic were 
annoying liini. J took the brother Avith mo to the guard-room, and in his 
presencHi again enquired of the .Jemadar as to liis treatment. He re])lied that his 
brother’s ])etition w^as unfounded, and was due to gyssi]) in the toAAn. The 
.himadar in the presence of his brotlicr again roitemted his expressions of remorse 


and hopelessness. 

17. I. hav<* thus (hvclt on the above (hitaiis because they chanced to come under 
my own (\ye, and have largely (iontrilrnttid towards convincing me that the state¬ 
ment,s of the Jcmiulai* and Itowjc'c ar(> true, and arii not the result of a conspiracy. 

38. But it is not my intention to trouble liis Excellency in Council with a 
fiompleto analysis of all the eorrohorativc or circumstantial eAudonco adduced in 
the eas(\ I liaVe to thank Mr. Scohle for the proniptitndo witli which he proccioded 
to Banala, and for his valuable advice during his sojourn liere. 


30. I eiudosc an original report by Mr. Souter, the Commissioner of Police («.J. 
Tins report encloses a printed copy of the evidence taken in the crises, and is 
:weom])anietl by nu'merous Appendices. 

20. J trust that His Excellency in Council may concur AA'ith me in tliinking 
that the enquiry eonduettid by Mr. Souter lias Ix^eii carried througli with great care, 
]>ati(‘Tic(‘. and sueet^ss. Mr. Sontcr in liis Gtb paragrayib correctly cornnients on the 
difficulties attending the enqnii^', and 1 quite agree Avith him in Jiis estimate of the 
difficulties; and, as I reported on the 7tli ultimo, 1 deem it to bo matter for regret 
that Colonel Phayre did not in the first instance apply for Police assistance, instead 

Hi* «« • 
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20ff. Mr. Souter s report will douMess be carefully perused at Calcutta, and it 
is therefore unneeeasaiy tlint I sliould occupy the time of Government by further 
comment on it. 

21. In his 3r(l paraj^raph the Commissioner of Police brinf^s to notice the names 
of his subordinates employed in ferreting; oid; the facds of this cmaous case, and I 
have been much impressed ])y the zeal, iudustiy, and astuteness of these officials 
(and tliis without any use of fon^c or threat) in detecting the culprits, 1 recom¬ 
mend Kao Kahadoor Gnjanund Vittul to the favour of Government, also Kham 
Bahadoor Meer Akbar Ali Klian and Meer Abdool Ali. 

22. Having thus, in obedience to your telegram of the 301h ultimo, enclosiHl 
the opinion of the Advocate-Gimcral and tln^ report of the CoiUTnissioner of Polie(', 
together with the (*vidence taken in the case, it now’ heeomes my graA'^c duty tf» 
submit my OAvn opinion; and, in doing so, I sliall vi(‘Av the (iase in its jiolitieal 
as[)cets, and AAnth special rejerenee to the circumstances and alJ('gcd coni])ii(!ity of 
His Highness thti (jfa(dv\\'a,r. 

23. So regarded, tin*, fiiets of the case* cannot he tiiken per ho, or be left to the 
V(^ 2 ‘dict of an ordinary jury. They must he (considered— 

1st.— In connection Avith the anteeedemts of His Iliglmess, remote and 
proximate; 

2n(L—In riderimce to the morril certainty or strong moral ])rohahility of the 
facts theniNelves, as recorded in the eviihmiu^ adduced in tin; case itself; and 

3rd.—'With refereiict' iu the riglits and obligations mutually subsisting belAvecn 
His Highness as responsible reprc.scntatiA'e of a Native J*roteclod Slate on tlic one 
side, and of Her Majesty’s Goverimumt In its ebara(dor of the ])aramount and 
jiroicctive poAver in India on the other side. 

21. Considering tlic casi^ in connection Avith tlio anteiuidents of His Highness, 
the. riHHirds of th(‘ Baroda llesidcney show that this is tlu' third o(*ca.sion wliereon 
His Highness’ name lias become publicly assoeiab^d Avith attorapts U) jioison State 
persouagt's. I'ho tAvo ]>rovi(>us alh'gtxl atbnnpts were against tlu‘ jiersons of— 

Lst.—liis Highness’ deceased hrotluT and sOA’oroign, tiu; late Khunderao 
(bii'kuar. 

2ud.—Tlie (piondaiu Ministm* of iiis late Highness Kiiuiuh'vao, named BhoAV 

Scindia, wliosf? (ras(' Avas significantly remarked 
Uaud iitii ocuiIkt IS72. on hv tlic Vicoroy in his klmrceta to Jl is 

Highness. 

25. Humour alleg(^s that tl)(^ abnv<'ai'(^ not the only instaTicos of capital crimts 
committed or a.lK‘.tted hy His Jiiglim'ss, altliougli it is unlikely that the sur- 
niisi's ami siisjiicaons in tlu'si' inslaiu‘('s will camt assume tlii^ form of ])roof so 
long as th( 2 s(^ ini^iiicab'd shall retain thi' poAV-n* of aAamging tln^mselves on 
wit nesses. 

2(). As regards lh<‘])roxinnite ant(U'cdents of His Iligluiess, the reijords of this 
oilice and tiu' testimony of tln^ Minister and of others shoAV that during the |)ast 
y(*ar, or year and om^ half-year, there has hctni constant and increasing political 
irritation and hostility Is'twccn the Ga(?k\var and the laic Ih'sideiit, until His 

Highness chaniyterized tlu^ Kesident in a h'ttor 
t-o the Viceroy, afhl rcijiK'sted that tiu' llcsidont 
might he Avithdrawn IVom liis (Jouri ; Aviiile his Hesident almost simuUaneonsly 

\ i.iv e-oionf! riiayio'K loluv fiu. K»7i of stigmatizod the Ga(‘I\\\ar as at enmity *’ Avitii 
;:th NovoiuiiM- IS74. “ ])(*rsonally as the Jlritish n^jrresentativf;,” 

as a man of outrageous ” (arndnet, and as “ di^liherately ’* setting at dellanee the 
princi]»h‘S of humanity, loyally, and justice. Again the records conmicted Avith 
tlic recent attempt at poisoning indicab' an organized syst(’ni on the pa?*t of tlu^ 
palace for tampering Avith the cstahlishnumt of t!u‘ Residimey to tlui projudiia^ of 
its clii(d. On the otlier hand it is fair, ami it is my duty to state, that the minubi 
and constant, interference of the late Ib?si(h'iit with the internal aiTaivs of the Baroda 
State could not have heeii otlieiwisi' than, vexatious to a ruler of tlial State. 
Mr. Dadablioy, a Miuisb'r traimvl in our own stdiools, has more than once 
lamented to m(> that his administration lias b(*en cramped, harassed, and in some 
instances brought into contempt owing to all classes of the eomniunitjr enter¬ 
taining a conviction that tlio Kesidcncy was a soi*t of Court of appeal against the 
Durbar. 

27. In respect b) the moral certainty or strc>ng moral probability of the facts 
themselves: after— 

1st. A-perusal of the evidence and other details recorded ; 
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2nd. Personally witnossing the manner in which the principal statements 
were made, and also some of the inddonts accompanying the delivery 
of those statements; 

3rd. Maturely and to the best of my abilhy weighing the direct and in- 
dopcndtmt corroborative evidence? adduc<?d ; and 
4th. After considering ilui r(Ji)ort. of the Commissioner of Police and tlio 
opinion of the Advocatc-Gcnoral; 

i am of opinion that the statemonls rc<!ordod are not the result of a conspiracy; 
that they are suhstaiitialJy true; and tliat they involve the admission that His 
IligUneas was dir(?ctly concerned in an attempt to poison the late Pcsident, 
Colonel Pliaynj. 

28, I am further of opinion that the evidence talccm in connection with what 
was previously on record in this llesidoney sIjows that the attempt was not the 
result of a sudden and unprcinodihited ira])ulse, but was the final development 
of feelings of anger and eventually of exaspciraiion, excihid l)y the proccf^diiigs 
of tli(? Itesidcnt, and wliich cuhainahid on the part of the Gaokwar in attempts 
Ill's! to ajipease, next N) seduce, then to exorcise?, then to cxpi?!, and finally to 
poison the Jhitish llopn^seiitativc at his Court. 

2i). I (lonie now i.o tlu? third point, that of (jousidering the case in reference 
to the mutual ridatious subsisting betivoen a protected Native Slate and a jiara- 
mount Imperial power. II. is on record tliat ‘‘from the earliest p(?riod of. its 

\ tin- Viceroy’s khurerta to th.-O ucKmui-, “ coiinotit ion witli tlic lljiroda Stiilc tlio British 
hiiumi ->5111 .Inly 1^*7 1 . it CoviTtimont has rep(?atediy found it necessary 

“ to iutoiTeno in Baroda atfairs, for by investing the llcsidont wiih 

“ powtir of control over its iinauees; I)y assuming for a time the nianugt'uient 
“ of portions of the State, and by tlu? removal of evil advisers.’* 

30. The Commission assembled at Baroda last year established “so serious 
“ an amount of general misgovernment’* on tlio part of His Jligliutiss as “ to 

vi.it* (jnvcnnncnt. of iwUn letter, <iatwi i‘ 5 th “ necossilatt^ dt'tddcd iiikirvontion on th(.‘ part 
.)uiyiH:4. of tlie Brilisli GovernmtMit.*’ Tlio details of 

this mal-adniinistration are am]>ly giv<;n in tlu? rt'port of the Commission or in its 
Appendices. It may bt" suJTioiont liero to recall lhat among “ gross almst'S** cliarged 
against IMs Highness’ (iov<*rnnn‘nt''wt'rt': •the “ disei't^ditalile and s])oliatory,” 
“ arbitrary arul unjust ” I rt.'atmenl of bniikei-s and tradt'rs ; tin.'“ arbitrary ” and 
d:mg(?roii.sly siuld(?n redutdions madt? among th(' military class; Iho j)ra<di(?(? f>f 
“ harharous ])roeesses ” b\ “ realizing l■^.‘ve,Jlu^‘; ” tlu? levy of mizzerana on a])- 
“ ])oiutnienlstht; pra(*;i(?e of “ torlurt?” on tlio pari of “ subordinate odKaals; 

“ s(?andalous!y ex(?essiv(? ])UJiishuu;ni ” for erinu? ; “ the alxluetitni of women for 
“ forced labour in fht' .Balact',' iJit'ndn “bringing” a mtist serious stiandal on tin* 
personal cliaraoter of the Chief himself; tin' personal iil-treatinent and “corporal 
“ punishment of Avomen ; ” “ tho vindictive treatimnit of the ndatives and 
“ dt'jieiulents of the lat(; Chief.” 

31. My OAvn observation hert? has assured me tliat the cultivating classes arc 
discontented to an unusual degrc(% and were until n*eently in a stale of almost 
passive? resistance to the colleci.ion of the rovcuui?. Again, tin? nobles wort?, until 
my recent interview with tliem, in eoiiibinat.ioii against, the authority of Jlis 
Highness. Until purgtid hy the administratioji of JMr. Darlabhoy, the criminal 
and civil administration of justice Avas notoriously veuai and corrupt. Tliogt'ueral 
voi(?c of tlui community Avas loud’ hi i^ondmnnation of His Highness’ extravagant 
expenditure on hirnseir, his favountes, and liis palaces. It appeal'd that during 
the past year Jlis Highness had thus expended seventy (70) lakhs of rupees, 
Avhile the total reviaiue realized by the State aggregated only ninety-four 
lakhs (94). Again, I found our oAvn ofiicials employed in districts adjacent 
to tlie l)ord(?rs of the. Baroda State, almost unanimous in tluiir accusations of bad 
neighbourhood on tlie part of the Gaokwar. Again, it is nuittor of g(?nerai 
notoriety that Baroda and its piu'lieus arc tlie resort of bad characiers and 
intriguers. Again, there is the pres(?nt scandalous violation of tlie rights of 
hospitality and of the immunities attaching to tlie person of a foreign represen¬ 
tative, in r(?spect to tin- attempt on tlic life of the late Itosidiiiit. Again, there 

c.. . W 4 . that three previous ropresenUitives 

ol the British Government at Baroda either 


w(ae or were supposed to he aimed at l)y moans of jmusou. 

32, I do not mean to sav that in all the ahoAH? instan(?es t 
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His Highness the condition of confusion, partissanship, intrigue, crime, and 
(jompamtive paralyzation of the (executive, to which af&irs liavo been reduced. 
On tlie contrary, J am of oj)mion that in some ol* the acts of reform, for which 
His Highness has beem condeuinod, the Frince nniy liave intended widl wliile 
Ills underlings perverted his intentions in administering. Again, it is obvious 
that the present crisis is the result of misgovernment under more than one ruler. 
Again, the disturbance in prices and in rents caused by the abnormal rist^ in the 
price of cotton during tlic rebellion in the United States has j)rovod an element 
of disorder. Again, we ourselves may have made somi^ mistakes in respect lx> 
our ])roce(Mliugs and relations Mdth the Uaroda Hlate, and hnally I am conluhMit 
that at the present thue His Highness is sim:ei*cly anxious to follow onr advice? 
and reform his adimnisUntion. 

33. Nevertheless, on a genej*al and dispassionate review of the whole cast?, 
considered in its political bearings under the threts heads above onumerutod, 1 am 
of opinion that tht; complicity of His Higlmess in the rtHJCJit attempt to })oison, 
taktiii ui connection with His Highness' personal ant(;cod(!nts, and with tlio 
licrt'tofort' giujoral and protrac^ted maladnunisti’Jition of the State, itmders it 
oldigatory on me to acct'pt tin? aiternative wliicli i rticeidly alludtMl to as a jk)ssi- 
bility, ami to del'en^ntially submit to llis Exctdlt'.ncy the Victiroy and Goverm)r- 
G(?nor:il of liulia in Council niy “soieinii reeomiueiuiation that tin? Ga(?kwar 
State? be savoii by Mn^ di'posal Irorn powtir of its ltuJ(?r, ajid by tiu? inauguration 
of a minority or other ino<l(3 (*f government under suitiiblo conditions.” 






From Fuank IT. SoUTlOR, Ks(|., (t.S.T., UoimniHsiom-r of Police , BouiUay, to Colonel Sir 
hl-'Wi.s Pkli.y. K.t^S.I., (ji<JVorjior-(lrnural, and Special (Vmimissioiier, liaroda. 

On tlto iifb:vn(K)ji of fttli l)<‘e(!iid«‘r ISTf I leccivod .ni olUc?iaI lufctnr from Oovoi’mnont 
Can M'l-vi-csur nr Sont.-r br s|.ar.-(l iui-a I'.-w Political 1 »cpartiiK'nt forwarding copy of yoiiv 

<'.t_vs. If sti. pl.'nsr ivijnast liim. uiuUc* jirnut;’-•- tcli'graiii ti> tliciji of t.ljo saiiio date loitcrtal ill tJic mav- 
iii.‘Ills, mill imii lui.-ii;irod:i. gin, luid diivct.iiig iMr to johi you at Barotla. I left 

Doinbay on (he Uth, afiil having iH'Ccivcd your instructions 1 now liavc the honour lio subuiit 
a n‘]>ort sliowing the result of my nuiiurics into'the atk*iu]>t to poison Colonel Pliayv**, the 
lal-c Resident oi'ilarodn, on tin? !Uli Novi'iulHir isT-f. 

2. i siioiihl h.ivo Ii-ft hy thi* tram on tIu' inornirig J'ollowing the receipt of my instructiorm, 
hut knowing tin* natun^ <»f liio .sio-vicr for wiiicii i was rc.piiivd I thought it hotter to select 
and orgain7-o a dri^rctivc stalf to imconipany nuv and thorcfot\‘ T iHunainod in Boiuliay <m the 
iSih for this purpose and started for IJaroda hy tiic mail train on the morning of the yth 
1 )ecemht*r. 

■S. before (juitting Bombay 1 applietl to (Jovt'iaunent rtM|Uvisliiig that tlu^ serv'ices of the. 
Police Inspector of Almiedahad, Itao .Uahado«)r Gujauand Vittui iShiusbree, niiglil- he placed at 
my disposal, and that might lx* diveck*il to join me at Haroda forthwith. 1 may luention 
tliat this oliicer had ilone I'xcelhmi service uudiT me in the Soutliern Mahrati^i Oountry at the 
time of tile mutinies, and as liii had been for many yi^ars in Police charge of the city of 
Alnnedaha<l, hetwiien which plaw^ and Haroda there is always so much inWrcoiirsc aiid tiatHc, 

I felt sure that, with his local knowledge ami high Police ijuaiilications, he would prove a 
valuahh? aid to me in the empiiry 1 was about to instituk?,under yi.»ur ilirection. 

4. 1 to«»k with mo from R)mbay my (’liiel’ Detective OHieui’s, Jnsp^ctois KJian Raliadoor 
Meer Akhar All. and Khan Biibadoor Meer Alidooi Ali with a feiv sidected Policemen of 
dilh J’ent gradi'H, anil the llao Bahadoor joined mo the day alter iny arrival at HariKla with 
some of his trusted men and agents from AhmtHlabad. 

After receiving your iusl.riictioiis I lost no time in jissemldiug my .'uiui and making such 
arrangements in consultation wltli them, as anj)eai*e<l best calculated k* obtain. inUjlIigence and 
to secure secret information of a nature likely k» throw Mglit oji the serious matter which had 
h(‘en entrusted to me to unravel, and which it therefore hecjiuie my iiujmrtant duty to eui£uirc 
into in tlu^ most searcliing ami tlioro.jgh majiner. 

11. The dek'ctiv(»s commenced their woik uudei* most unfavourable and «lisadvantagoouH 
circumstances : poisoning is a cliuss of crinu* always dilHeult to detect, ))ut in the present case 
it was veiulertsi <loul»ly so-— 

Ist. From the unfortunak* hict that a whole month had been pennitkd to elapse before 
calling in the aid of the Police. 

i2ndly. Because tin? counky and its ]jeo]»le vveie foreign to the dek'ctives. 

?^r<lly. Inability on the part of the Police to take immediate action in consef|UOUcc of the 
Baroda city being foreign tciTitory. 

4thly. The gi-eat fear that pt'opjo had in coming forward with information. 

5thly. The extraordinary etfoits used, and enonnous siuns of money availafdo to remove all 
evidence and to destroy every clue likely k) lead to the detection of tlie persons who attempted 
this dariug criino. 


7. H woA impossible for the detectives themselves to go into, and about the city of Baroda 
without exciting suspicion, and thoir movomcnts and actions being closely watched, they were 
obliged t<^ work almost entii-cly by means of agents, through whom much useful information 
was obtained, but notliing of a tangible nature CJiine to light until the Ibth I^ccember, on 


whicli day the detectives HUcce<ido<l in getting hold of the driver of a hack bullock sbigram 
in the Camp Bazaar, avIio, it was ascertained, had on one, occasion driven an ayah, at the time 


ill smice at the Residency, to the Gaekwar's Havc'lcfc or Palace at a lntt» hour of night: this 
1 may say was the first useful clue the detectives were abhj to obtain, and their exertions now 
assumed a definite direction. 

8. I'he sbigram driver Daood was at once brouglit lieforc me, ami after carefully questioning 
him, feeling satisiied of tin* correctmjss of Ids statement, 1 took down his deposition lecorded 
in tlio Ap])endix and lethued A. 

9. It will be soon by reference to this statement tluit th<« ayah’s liusliaiid Sheikh Abchiolla 
was said to liave onlonid the sliigtam in the first instance, and that her servant boy (/hotoo 
occomponii^d her to the (lack war’s palace. 

10. With this mformali<ni I caused the lioy Ohotoo and the husband Sheikli Abdoolla to ho 
imincdiaUdy taken up and brought to me separately; the boy at once admitted that he had 
gone at night with the ayah to the Maharajas palace, and the hnsbjuid also after some hi*sita- 
tion cormboratesd the statements of both the cart-driver Daood, ami the boy Chotoo. 
TJie depositions of Ohotoo and Sheik Al)dool!a lue recordt^d in tlie Appendix and lettered 
R. and J). 

11. The ayah who liad formerly hoen fur sonu^ time in the service of Mrs, Phayre, wife of 
the late Kesi<lcnt, was now emjiloyed by that lady's daughter, Mrs. Boevoy. 1 found,howt^ver, 
that she was then suffering iVuin fever and was conlined to her be»l ; th(‘ lamse whenj she 
Jived was some little distance from the llosidency. where as you know my <‘n(|\iivies have been 
conducted. T tberefore arrange<l that the husband ami iKiy should be detained separately at 
the Residency while i went pei'sonally to examine the ayah with rogin il to the accuracy of tlui 
8tat,eincuts already inatle. 

12. Upon arriving at tlie ayah’s house 1 harl some conversation with luu*, during whi<;h slie 
most reluctantly admitted that she had been imluced to visit the Caekwar on three occasions. 
In consequence, however, of the ayah being so unwell 1 was unwilling to put bet- to any 
unnecessary trouble, and tberefore 1 took the pjvc.aution to place a Polict^ Guard over her 
house, so that she should have no communication witli anybody, and on the. JHth 1 baik down 
the first part of her statement. She was then removed to iios])ital, ami on the I9ih the 
Kesidmicy Surgeon, Dr, Seward, wIjo was attemling hoi', called at tin.* fbjsidency ami informed 
me that she had expressed a wish to see me as slie liad something furtluT to say. .1 accordingly 
visiUid the hosjiital the following morning, when the ayah voluntarily made the vmy important 
additional statement regarding the poison, whieli 1 took down at tin* hospital on tlie 21st. 
The ayah's two statements of th<^ 18tJi and ilst December ar(‘ shown in the Appendix 
lettei*ed C. 

13. When the ayah made her first statement on the lOtli December 1 caused her house to 
be guarded, thinking it possible that some documentary evideiieo might be obtaine<l. Dpon 
search being iiunle, amongst other ]iapm's discovertwl in Jier box under lock and key, were four 
iin])ortaut letttn’s attached iu original to tins report and numbered 1, 2, 3, and 4. b(‘tt(UK 
a\os. 1 ami 2 were addressed by tlie ayah to her huslmmi, the first directed to Baroda, and 
the second to Maliablesliwur. which ])lace tlie ayah's husband bad gom^ on servici? as 
butler. 

14. The other two letters are IVoin the hntlev to his wife, the ayali Ann‘ena, and in each of 
these friendly meiiti'm is made of the Girnkwai’s head and eonfi(h*ntial “ Ja-sood ” Yesh want 
llao Yeola IVaik, and tin* Arab Sowar Salim, and in one letter No. 2, the ayah, writing to lier 
liiisband mentions that she ha«l liceq to see Yeshwunt llao, who told her that the Maharaja 
had twice or thrice empiired “ when ayah would come.” The ayah wrote from Bombay, 
whicli ]ilacft she had accompanied Mrs. I’liayre, ami it appears tliat Yeshwunt llao liappem'd 
to be there at the same time. 

15. I'or ready reference the most rcmarkalde passages fr(»m these letters have bec'U cxtnict(;d 

, ^ . and shown in the margin; tvaiisla- 

Letter No. !.• —Kxtrftc.t—“Convt*v wiy best eoinplniiMitn U> lh(' ... ^ ,i , . . . i 

Siiht'b, niy conipliuieiits to Siiinm, my best complimvuls also to tions of the untilO COI1 e.spoii(l(;nC(! ar»* 
Yohbwuut Krto.” attaclied as per Apjiondix ami num- 

In-ttiT No. 2.— Extr:«ct---“ SulnJu tniw tii<> oil InB arrivnl bciv, but }»ered 1 to 4 
thjit is ji ‘ n«j Durbiiri ” mutter (Htfite matter), it will he doue Icisiin-ly ^ rm i i li. i x 

ns opporiuuilks oiler • * . * * * i’ j to Yish- lb. I hci'c caii be-no (loiibt what- 

M’lmt liuoV house, lie has gone to riutrlbarpiir on Ih dayii’ leave, ever as to tbuSC letters being geiluino ; 
Ih; sp<*ke to me US follows:-'-(hi tiiy retiiru 1 simll liave urrangements two (.'f th(<m Nos. 1 ami 3 lieai* tlie 
iiiude about you. The Muhuraja twice or thrice enquired when the *• * i *• ’ j ' i • i 

ayah would come.’ Snluni was inviti-d to my piimi* of residence hen*, po.-’t inaiKS Or tilO Stations at WlilCll 

lie wus oliuwii atteution as fur as my poor circumstunccs would tluiy Wore posted and received; No. 2 

perimt.” . u . 1 .* ^ V' 1 V . hasbeeiirecognizedbytliewriternsper 

Letter No. ,3. —Kxtract—“ Vesra t ycshwairl lUo) Naik has rrone to . i ,, *'i t kt ^ ‘ 

Ihnniiuy. Let tliis he known to you.” statement lettered Jj. i No. 4 wss 

Letter No. 4.—Extract—'* Yeshwunt llao Noik has ^oue to Ihmibay. written by thc ayall’s husband, 

Let this be known to you.” his stabunent Ictt^jred I). ; and theso 

documents fonu the strongest corroborative evidence in proof of the statomeuts of Daood, 
Chotoo, and Sheikh Abdoolla I’ccordod in thc Ayipcndix, and lettered A., B., and D., and of tlie 
Bubseijuent statements of Kuneem Naik of Peons, Kabhai, shigram tlriver, and Fahsoo Ramzan 
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deposition that ho admits of having accompanied tlie ayah to the Gaekwar^s Palaco on one 
occasion, and to having received Rupees 200 from Salim at Yeshwunt Hao's house, and in the 
latter's presence, which sum was divided between lum and the ayalj. Kabhai, sliigiuui driver, 
deposes to having one niglit driven the ayah and Faizoo Ramzan from near the Residency to 
one of the city gates close to the “ Havalee,*' aiirl Foizoo Ramzan, in his de]) 08 ition i*ecortlcd 
and lettered K. in the Appendix, also admits to leaving accomjianied the ayah to the Havnlec 
as described by Kabhai, and to having been taken by Salim witli tlie ayah l>eforc the 
Gaekwai'. 

17 . These statements arc most consistent one with the other, and go to show beyond nJl 
doubt that the ayah had been corrupted, and had several times pai<l secret night visits to tin; 
Gackwar who I’eceived her in person, that she liad been |)#iid liberal sums of momjx^ arid tliat 
an intrigue existed, the object of which was obvious, but will no doubt be bettor iinderstood 
ami more ctmfidenily believed when my entire repoi't has been gone into. 

18. While the detectives and their agents wi-re at work beyond th(5 Uesideniy, J wjin daily 
engaged in going ovci' and sifting the eviderjce ulri'ady tiikeji l)y Colonel l^ljayi^s, with tin* 
object of ascertaining whether any of the domestic servants, or niemlKirs of tlie R(‘sidonb*s 
establishmoTit, had really tjiken ]>art in this hoinoiis crime. Kaeli servant was personally 
cjucstionod by me, and the insult of my searching enciuiry was t(» throw the Htr(»ngi*st susjucdoii 
oil the Havildar of Peons, by name. Rowjee liin Raina. It was broi^glit to light that aftx.*i* all 
the servants Iwul left Colonel Phayro’s private* room on the morning of 9th iSovemher, he was 
one of the last to come from it, and was afterwards seen sitthiLT on a bench in tln'i verandah, 
from which he could not only command the room itself, but could }»lainly sei; the table on 
whicli the glass of ^‘shei bet liad been plactMl. Tlie Police also asc<‘T^im‘,d that for some time 
]nevions Rowjee had b(!on jjpcndiiig conyjtlcndjle sums of money in the hazaar in making up 
jewellery, ami in other ways, ami on his being brought b<*fore me and examined iiic demeanour 
was so very suspicious tliat ! immediately ordered bim to be taken into mislody ; tins was on 
the 22nd l)eeomber, and so satistied was 1, as well us my detectivtis, that he was assun^dly 
acnuaiuttsl with the facts of the poisoning, tliat I agreed to a })romjs(* of par<lon being odeivil 
to liiiii on tlie distinct undcrstnmling ami condition that he would divulge and trnthfnHy state 
all that he knew in the matter. I very reluctantly adopted this course as a Jiisl resource, 
seeing tliat it w.'ls ho[ieless under all the diiliculties the Polici: liatl to (Minb iid with to 
(unleavour otherwise to throw light upon this case. Under this jiroiiiisi* Uowjec? coidessed 
to me the same evening that he had himself administered the poison in Uohuiel I’liayre’s 
sherbet at the instigation of His Highness the Gackwar. Tin* folliiwing morning, as you will 
reniembm*, L repoifcul this fact to you, when you caused the pi i.som'r Rowjie to be brought 
Vieftuv you, and after jicrsomdly cautioning him, lie made the detaileil statement wliieh 
I took down on the 2Hh, 25th, and 2()th December recorded in the Appendix ami 
lettered G. 

19. Tliis staU'inent i.s briefly to the efh^ct, that for consideraldy more than a year he, Rowjee, 
liad been in the (^mstant habit of paying semvt night visits to the Gaekwar; that ho liad in 
tlu‘ fii’st instance been pmsnadeil by Salim Arab Sowar, but was also invaiiably aeeompanied 
by the confidential dusood Yesliwiiut Rao Yeola; that, as rerpiesled by tli<^ Maharaja, he had 
from time to time personally, and by wu’itten re])orts, kept him regularly informed ol' all 
that transpired of interest to him at the Residency; tliat he had beiai instrumeiitaJ in <*or- 
rupting iJie .hmmdar Nursoo and glutting him to vi.sit the Gackwar with the same objeet; that 
lie and the Jemadar hail received from the Gaekwar, through Yesliwunt liao ami Salim, 
consiilerable sums of iiionev at different times in coiisideratioii of the sei'vices tiins rcmlereil 
by them ; that lie Junl on four occasions vi.sited the Gaekwar at night with ('olonel PJiayre.’s 
Butler, Pedro ; and that on the last occasion it liad Ix'en suggi'steil by the Maharaja, ami 
agrciMl to by the Butler Pedro, T/hat he slmulil administer poison to his master; that n ]iowder 
was given to him by the Gaekwar for this purp().si\ and that, finally, after several unsuccessful 
plots to }>oison the Resident, he, Rowjee, and the Joinadifi^^ursoo had )»v appointment met 
Yeshwunt Kao and Salim at the Palace about 2f) days before the attemjit t<* poison Ihilonel 
Phayre wns discovered, ami that it was then dcUberately'^ ])lamied and lu rnngiMl by them and 
the Gaekwar, tliat he, Rowjee, should administer ]ioison in the sherbet whieli the Uesidi nt 
was in the liabit of drinking every morning after liis return from his walk,’ and that in 
accordance witli this arrangement he, on the 9th November, adininisteretl the poison which lie 
had received fi'om Nursoo Jemmlar two or three days hefbn*. 

29. Consequent on tlie confession made by Rowjet^, which so seriously implicated Nursoo, 
Jemadar of peons, as an accessory in the atteiiqit to poison (Vdonel Phayre, 1, witii your 
permi.ssioii, took Nursoo into custody on the 2?lrd, an’d gave him in charge (rf your Milif-ary 
guard at the Residency ; tlie following morning ho was brought before me at his own request, 
and made an unconditional confession, but before hearing Uie details of the statement wlueh 
lie oticred to make, 1 deemed it my duty to acquaint you in the first iustaiue with the fact 
that the Joinadar hoii confessed, ami to urge that you would jicrsonally listen to what he bad 
to say, ai\d vsatisfy yourself that his confession w'as volinit-uiy, and not being made under 
pressure or hope of pardon. 

21. You then ordei’ed Nursoo Jemadar to be brought licforoyou, and will remember that it 
was clearly and carefully explained to him before hearing iiis statouient, that you would not 
only not liold out hope of pai'don, but that he certainly would nut be pardoned, and that uj»tai 
hearing this he took off his turban and laid it at your feet, remarking that he might be 
hanged or haye his throat cut, but that he wislied to unburden Ills mind and divulge all lie 
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know, »fid aflclutl thftt ho threw iLimHclf upon your mercy. He then made a detailed atate* 
looiit, iind was afterwards removed to the Military guard till the 2titb, on wliicJi day I took 
down Iiis deposition, 'oUle Api>endix. lettered H. 

22. It will Ui seen by a, cjireful perusal and coinpariscjn of those two Btatem^JiitH that 
tliough llowjoe and Nursoo wore tjikcn into custody on difFeieiit dates, and kept quite separattt 
out) irom the other, and therefore that no inttjrooarsc could |)o.ssibly have taken place between 
them, yet their depositions cf)rrohmuh* eatjh other on almt>st all material points in a manner 
that is remarkable ; it is true that thens are some minor inchlontal discrefwincies, whioii, how¬ 
ever, f woultl submit, rather add weight and convicjtion as to the troth of the statt^ments, and 
remove any doubt that might, l^e advanced of eombiiiation and conspiracy. 

Furtlior in eoiTol)oratiou of these Cfnifessions tlieie arc; tlie statements marked I. and J. 
made by ♦fugga and Kabhai bin Amev »Siiig, wlio both state tliat they on vjirioua occasions 
accompanied Kovyjee from the (lamp to tho Palace at night; that tliey usually went first to 
the house of Yeshwantrao, who with Salarn used to aocomjiany Rowjoe to the Palace, and 
that Nursoo JeiToidar also came somet-imes. Jugga luis further stntiid that he w?is jiresent 
when Rupees ;>()(> wore jiaid Kovyjee at Yeshwantrao's house by a Karkoon. 

24. Tiiertf is also furtlier additiomd coiToboj‘a.tion of Rowji^e's juid Nursoo’s confe.sgions in 
the stateineuts ap])euded an<l lettered M., N., and O., which go to prove that within thu last 
year Rowjee !>ad mad*? uy jewelliTy of tl»e value ol' upwaids of Rupees o(K), thfnigh his milaiy 
lias only been RujMfCH 10 per ineiwem. 

2.'>. In the confession made by Rowjee Havildar, Appendix (h, he has also stated that he 
was in the liabit of writing »)r causing b) be written l)y Jugga, a. daily rejiort of all that 
used to transpire at the Residency, and that tluisc ro]>oHs were nsually tsken home by the 
Jemadar at. night and sent on to the Maharaja, through Salim. On Salim’s house being 
searched on the 24ftb December the papers Ibniid in his house w«*rc sealcit ami Imajght 
hero for examination, and amongst them thiv*.* stich icjicrks, marked Nos. a, (>, and 7, were 
discovered, oiie of which, ujarked No. 5, has Iwen found to be in the liandwriting of 
Jugga as iulmitted in the further sLab'ments of Jngga and Roujt'e. res])ectively. lettered l\ 
ami (i- The house of Salim wassearclied by the Gackw'^ar'h Polic.e in tin ])rescnee of a .llavilda.! 
of the Ifoinhay Police, ami the packtd. of letrlcrs deliv('r(s.l i.«) lIk* l.at.n'r sea)e<]. '^^fhe seal was 
hrokeii, an«i the packet opened hy your Native Assistant, as per their statenumts appended 
and leitereil it. and S. 

26. On the 2oth Decemher just b(‘forc re.suiuing Row jee Havildars examination t]«e 
detective oilicers happened to einpiire of him w'Jiere he was in the liahit of keeping t he jn)isoti 
powders. After a little c«UJsiderafciou he replied that lie used to put iheni in a secret pocki‘t 
attached to tig; end of his oiKcial cim.ss belt, ami (»ti heing askeil where the bfdt vvjis, lie. said 
it had been imuie over to a jicou named Hoodur Nur.-.ee, wlio Wiis at once called, and on liis 
staling that the belt li(‘ was theji wearing \va^« tbe saini' wliieli l».‘longed to ju»wjee, it was 
taken from him. ami oil a very e-irefu) exaniiiLat-ion of the ]M»ckct a piece of pajier wa.s 
ohserved, tliis was with dillicult}’’ e^iiracted IVoin the ivvv3r.si‘ end by cutting the slttcins which 
kej>t the ))oclvot togetlier, a small wliite [lowiler was tln*.n taken from it-, wliich Rowjee at 
once recogui^sed and acknowledged as lieiiig a piirtion of one of tliose tirst giveu to jiim by 
Nursoo Jemailar to be administered to (tilonel Phayri*. I at onc<* took down Rowjees state¬ 
ment to this elfcut, <loekete<l and sealed up tlie powder in a cover, and on iny ]>roceediiig m 
Jlombay ou th(3 20th Dcceiiihev. I lost no thm.' in forwar<liMg it to the OleMoieal Analyser to 
Goveriiiuciit foi* examination, and l»‘g now to .attach ins otlicial rcjiort, lettered T. in the 
Appeiidi.x, from which it will be sei-n that the povvthe* consisted of sevt;n grains of white 
arsenic. From tlic manner in whieh this powder was discovered 1 have u ) doubt wiiatever 
tiiat- it was one of th<».se referr\‘.l to in Rowjee .Havildar’s coaiessioii, and received l*y him 
from the iJaekwai’ thnnigli Salmi and Nursou, ami inteiiderl for the jmrposc of poisoning 
(lolonel Pliayrc. 

27 . ^fhe name of Pedro ,l)e Srmxa. builer to C^^lont»l Phayre, liaving been rofej'i*c<l to in the 
coiilessiou of Rowjee llavddaj* as fuu' of the ,s{'rviints wiio used to visit tlie (»a(‘kwa.r from the 
Residency, and who Iiud been asked by the Maharaja t() administer poison to his master, 1 
had liim brought before me on my late visit to Momljay, and l>eg to atkich his deposition, 
Ajipeiidix U., which 1 since caiiMid to )»'■ taken ilown. It will l>e Been that lie d»*nies liaving 
«*ver visiUmI the (Jaekwar, but ailniits that he asked for ;uid recejvc<l Rujiees (iO iroiii him 
through Salim, luiil staters that he w'as [u’esaed to visit tlie Maharaja by Salim, who offered to 
bring a carriage to take him to tlie Palaci), but that ho refused to go, 

28. As tliore is uo reason whatever to doubt Kowjecs evidence, so much of whieh has 
:drea<Iy been proved to bo quite accurate, and as he has no apjiareut im^tive for falsely 
accusing the butler Pedro, 1 am, considmng all the circuiiistunces, fully convinced that the 
butler did visit the (i.ickwar, and tJiat the account oi‘ wliat took ])livcc at tlio Palace as 
related by Rowjee is correct. It could not, however, bo reasonably expected that a servant 
would readily .-ulmit that lie had ou the oiler of a Iwge bribe shamelessly couseuted to betray 
his duty and murder a. master whom lie Jiad served for 2.5 years. 


21). 1 have endeavoured in this rejmrt to supply a briet* narrative of the steps taken by the 
Detective Police from the beginning, and to show how tlio enquiry progressed step by step 


each day, uud have lull tlie depoaitioas and othei* appendicixs to supply all minor details. 
Tlieve is however an important ]»icee of evidence which does not appear from those itapers. 


30. Bo^oo Havildar has stated io hin deposition that after the first occasion when he 
nsonted to administer poison to Colonid Phayre» and received the powders for tliat purpose, 


consented 

ho two or throe times put thorn into the sherbet as opportunity offered, anti that this was 
done a few days before the linal powder was administered, 

31. Colonel Phayre in his report to Government, No. 379-1271, dated I7tli November 1M74, 
stated that on Friday, the Gtb, and ^Saturday, the 7th, he was fooling sick at stomach, with a 
strange confused feeling in his hcwl, .but that lie wns better on Sunday, and on Monday ho 
(liscoverotl the poisem in the sherbet. T consider this fact as strongly corrol)orative of Kowjee’s 
Ktateinont, for I may ad<l that, the Residency Surgeon has stated that the .symptoms reporte<l 
by Colonel Phayre are such os are kiu>wn to result from taking ai*senic. 

.32. Tlmt tho Gaokwar during his visit to the l^isident on the morning on Monday, tho 9th, 
should have talked of sickness pnwailing in tho city, and that he himself had lately be.en 
suffering from fever accompanied by purging and dizziiuiss in ib(^ h(jad, was a very significant 
circumstanco. 

33. Before closing my report T b(‘g leave to call attention U) the following circumstancfjs 
5W b(^aring upon tlie subject of my enquiry:— 

In August 1S73, viz., Ixifore tbc sitting of the Baroda Oommission, Police Inspc^ctor Jiao 
Bali.uloor Gujanatid Wittul Sliastnso was <l(*puto(l to iiuikc' -secn^t luiquiry ink» tbc* truth of 
reports which had roacbed Oovemmeut of a seditious mov«*ment in some of the Native 

That officer, under daf e l!)th August IS73, made a n^port his otKcial Hiipi‘ri(»r, th(*. Super¬ 
intendent of J'olic(;, Ahmedabad, which is herewith 
• LuUcuhI V. original,* in which it will be observed that 

the desin* of His Highness Muihar Rao to employ poison aguin.st Iho Resident Is m<iniioned, 
ami Yeshwimt Ilao Yijola is r<q><u‘U*d to be a Uk<dy man to f>e employed on such business, and 
it is r(<porte.d that “ Jadoo ” and “ ano(»Ktan,’’ sorceiy and magic, ai*o at that time, AngUvSt 1373, 
being used tlirongh Vt'.riiwinit Ilao against Oolonel Phayre. 

34. vSouKitinu^ pn*vious!y to tlio discovery of the attempt to poison Coloiu^l IMm^o’e it had 
l>een report«id to me by my (thief dete(*tiv(' officers, Khan Balmdoor Meer Akhar Ali and Khan 
Ikihadoor Mecr Abdool Ali, that (dlbrts were biting inadt' in Boiidiay by tint (hiekwar’s con- 
fidental agiuds t(J sccuio tlie servitses of :i skilhtd sorcerer wrtli the object of getting rid c»f 
(^>loncl Phayre end (dbers. 1 re|H»rte<l this fact to the Govenimimt of iioiulMiy. and lunii.shcd 
tint ])artieiilar.s as brought to my notici*, which went i l»elii‘ve, eominunicated U) the Gcivern- 
ment of India. 

tMi. I have already rt'fonxjd to the many iind serious diffiitultios which niy detective 
officers have htwl to c^onU^nd with in tlie.ir otforts to obtain cvi-.lenct?, but for the presencte of 
tin? Gaokwar in Haroda their work would, I need hai’dl}' say. havc^ beru greatly simplified and 
von movit direct ](VO<»f would tionbtloss havc.been Jortlicoming. Still, considering tb<i rnaiiTicr in 
whieli all the eviikimo lias bec.n gathered from fndependent sources, the impossibility, owing to 
tho slrmriost preoaiition, of any (!olinslon, tJie demoantair (d' the deponents under examination, and 
tl»o numerous minor ineidents wliich accumulate cormboratjon round their testimony, I may 
with contidcuec as.scrt, speaking afl<U‘ 20 yeajs’ oxpevienee of l»olice duty, that no doubt what¬ 
ever is left, in my mind that His Highness Midhar Ilao Gaekwar hiinsoir personally instigated 
tlm criminal attempt against Gohmel PhaviiiS hie. 

3(5. Under your onhoN I snbmitteil the de))o.sitions and nob's of ((Vtdenet' t(» the Advoente- 
Gem'ra! on the 30tlj Dei^cmbor, and liavc tint honour to ap]ten<l his opinion in original 
(lettered W.) after rovicjw of them, and J trust tliat the duty which you (committed to me may 
now Ik* eojisidcred to have been accouipJishc’d as satlsfiictorily as could possibly Jiave been 
liojK'd for uiidev the cireuinstances. 

37. In forwai'ding a copy of tids i'op<.n t to the Govornment of JJombay, it sliall be my duty 
to Viring prominently to the.ir notice tho obligation which 1 am nnder to the l’«»li(je Inspiictors, 


e 


Khan ilaliadoor Me*u’ Akbar Ali, Ilao Babadeor Gnjinjiund Vittnl Sbastree, and Klian 
Baliadoor Meer Abdool Ali, for the vi|hml)lo assisbrnce which their zcjd and slijlily lias 
reii(l(‘rod me in tho conduct of tbi.s important enquiry, and which I trust imiy obtain suitable 
njctignition. 

3«. Ri}que.sting iicrmission to ivtiun to my duty in Bombay. 


Al*PENi>I.\ A. 


SllAiK DawooD Siiaik Ratieem, Mussulman, age 22. living in the. (Baz(Uir, Baroda, 

states :— 


T AM a bullock shigraiii drivei* in the service »»f (au* (.Jhobxj Baker. J know the Mtissidman 
ayah now in tho .service of tho Assi.staiit llcsiih'iit. Mr. Boevi^y, and who fonuurly liv(*d at the 
llosidciicy. 1 a.ls(* know a Mussulman bo} in llu* seVN'ice of* tbc ayab named Ciiotoo. 1 am 


also ac(iuaint(‘d with tlxj ayah's husband Abdoolla. A few days Ifcfore the i3cw’alee, 
th<' ayah's husband came to my stables at niglit and orden^d my slugiaiu, which X got 
rca<.ly, and nnder his direction stood it on the road about la pfU'es <jh tbc city aide 


dy 
Thulabln 


m 


tlie 


jhoy s shop, where tlie ayah with the hoy Ohotoo very soon arrived. I’hey both got 
' shigium, and tho ayah du*ecU*<l me to driven to the Sircar’s llawaJcjo* in tin? 


• Guekwur’s Vulitcr. 


On arrival at the Arab Khana (Arab’s guard), the 
ayah told me t(» call Salim, an Arab sowju*, which J 
did, and .she then got out of the shigram and acvomi>ani(td him up the sbdry. 1 undorstiXKl 


Bhe W 1 L 8 going to nee the Maharaja. The boy Ohotoo remained %vith me, and he and I went to 
sletij) on the cawiage cuahionH, which 1 ])laced (m the side of the road close to the carriage. 
Injil>ontan hour Salim and the ayah returned to the carriage, into which fiho and the boy 
gtit, and I drove them back to the ])lace iVoin whore they had first got into the carriage at the 
(Jamj) Bazaar. The ayah and the fjoy went away towards the Residency, and in tho morning 
the ayah’s liusband came and j>nid mo Rupees 2 on account of my faro. 

Taken licfon^ mo, this 17th day of December 1874. 

(Signed) F. H. SouTKXt, Coimnissionor of Police, Bombay. 


Appendix B. 

fhiOTOo niN SifAiK MiiHsnimaii, ago 14. inhabitant of Camp Baroda, in tlje service 

of Mr. P>(HWt‘y’s ayah, and formeriy living in the Residency compound, Hb\tes:— 

A FEW clays iHjfore the Dowalee festival I accompanied the ayah one night to the bazasir, 
whore licr husband was wailing with a bullock shigram, into which we got, and drove to the 
^ Maharaja’s Hawaloe* in the city, whore we were mot 

l»y Olio Salim, an Arab servant of His Highness the 
Oaekwar. Wc got out of tho shigi-am nt the “ Hawalee,” and tho ayah and Salim wont 
upstnirs to moot tho Oaokwar. The driver and 1 wont to sleep. After .some time tlie ayah 
and Salim jvtnrnc^d and woko us up, and I and tho ayah drove hack and got out of the 
shigram at the (Janip Bazaar, where we )ia.d first taken it, and wo walked home. I know 
Salim very well : lio used often to come and drink wati-r ami smoke at the ayah’s house 
when she lived in the llesidonoy compound. 

Taken befon; me this I7th day of Dcconihor 1874. 

R 11. Soin'Eit, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


Appendix 0. 


AmeenA, wife of Sheik AliDOflELA Kiiiat,, age about 40, and ayah to Mr.s. Boevey, 

states :— 


At the time of the meeting of tho Baroda (Commission I was porsuadod much against my 
will liy J‘'aizoo Ramzan, Rosidency Cho]»dav, to visit tho Maharaja, (hiekwar. J wont to see 
him three times altogether. On the first ocoiwhm I was taken to the Maharaja by 
Raizoo, and that was wlicu the Rn(|uiiy (Aninnission was .sitting. Sowar Salim met us at tlu‘ 
“ liawalee,” and we all throe ]irocoedod before the Maharaja togetlier. We went u]i three 
nights of stairs to whei-e the Maharaja was sitting. He spoke to mo personally, and bogtrod 
of me to intcrwalo with my madam, Mrs. IMiayro, in order that she might use her inflmmou 
with the llosidont in liis tho Maharaja’s h(‘hah‘ I made no promises. After heim» about 
lialf an hour with the Maharaja I loft. Faizoo went to his house in the city, Salim remained 
at tho palace, {ind 1 came lionie by myself in a bullock .shigram. 


1 visited the Maharaja twice again : the second time was after my return from Bombay and 
Mowsaroe, when, on Mrs. Rhayns departure for Kngland, I accepted service with her 
da.nghtor, Mrs. Boevey, wife of the AssisBiiit Resident. It must have been about a month 


after my retujii to Baroda that 1 visited tho Maiiaraja on tho .second occasion. I was then 
])ersiiaded by the Maharaja's Arab servant, Salim, in go to tho Gaekwar, and 1 was taken by 
the Kosidoney Naik, named Kurroom. Tlie Alaharaja and Salim Ulked to me about “ jadotj'" 


(smTory), but J remarko<l that liunji»eans o.ouhl not bo atfected or irdbieneod by such means. 
My interview with the Gaekwar lasted about half an hour, and 1 then rcLurncd lionie in the 
shigram with Kurreem. Un this day I roooivod no money, but two or three days after 
Kurroom Naik called at my house and gave me Itiijioes lOl), stating that YeshwautroW Yoola 
had giwn Rupees 200, of which Rupees 100 M-as for him, which ho had kept, and the other 
Rupees 100 for me. 

'riio third time 1 visited the Maharaja m'jih during iJie fiautzixn, I was then lu’essed to (to 
by Salim, who fixed the <hiy and time, and I' went in company with my tujrvant boy, named 
Chootoo. My husband, Abdooia, procured a shigram, and Salim met me at tlie Hawalee ami 
took me before the Raja. On this octtasion the Maharaja s])ok(^ to me witli reference to the 
hirth of Luxmeo Hhai’s child, and enquinsl whether the sahib and marhini had been bilkiinr 
about him, the child, and if any objection wa-s likely U> be rai.sed with regard to hia 
legitimacy. The Maharaja asked mo to do what 1 could in the matter ; but 1 told Imn that 1 
could not help him. 1 was wdtli tlic Maharaja for about lialf an hour on this occasion and 
niturncd to my home At tlxe Residency with my servant boy about 10 o'clock at night. About 
two or three days aftet this visit Salim came to my house at the Residency and gave me 
Rupees 50. I am quite familiar with the Maharaja Gaekwar’s ajxpearimce, aa I have often 
seen him during his visit to the Roaident, and on one occasion when the Gaekwar’s family 
came to visit Mrs, Pliayre, tho Maharaja was in the room when T liappened to l>o called in and 
made my .sahwun. ITc was then sitting (piito close, luid I saw him distinctly, and it was the 
eame person Itcfore whom .1 was taken find conversed with during each of my three visits to 




T.r._i - _ 



The Kazee of Cbandore, who ina in ihe habit of frequenting the Residency, partioulatly 
when the Revd. Mr. Taylor used to l>6 (m a visit, informed me about a month before the 
attempt to poison Colonel Phayre that the Resident's butler, Pedro, and Rowjee, havildar 
of peons, were in great &vour with the Maharaja, and that they had agreed to administer 
poison, but they did not say to whom. 

Kmproem Naik also told me about a month before the attempt to poison tlie Resident, that 
he had heard from a person in high position that Pedro, butler, and Rowjee, havildar, had 
consented to administer poison. 


Taken before mo this day, 18th December 1874. 

' (Sd.) F. H. SouTEB, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


Ameena, Vife of Shaik AbdooUa and ayah to Mrs. Boevey, is re-called at her own request, 

and further states:— 

When I gave my statement on the 18th, I was suffering from fever and was not feeling 
well, and omitted to mention certain facts which I have now remembered and wish to have 
recorded along with iny first deposition. 

On the occasion of my lieing taken l)efore the Maharaja the third time during the Ramzan 
the Maliaraja asked me, after other questions, wh»;ther it would not be possible to administer 
something by which the Resident could be brought round to his, tlio Maharaja’s, will. The 
Giwikwar spoke in cautious aiul hidden language, but I Understood him to l>o throwing out 
a feeler to ascertain whether I would consent to aebniniaten- poison to my master, Colonel 
Phayre. I indignantly refused, and objected, and told the Mohai’aja that if he attempted any¬ 
thing of the sort, ho -w'ould get into serious trouble and bo ruined. I exclaimed—“ It would* 

• lAk murna lakin lakku patii&w&Ila nai miirna. better that lakhs of people should die than that 

—This is n very cuuuuuu Oiieutal idiomatic “ the supj^oi'fccr of lakhs should comc *by his death.** 

Salim, wlio was staudbig close to the Maharaja at this 
time, endeavoured to pci*suade me by kind words and by saying that if I could only do as 
the Maharaja wished, I would have provision made for me for the rest of my life, and tiiat my 
husband should also be taken into service under the Raja. 


Taken iKjfore me this day the 21st December 1874. 

(Sd.) ■“ R H. SoUTEK, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


D. 

^ Atah’8 Htjsuanu. 

Shaik Abdoola bin Shaik Adum, Mussulman, age 35 years, profession, butler, states:— 

Amekna is the name of my wife, I married her by nika about 10 years ago. She took 
service with Mrs. Phayro as ayah about 15 months back, and I’emainod so employed till 
Mrs. Phayre’s departui’o for England. My wife accompanied Mi's. Pliayrc to Bombay, ami 
after her departure remained there for- about a month. She lived at Khetwarre, wlujre she 
was detained by sickness. 

After a month iiiy wife returned from Bombay and to Nowsanue, wlienj sIk^ joined 
Mrs. Boevey, wife of the Assistatit Resident, with whom she took services In the month of 
Mayor June my wife returned to Baroda with Mrs. Boevey and live<l at the Residency. 1 
came to Baroda about ten days later, having been with my mastei*, Major Blakcny, to Maha- 
bleshwur. I am aware that my wife visited the Maharaja Qaekwtir on those occasions. The 
first time she went was during the month that the Commission was sitting at Baroda, an* I 
then she was persuaded and taken by Fizoo Ramzan, Ohobdar of the Ile.sidency. My wife 
went at night, and tlie following morning she told mo that she had had on interview with 
the Maharaja, and that she had promised to intercede on Ins Ix^half through the madam 
(Mrs. Phayre) and get what he wanted done. 

The second time that my wife visited the Oaekwar was after her return from Nowsarreo, 
and then she was accompanied by Kurreein, Naik of the Residency peons. 

The third tunc that my wife went to the Maharaja was during the last Ramzan. Ho 
ordered a bullock shigram for her, and she started in company with her servant boy Chotoo 
about 9 o'clock at night. My wife told me the following morning that she had had an inter¬ 
view with, the Maharaja, and that during the conversation she had beg^d of him on no account 
to poison Colonel Phayre, the Resident. Rupees 200 were given to Kurroem NaJk after my 
wife’s second visit, of which he paid her 100, and kept the other 100 himself. She also 
received Rs. 50 from the Arab Sowar. Salim. Yeshwantrao Teala promised to obtaiD service 
for me imder the Maharaja on completion of his garden palace called Nuzzor Bagh, to look 
after the gkiBswore and to attend upon European gentlemen on occasions of their visiting 
there. 


The two lotiess produce^’ and i^own mo in:,the Hamthee x^airked Noa, S a^ 4> 

Were written, and addreased by me to sny wife, they wex>e both de^t<died Baroda; the 
other two letters, nomb^ed 1 and 2, were addressed to me by my 3Q?nbay> 

Taken before me this day, the 19th December 1874. 

(Sd.) , ;F^ H, Soi3tEft, ■Comniissioner of Police, Bombay. 



' • ‘ 

Shaikh Kurreeh bin Shaik Mtskee; Mu^ulman, ago 40, Naik of Peons on the establish¬ 
ment of the Assistant Resident, state.s:— 


Last hot weather I accompanied the Assistant Resident to Nowsai’oe. A few days after 
his return to Baroda tho ayah, Amecna, lately in the service of the Assistant Resident, ncconi- 
panied mo to see the Maharaja; we took a bullock shi^no at the school, and started a^ut 
8 o’clock at night; we fimt went to the h()use of SaSm Sowar, who got into the shigram 
and took us to the Hawalcc, and we all three were conducted by a private entrance to tho 
presence of the Maharaja, who was upstairs. The Mahaiaja, Salim, and the ayah talked 
privately together for al>oiit an hour; there was no other person present. We retiirmed to 
tho Residency about 11 o’clock. 

The following day I went to Yoshwantrao Teala by direction of the ayah. I found Salim 
there, and he gave me Rupees 200. and told me that 100 was for myself and 100 for tho ayah. 
Yoshwantrao was present at the timQ I received the money. T returned to tho Residency and 
gave the lOO rupees to the ayah in tlio presence of her husband. 

Taken before mo this day, the Slst December 1874. 

(Sd.) F. H. SoUTKB, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


F. 

Karbhie Poonjabhtk, Mussulman, ago 2/5, back Bhigmm driver in tho service of one Ram- 
chunder Hulwiee, residing in tho Ojintonniout .Bazar of Bai’oda, states;— 

About a year ago a man engaged my mastevH shigium to go into the town. He came just 
about 0 o’clock in tho aftemoon and gave tlie o^dei>.^and then about luilf-past 7 he rotwiied 
and ordered tho shigram. whicli was got ready ahd takeo near to the school, where I stofn-i ilic 
conveyance till the man went to tho RevSidcuey and brought a woman, who I afterwards aK(j(‘r- 
tainod to l)e an ayah, Tliey both got into the shigi’ani and ordered mti to drive to the city. 
When we got to the Chainpanareo Cate they both got out and ordi^red me to wait there till 
their return. They came back about li o’clock, and I <lrove them to the school Jigain, where 
I was discharged, and they walkeil in the direction of the Jiosidoncy: the man paid mo 
Rupees 1-8 ae my fore. 

The woman Ameona shown me sick in hospital just now is the ayah I took to the city on 
tho occasion referred to, and ilie man pointe<l out and calling himself Fizoo is the person 
who hired my master’s bullock shigram, and who accompanied ayah. 

Taken before me this day, tho 24th December 1874. 

(Sd.) F. H. SouTER, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


Appendix. 0. 

IIOWJEE BIN Eaua, Mahratta, ago 24, Havildai* of Peons on the establishment of the Residency 

at Bfiroda, states:— 

About two months before ihe Commission sat at Baroda, Salim, Arab sowar, who was in tho 
constant habit of visiting the Residency with His Highness the Gaekwar, spoke to me and 
said that the Maharaja wished to see me. 1 amed, and it was decided that I should go on 
the following Sunday and meet him, Salim, at the house of Yoshwantrao about 8 o’clock at 
night. I was taken before tho Mahamja by Salim and Yesbwantrao by a private entrance to 
the side of the Nuzzer Bagh. Ob bei^g introduced to the Maharaja, he asked me if I would 
agi*ee to keep him informed of all tha4 went on at the Residency. I consented, and he pro¬ 
mised to reward me handsom^y and ^ confer other &vours upon me. The Maharaja a^ed 
me if I could get the Jemadar of Peoz|3, Nursoo, to help in this matter also and to visit him. 
I promised that I would arrange this;.as the Jemadar was a great friend of mine. I then left 
the Maharaja and the foUoi^ing day^l spoke to the Jemadar and told him of the Maharaja’s 
wishes. The Jema^r said iliat Ills zkmily was ill, and that he had his duties to attend to, 
and could not go to w Maharaja «t 4hat time. 1 ^Hsited the Maharaja several times again 
previous to the sitting of the Commi^ion, and on, each obbasion I went first to Yeshwantrao’s 

\ ___a ___■_ ; £a 'L?.. _j t __ i , t i a 



X visited the^Mflkharajft ihm time» wldte tha.CkiaixatiaBMiai warn aKfetingfijandi&imiywd htei .«itb 
all the informatioxi 1 was able to gather as to the aetion of the Comniisaion^iand all.tfaiA 
was going on at the XCesidency* i i--' t- ~ i/•. 

At one of those latter' visitB I informed the Mahan^a that 1 was about to be marned^ and 
that I was without the necessary meaua He ordered Yeshwautrao to remind liim this, 
and the following Monday, whan the Maharaja came on his usual visit to the Kesident^, 
Yeshwautrao, who aooompanied him, infomed urn that he had got Rupees oOO for me an4 told 
me to come for it 1 went soon aftei' in company with one Jugga (a man employed at the 
Resident^ to puU the punka) to Yeshwautrao’s house, where .Rupees 600 were paia to me by 
a Karkoon in Ycshwantrao*s presence and before Jugga. Of this money 1 lent Rupees 100 to 
Jugga, and made up a silver anklet of the value of about Rupees 100, and the lest was 
expended on my marriage. One Datjeobhie Kureea got tlxe anklet made up for me. 

After my marriage and a few days idter tlxe Commission had left Baroda, Salim Sowar mot 
me and said that he had got the Jemadar all right and willing, and wished to know when I 
could come in company with him to see the Maharaja. T settled with him to go two days 
later, which was on a Sunday; the Jemadar and 1 mot that night at Yeshwantrao’s house 
about 8 o’clock. Jugga accom^miiied inu, as I did not like to go by the rear I'oad to the city 
at night by myself. 

From Yeahwantrao’s bouse wo all went to the Ilawaloe, where Jugga remained below, and 
Salim, Yoshwantrao, the Jemadar, and I went up and interviewed the Maharaja; this was the 
Jemadar’s first visit, and he consented, at the Maharaja’s request, to keep liim informed of all 
that transpired at the Residency, for which promise of favour a liberal reward was held out to 
the Jemadar by the Maharaja. It was then arranged tliat Salim should from time to time 
receive and convoy information fi^m the Jemadar to ^the Maharaja. 1 accompanied tee 
Jemadar two or three times on his visits to the Maharaja previous te the Resident’s leaving 
for Nowsaree. At Nowsaree nothing particular transpired. Salim and Yoshwantrao acoom* 
])aniod the Maharaja, bxit lived in the compound of the house occupied by the Resident; tliere 
they struck up a friendship with tlic Resident’s butloi', Pedro, mid about two or three days 
after the return of Colonel Phayre to Baroda, the butler, Pedro, asked me if 1 would accom¬ 
pany him to the MalLsiraja. 1 agreed, and on an appointed day Salim came to tlie Residency, 
and we throe went off’ together about 10 fr’ckick at night in a bullock shigram, which had 
been placed on ibo rood by Salirn and belonging to the Durbar. Wo went direct to tee 
Hawaleo where wo met Yeshwautrao, who took, us up to the Maliaiaja. Tlio Qaekwar spoke 
to Pedro and asked him if lie undei*stood English. Ho said ho did a little, so the Maharaja 
requested him to communicate to him any conversation that might teke place at the table 
relating to him, to which Pedro consented. I accompnniod the butler, Pedro, on two other i>cca- 
siona to the Maharaja previous to his going.to Goa after the rains. We went to the Hawnlee in 
the same maimer as before and with Haliin aiul Yeshwantrao : nothing pai’ticuhir tranapii’od. 
On the butler’.s return from Goa 1 accompanied him again to «©(< the Maharaja. Salim came 
as before and brought a shigram wiiieU wo met on the road. Ycshwautra.<j met us as usual at 
the llawahio, and we wore taken before the Maharaja, who first enquired of Pedro how ho 
Wii» and when he returned, and then said he had soiiiething of importance for him to do and 
asked if he would do it. Pedro said if it was a matter ^vitliin his province that he would 
do it. Yeshwantnu) then hmided a small paper packet to the Maharaja, who passed it on to 
Pedro, and told him to administer it in his master’s food. Pedro remarked that if anything 
should happen suddenly, he would get into trouble. The Maharaja said that he was not to 
fear, as nothing would take place for nour three months, when his master would either die or 
get mad. Pedro consented to do what was wanted, and we returned to the Residency about 
midnight. 

In addition to the visits I paid the Moliaraja at night in company with Pedro, I also went 
to HOC him several times in company with the Jtjmadar after our retuni fiom Nowsaree. The 
Jomadai* was not awai’c of my having gone to the Maharaja with Pedro. About 15 or !20 
days after our return from Nowsaree the Jemadar gave me at his house in the city Rupees 300, 
which he said was half tht^ sum he had received from the Durbar to be divided between us. 
About three weeks or a month before tbe attempt to poison the Hesidetit was discovered, the 
Jemadar and 1 wer(^ taken before the Maharaja by appointment at night. Yeshwantrao 
and Salim introduced us, the Maharaja sat iu hisv|>nvate room as before, and after a short 
conversation he remarked that the Resident was very hai'd upon him and doing great zoolum,” 
and asked us if wo would consent to administer something which h.e would give. Sahm and 
Yeshwantrao immediately began to peiuuade us by saying that if wij would only carry out the 
Maharaja’s wishes, we ehouh! not be required to servo any longer, as ho would moke a 
handsome life provision for us and our families; that we should have " assamies ” bestowed upon 
us, and should in addition receive a lakh of rupees cash as 8(.>on as the work was done, meaning 
as soon as the Resident’s death took place. We consented to do tbe job, and the Maharaja 
then said that the article to bo administered would be given to us by Yeshwantrao and Salim. 
A few days after this the Jemadar gave mo two powders, and told me that equal parts of each 
should be administered for two or three days, and in such quantity as to consume the whole 
in that teme. This had also been carefully explained to mo by Yeshwantrao and Salim in the 
presence of the Maharaja. I did not commence to administer the powders for two oir three 
days, as no favourable opportunity presented itself for so doing. It was decided at our con- 
Boltation with tee Mawaja that the poison should be administered in “teeiteuit " which 
Oolcmel Phayre was in the habit of taking every morning on return from his walk. Accordingly 


I pat the powders iuto the ** aherbat *' two or three times whenever I found no person in the 
room or a&>ut to see met . , • . 

As a few days elapsed without anything haj^ning, the Maharaja evidently became impatient, 
and sent ibr me and the Jemadar again. We went in the usual manner with Teshwantroo 
and Salim. The Maliaraja remonstrated with us for not having done the work wo promised. 
I assured him tliat 1 had put the powder into the sheihut two or three times, and I expressed 
my doubts as to the poison being efticacious; thereupon the Maharajja said he would give 
another powder, which Salim produced and handed to the Jemadar. The Maharaja said that 
this would not take immediate effect, but that it would work slowly and surely. We then left, 
and the following morning the Jemadar gave me the packet of poison at the Bosidency while 
I was sitting on the form close to the screen and near to where Colonel Phayre used to sleep. 
A day or two after this I administered the poison in the glass of sherbut which had just be^ 
made, and placed it on the wash-hand table close to the Kesidont’s writing desk in his private 
office room. Colonel Phayre was out walking at the time, and returned about 20 minutes after. 
1 informed the Jemadar when he came about half-past 7 o’clock of what I had done. When 
1 visited the Maharaja the punkawalla Jugga accompanied me from the Camp Bazar sometimes, 
but a man named Karhliie more frctjuently came with me as far as the Hawalee. They never 
a])peared before the Maharaja, and I only took tliem as company, as I was afraid to go so far 
at night by myself. 

The packet of poison which the Jcmadai* first gave mo I made into small doses as directed, 
and kept the powders in the secret pocket of my cross-bolt. The powder taken from the secret 
pocket of my croas-belt this morning (25th December 1874) is one of the powders made up 
from the packet given to me by the Jemadar, and 1 used always to keep the powders in the 
same place. Wliiie at Nowsareo I spoke to Yoshwontrao and Salim at the Jemadar’s request 
to get some money for him, and they interceded with the Maharaja, who ordered Ks. 250 to be 
given the Jemadar tlirough Salim, who, at the Jemodai’s request, paid the money to one of his 
brothers at Baroda. 

Whenever there was any information to send to the Maharaja from the Kesidoncy, and- 
was unable to go to the Hawalee myself, 1 used to write or get Jugga to write at my dictation 
and the note used to be taken by the Jemadar when he went home at night to the city, and 
he used to send it on to the Maharaja through Salim. The gold and silver ornaments which 
I iiavo produced, and valued at about Rs. 420, have been made up from the money which 1 ^ 
have from time to time received from the Maharaja. 


Taken before mo on the 24th and 25th December 1874. 

(Sd.) . F. H. SouTEB, Commissioner of Police. 


Rowjee bin Rama is re-called and further states:— 

On the occasion when the Jemadar and I wore taken before the Maharaja in company with 
Yeshwantrao and Salim, and it was decided and anunged that ^wison should be administered 
to Colonel Phayre, it was carefully explained to me and I was instructed each time to mix 
the powder in water first, otherwise I was told that the poison would float on tlie surface of 
the sherbut. Accordingly I used to shake the powder up with water in a small phial and 
pour it into the glass of sherbut. The Jemadar knew this, and was awoi'e that 1 kept the 
phial for this pmpose concealed under a large empty box which stood close to the form on 
which the peons sat while on duty. 

Taken before me this day, the 26th of December 1874. 

(Sd.) F. H. SoUTEB, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


Row.)ke Havildar was taken into custody by the Police on the 22nd December, and on the 
same evening, on promise of conditional pardon that he should tell the whole truth, he confessed 
to having been the jterson who administered the poison to Colonel Phayre. 'Jlie following 
morning he was brought l«ffore Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, who re{)ented and confirmed the 
prumiso of pai'dou conditionally offered, upon which Rowjee then made the detailed statement 
taken down on the 25t1) and 26th idem. 

(Sd.) F. H. SouTKR, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


H. 

NtJRSOO BIN Barjana, Kamatee, aga^50, Jemadar of Peons on the establishment of the 

Kotideot of Baroda, states:— 

About the time of the sitting of ibe Commission at Barada Rowjee Havildar told me one 
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aae .ms. .1 re|4i^that there was sickness in my house, and that there was my duties to attend 
to, and therefore could noh arrange to ^ to the Maharaja at that tima 

After the CotnmiBsion left Baroda, Yeshwantrao, Salim, and Bowjee all urged me to go 
and see the Mohan^a, and 1 at last consented On a fixed > day I went to the house of 
Yeshwantrao, where Rowjee and Salim also met me, and we went together by .way of the 
Nuzzor Bagli and a private entrance to an upstair private room into which Yeshwantrao 
brought the Maharnja and introduced me. The Afaharaja first remarked that I was a scamp 
and a bad mau and had never been favourable t(\ or assisted him, but the three men, Yesh¬ 
wantrao, Salim, and Bowjee, assured the Maharaja that they had all spoken to me, and that I 
was now fully prepared to carry out his orders and act up to his wishes. The Maharaja then 
requested mu to keep him regularly informed through Salim of all that transpired at the 
Besidency, to which I consented. On this occasion a man named Kiirbhie accompanied 
Bowjee from the camp to tlie palace, but he did not appear before the Maharaja. About 20 
or 25 days later I again visited the Maharaja in company with tlie same people and in the 
same manner. Noticing pai'tiofilar transpired at this visit beyond furnishing tlie Maharaja 
with all the information wo had regarding matters at the Re.sidciicy. 

In the month of April I occompanifKl the Besidont to Nowsrireo ; the Maharaja also came 
there and lived in his Hawaleo, wliile Colonel Pliayre was located ih. a bungalow close to the 
Railway station, and about a mile from the Maharaja’s Hawalee. Salim and Yeshwantrao 
lived in the Resident’s compound. 

I believe Bowjee used to visit the Maharajah at Nowsan^e, and thn)ugh Salim ho obtained 
for me a present of Rupees 250, which at my request was paid to one of my brothers at 
Baroda. 

About a month or more after tlic Resident’s and Maharaja’s return from Nowsaroe I visited 
the Qaekwar again in company wiUi Bowjee, Salim, and Yeshwantrao. We met as usual at 
the houpo of the latter, who took us before tho Maharaja. Wo first gave him all the informa¬ 
tion of what had been going on at the Residency, and then Salim and Yeshwantrao remarked 
to the Maharaja that we (Rowjee and 1) had uot received anything on account of his recent 
marriage with Luxmcc Bai. Ho said, very well, that he would see al>out it. We then 
left, and a few days after Salim brought mo Rupees 800, of which I gave him Rupees 100, 
and I believe I paid 400 to Rowjee, from which sum he was to pay Jugga Rupees 100. 

About two mouths later 1 again visited the Maharaja in company with Rowjee. Wc met 
as before at the house of Yeshwantrao, and he and Salim took us before the Maharaja. We 
first informed tlie Mabaiaja of all that had been going on at the Residency, after which he 
remarked that Colonel Pliayre was very hard and doing great zoolum to him, and asked us if 
wo could and would consent to put something in his food. I replied that in my position I 
have no opportunity to do this, upon which Yeshwantrao and Salim began to persuade us by 
saying that if we only consent to do this jbb, the Maharaja would reward us in such a manner 
that we should not be required to serve any longer, and that our families should also be 
handsomely provided for, and tliat tho remainder of our lives would bo spent in case and 
comfort. Rowjee then said that Colonel Phayre was in the habit of drinking sherbut early in 
tlie morning on his return from walking, and that he would administer the dose in that. The 
Maharaja and Yeshwantrao then said that they would send a powder by Salim to me at my 
house in tlie city, which 1 was to give to Rowjee at the Residency. Yeshwantrao carefully 
explained to Rowjee at the time of the manner in which the powder wa^ to he administered. 
Wo left, and the following day Salim brought me a packet, wliich I stuck safely within the 
upper folds of my turban, and the next morning 1 gave tho packet to Rowjee while ho was 
sitting on the form close to tho screen near where Colonel Phayre used to sleep. 1 did not 
open the packet, and therefore was unaware of the number of powders it conbiined. 

A few days after this, when Yesliwantrao and Salim came to tho Residency witli the 
Maharaja, they began to enquire of Rowjee how it was that notiiing had happened, and askbd 
whether he hiid administered the powders or not. RowjeeiJien spoke to me and said he did 
not know how to account for there being no result, as he hod certainly put tho poison in the 
" sherbut.” Tho Maharaja being dissatisfied about this, sent for us again, and about 15 days 
after the groat Dussara Sawaree we went as usual to Yesliwantrao’s liouse. It was about 
eight o*clock at night when Rowjee and I met there, and wc accompanied Yeshwantrao and 
Salim as before, and they brought the Moliaraja and introduced us in tho same room. He 
immediately upbraided us for uot having carried out his wishes ns promised, upon which 
Rowjee declared that he liad put the powders in the “sherbut,” but stated that he did not 
think they could possibly have possessed tho required property. The Maharnja then said, 
very well, that he would give somothing else which would be brought to me by S.dim. At 
this time and when we were about to leave, Yeshwantrao gave something (I am not 8iu*o what 
it was, a small bottle or what it was) to Salim, who passed it on to Rowjee. The former jwo- 
mises of high reward and favour were repeated and we caiUe away. Tho following morning 
Salim brought me a packet, whicli I handed to Rowjee the same day on coming to the 
Residency. He was sitting as before on tho form near the screen. A few days after this the 
conversation took place cf tho attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. Rowjee told me that ns 
instructed ho on each occasion mixed the powder with water which he shook up in a little 
bottle before pouring it into the sherbut. He used to keep the bottle for this purpose hid under 
a largo empty wooden box close to tlie form above referred to. Rowjee used often to give me 
notes, written sometimes by himself and sometimes by Jugga at his dictation, to send on to tho 
Maharaja. These notes contained all the infoimiition of wmt was going on at the Residency, 
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Salks or his mirn used to eall at my house .:for them. I live in 'the eity, and have alara 3 m 
been in the habit of returning to my house at night, and on Sundays I have not been required 
to come to the Besideiu^. 

On the several oceamolss ^en we visited the Ifaharaja, Jugga oasne once with Rowjee fix>m 
camp, and on all other occasions he was accompanied by Earbhie. 

Taken this 26th day of December 1874 before * 

(Signed) F. H. SonxEB, Commissioner of Folioe, Bombay. 


Nubsoo Jemadar was taken into custody on the 23rd December consequent on the oonfes- 
don made by Bowjoe, which so seriously implicated him as an accessory in the attempt to 
poison Colonel Fliayre. He was at once given in charge of the military guard at tlie 
Hesidenoy. The following morning, at his own expressed wish, he was brought to the Com- 
missioner of Police, before whom bo made an unconditional confession. Previous however to 
hearing his statement, it was distinctly explained that no promise of pardon could be held out 
to him. The Jemadar wa« then brought before Sir Lewis Polly, who told lym before listen¬ 
ing to his confession that he would not only not hold out hope of pardon, but explained to 
him distinctly and positively that he vjcnM 'not be pardoned. Upon this the Jemadar took 
off his turban and laid it at the feet of Sir Lewis Polly, saying that he might be hanged or 
have his throat cut, but that be wished to unburden his mind and tell the truth, and that he 
threw himself upon liis. Sir Lewis Pelly’s, mercy. 

After hearing the Jemadar's detailed statement made without reserve Injfore Sir Lewis 
Felly and the Commissioner of Police, he was again given in charge of iho military guard till 
the 26th, on which day he was re-called and bis confession token down at length by the 
Commissioner of Police. 

. After the prisoner’s statement bad been recorded, he asked to bo permitted to take his dinner 
in the back garden of the Bosidency situated within 100 yards from the bungalow. He par¬ 
took of his food close to a well, near to which be had been taken for the convenience of water, 
and he had scarcely finislied when he suddenly rushed away from the Police Ouanl and throw 
himself into the well. A policeman immodintely jumped in and j’escued him; tliis was about 
4 P.M., and he was at once taken before Sir Lewis Pelly, who questioned him ns to the reason' 
for what he had done, and enquire<l whether ho had boon in any way ill-used or jll-trented by 
anybody. This he positively denied, and declannl that the leasou for what he had tloiie was 
that, as he had served Qovemment for 35 yeai*s, he wns now, after what had token place, 
ashamed to show lus face, that his mind was confused and troubled, and therefore ho had 
thrown himself into the well 

The following morning (27th December) Sir Lewis Pelly personally visited Hursoo Jemadar 
in the guard-room and mode similar enquiries of him again with regard to his throwing himself 
into the well, but the same reply was given as on the previous evening, and this statement was 
made in the presence of one of the Jemadai‘’s brothers, who had come from tlie city to en({uii-e 
after him. 


Taken before me, this 29th day of December 1874 

(Sd.) P. H. SouTEB, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


Appendix 1. 

JdqOA Bhaqwan, age 30, Kolee, resident of Camp Baroda, states:— 

a 

For eight months of the year I am em^doyed to pull punkah at tlie Besidency, and therefore 
1 am aequamted with Nursoo Jemadar and Buwjee, HavUdar of Peons, and also with Fesh- 
wantrao and Salim in the service of the Maharaja. ^ 

About a year ago I accompanied Bowjee Havildar from the Camp to Yeshwantroo’s house 
in the city; it was about 8 o’clock at night. I ditl not see Yeshwantrao, but his Korkoon was 
there, and he and Bowjee went inside the house, and after a little while they came to the door, 
when the Karkoon counted out Rupeei 500 to Kowjee, and we bnought the amount to my 
house, when Rowjee counted out Ruj>ees 100 from the bag which Ee left with me, and the 
remaining Rupees 400 he carded bom^ I accompanied Bowjee Havildar once again to Y^- 
wontrao’s house; it was after the BesiBent and the Maharaja returned from Nowsoree. Nursoo 
Jems4ar> Salun, and Yeshwantrao all met there, and together with Bowjee they went to the 
Hawalee. 1 accompanied them, aod remained below while they wont up to visit the Maharaja. 
They came down after an hour, and th^n I returned to Camp with Bowjee. While employed 
at the Beddency 1 used' fi^quently to. take down potes at IU>wjee’s dictation; these notes 
usually contain^ information of what,was goiim on at tho Residency,and were written in the 
OoosarateeiaDguage and giy^ to Bo-^e Havildar. 

""" 

Taken before me, ^lia 29th day of December 1874. 



AppMMjdix J. '. 

Kabkoie bih AxEBSiNd, Bftria^ «g6 about 82, inhaldtazxt of Scnvarsee, leiddizig In 

6aioda» states:— ~ 

1 WAS employed for a short time at the Besidenqy as a punka coolie about two months tigo, 
and therefore 1 am acquainted with the Jemadar Nursoo and Havildar of Peons named Bowjee, 
the latter sometimes employs me ifi do jobs for him, and several times I accompanied him at 
night into the city. He used invariably to go first to the house of a person whose name 1 
don't know, but who always wears a large turban, and from there Rowjee, the man with the 
large turban, and a Mussulman with a beard, used to go together to the Hawalee. The Jemadar 
Nursoo used to meet and acoonmany them. I sometimes used to go as far. as the Hawalee, 
where 1 waited below and the others went u|ktairs, and were absent usually for an hour or 
so. I have been shown two persons (Yeshwantrao and Salim) now confined m the military 
g^rd of the Kesidenoy, and they are ^e same men who always accompanied the Jemadar and 
^wjee Havildar to the Hawalee. 

Taken before me, this 29th day of December 1874. 

(Sd.) F. St. SouTEB, ComnuBsioner of Police, Bombay. 


Appendix K. 

Faizoo RtjmzAn, Mahomedan, age 45, Ohobdar on the establishment of the Resident of 

Baroda, states;— 

Abovt the time that the Commission was sitting at Baroda, the Ayah Ameena, seiwant to 
Mrs. Phayre, asked me to accompany her to see the Mahatma. We both left the Residendy 
about 10 o'clock at night, and got into a bullock shigram that was waiting for us near the 
school; the shigram was driven by the man now pointed out to me named Karbhie 
Poonjabhic. Wo drove to the Charpanaree Gate of the city; there wo were met by 
Salim, the Maharaja’s Ai‘ab sowar, and we got out of the shigram and went on together to the 
M Hawalee” leaving the shigram at the gate, which is about 150 yards from the Palace. We 
were taken by a private entrance and by-way up theNuzzer Bagh up several stairs to a private 
rtK>m when Selim left us and then brought the Maharaja; the Maharaja enquired of the ayali 
why shis did not come to see him. She replied that she had a good deal of work and could not 
find time. The Maharaja requested her ti> come oecasionally, and to sponk to the madam and 
iisk to say a few words in hi.s favour to the Resident. 1 also spoke to the Maharaja regarding 
iiiy son, who is in his service as a sowar, and told him that his present pay was not sufiieient. 
Wo then came away and rt'turned to the Ro-sidency' about inidnigtit. This was the only 
oc/Casion on wlii(ih I visited the Maharaja. 

Taken before me, this 29th day of December 1874. 

(Sd.) F‘. Ih SouTEE, Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


Appendix h. 

Stud Abdool Rahman, aMm Raheem Sahib bin Stud Sitltan, Mussulman, ago 29, first 

class delivery p^on in the Bombay Post OflRce, states:— 

I AM acquainted with the Ayah Ameena, she was in the service of Mrs. Fhayro, and when 
she camo to Bombay with that lady about ten months ago hbe asked me to write three letters 
for her, the two now shown mo and numbered 1 and 2 addressed toShaik Abdoolla, who I 
know to be her husband, were written by me at her request, the other letter I wrote for the 
Ayah Ameena was to the address of the Maharaja Qaekwar, which 1 understood her to say 
was to be enclosed in one I wrote for her to the address of her husband. 1 forget all details 
of what was written to the Maharaja, but 1 remember writing that she, the ayah, had through 
some lady obtained certain information regarding'thci Maharaja, and that he was not to be 
afraid or be anxious. She also asked that some money might be sent to her. 

Taken before me, this 7th day of January 1875. 

(Sd.) F, H. SouTEB, Commissioner of Police. 


Appendix M. 

Statement of Dajkeba Nurotum, Bricklayer of Baroda, taken 20th December^ 

I HAVE known Rowjee, who used to be a bricklayer, from my childhood. I know he was 
employed as peon at the Residency. In last Kartik month Rowjee employed mu to get him 
an anklet and a necklace made, which 1 got done by Shivlal Sonar. A^n 1 w^b employed 
by Rowjee fpr the sfime purpose, viz., the manufacture of ornaments through the Sonar 



Shivlal. The account whicli I produce ia the account given to Rowjee by me, wjnoh I have 
kept at his request, of the articles made by Shivlal tor ^^ee, !^wjee paid Uie Sonar sums 
on this account three times in xny presence. 1 sign and hand over this meinorauduni of 
account 


Before me « 

(Sd.) J, B. EtCHBY, Assistant Resilient 

Appendix N. 

Statement of Shivlal Vittul, Goldsmith of Baroda, dated 29th December 1874:— 

I KNOW Dajeeba, Bricklayer, he introduced me to one Bowjee, for whom I made some 
ornaments. The first 1 made about a year ago, and others subsequently. I produce my 
account of these ornaments, and will furnish a true extract for record. I received altogether 
about Ku|)ees 433 from Kowjee ] the detail is in my account. 

Before me, 

(Sd.) J. R Richkv, Assistant Ilesident. 


Appendix 0. 

Statement of Dhoolab Munou, Goldsmith of Baroda, dated Camp, 20th December 

1874:— 

1 KNOW Rowjee Havildar, he lives near me. About five months ago I mnde for him two 
earrings and an ear ornament «nd two rings, about Rupees 80 worth altogether, he has paid 
me that amount. I produce nii account book containing the items of payment, and will give 
a true copy for reward. 

Before me, 

(Sd.) J. B. Richey, Assistant Resident. 


Appendix P. 

JuQOA Bugwan states that the paper markedis in his handwriting, and that he 
^ u 1 M « wrote it at the miuest of Rowjee and the Jemadar. 

« mtw mot e o. . , ^ know whom the others were writttm by. 

(Sd.) J. B. Richey, Assistant Resident. 


Appendix Q. 

Rowjee Kama (piestioned as to three of the )m]>crs found in Salim’s house, states that one 

tltif.nowmmktnlNo marked «J.”t is written by Jugga. He does not 

* know the writers of tljo other two. 'J'he note marked 

“ J.” was written by Jngga 'at the request of liiuiBulf and the Jemadar. The Oowasjeo men¬ 
tioned is the Karkoon Cowasjco Modee of the Residency. 

(Sd) J. B. Richey, Asaisbint Resident. 

The 29th Decemhor 1874. 


' AppEaiDix R. 

Police Havildar Iman Ali Hassum Ali staU« tluit he was present at the search of Salim 
AH’s house, and that ho saw the [tapers found therein sealed up and received them, and lias 
to-day scon the same scaled packet opened. 

Before me, 29th December. 

(Sd.) J. B. Richey, Assistant Resident. 


Appendix S. 

The wealed packet above refeired to was this day opened in my presence, and the papers 
Bpccifiod in the annexed vernacular memorandum were found therein. 

(Sd.) Manibhai, j., Native Assistant, 

Baroda, the 29th Deoemb^ 1874. “ Baroda Residency. 

Memorandum is iwt senty:^ it contains papers which you will not want. 


V / 


Appendix T. 

No. 449, dated Bombay, 30th December 1874. 

From Surgeon W. Gray, Acting Chemical Analyser U) Government, to F. Souter, Esy., 

Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 

J HAVE tlio honour to acknowledge the leceipt from the hands of Mr. Superintendent Brown 
of your letter No. A., dated 30th December 1S74. Knclosed iu this letter wtw ii sealed 
envelojic, tho seal being unbroken. It was labelled Powder found in the pocket of llowjee 
“ llavildar’s cross-belt on tho 25th of Dectmiber 1874,*' and contained a small paper packet in 
which were grains seven of white powder. I have examined this white powder aud find it to 
consist of common white arsenic. 


Appendix U. 

Pkdro DeSoUZA, Native Christian, sUites:— 

I AM about thirty-seven years of age, and have for more than twenty-five years past been in 
service of Colonel 11. Phayre, the late Resident at Barodo. T have been sorving that gontleinim 
as bis butler for the Inst fifteen or sixteen 3 'ears, and before that 1 filled several situations of 
diflbrent kinds in Ids household. When C'olonel Phayre was appointed to the ofKcc of Resident 
at Baroda, which wjis, I tldiik, in the inontli of March 1873, I aecoinprmiod him to thatjilace, 
lived iu tlio Residency", and served him there fnsm that time until the inontli of September 
hist, when L obtained leave of absence from him and proceeded to Goa, native country. 
I Jolt Baroda on the 3rd October last, went to Gon, roinained there about a fortnight, and 
returned to Baroda on tho 3rd Novemljer, one month after my dc|iartui'c. 1 know one Salim, 
a Mahoniodan, who resides at Baroda, and is tiJansoodm tlie service of His Highness the 
Oaekwar. I have known this man Salim from the time 1 first went to Baroda with 
Colonel Phayre as above stated. He ased to come to tin; Reshlcncy twice a week regularly 
during all the time 1 stayed there. The Gaekw’av always came twice a week—on Mondays 
and Thursdays—to pay a sort of official visit to the Resident, and on these days Salim 
always preceded His Highness to give notice of hi.s coming. Salim always brought witlj him 
1)11 these occasions a tray of fruit as a sort of niizcemna or tribute of rc'spect. In the month 
of August last when 1 first thought of obtaining leave from my master to go to Goa I was 
short of money, and on seeing Salim'at the Residency one d:)y I said:—“I am tUinking of 
“ going to my native country Ibr a inontli, but am badly^ off for niono>", my wife is pregnant, 
“ aJid llie expenses on lier account and for travelling will be heavy ; will entreat the 
“ Mahai’nja to give in<^ some money for this purpose?” SaJini replied that he would s),>eak to 
the Maharaja and bring me the inoniy. No particular sum was named by eithei^ of us. 
1 made tliis reijuesfc to Salim, beaiuse J had hearcl that the servantH f»f previous Residents bad 
obtained similar favours from the bands of the Gaekw'ar. Salim himself had tobl me tliis 
.many times before J made my said rcque.st to him. About a fortnight after I had so spoken 
to Salim, he came to me in )riy room at tho Uesnlency and said ;—“Thu Maharaja lias sent 
“ you th(5S0 rupees. I told him what you said.” I thanked liiiii very much, took the 
rupees he offered me, and he went away. 1 counted the rupees as ho gave them to me, and 
said :—“ H.<ue arc sixty rup(‘es of Baroda C-un'ency which ar<*. espial to fifty Bombay rupi^es.” 
Two or three days after this, or on Ids next visit to tho Residency, Salim met me iu the 
ooinpoiiud of the Residency and said:—“You come aud see the Maharoja. If you will 
“ agree to come I will bring a oarriagt* to take you.’' On bearing this 1 said :—“ 1 will never 
“ come to the Jfdivtih'c (i.c.. Palace).” He replied “ If you cannot come now I will firing a 
“ carriage for you wbenover yon wish to come.” I'o tbi)i I again sai<l:—“ T will never Come !” 
After iny return to Baroda from Goa 1 never saw Salim exce)»t in passing, aud I had no speech 
with liim otiicr than to say salaam ! I ]»ositlvely deelai’<i that I never receised any otlier gift 
from tJic Gaekwar than this one of Rupees*GO .sent to me through Salim, and that ] never bad 
jiJiy conversation with Salim itbout my own affiiins, or in coiuiection with the Gaekwar 
cxiujpting on tln^ occasion mentioned. 1 never w’(?nt to the Jlo.widee or spoke to the Giiekwar, 
and 1 never had any corres]>ondence with liinv eitlier directly or indirectly othor than that 
aliove detailed. FuHhcr 1 say not.' 


Taken on oath, and duly acknowledged and signed by Piidro DtiSoiiza in iny presence, this 
fifth day of January 1875. 

(Sd.) A. Edgtnton, J.C., 

Deputy CouiniisHJoner of Police, Bombay. 


The foregoing statoment was duly reml and iiiteriireted by me to the said Pedro DoSouza 
on the day and date above written, and acknowledged L)y him to bo corrtict. 

(Sd.) Dinanath Soondehjke, P., 

Head Clerk, Cowinisaionor of police. 


Appendix V. 

Dated l(>th August 1873. 

From Gttjanun Vithul (demi-oflGcial), to Superintendent of Police, Ahmedabad. 

After your arrival from Poona you l»a<l given me orders for Homo enquiry. On making 
en<juiiy about the subject 1 have got up t(» tliis time the following infonnation:— 

llie infonnation I have aerjuirod before tins lia.s been co»nmunicated to Mr. Souter before 
long, and for which T had Bpoken to you in person. 

Letters addressed ns A. B. are going to Moonshc^o Lootfoola’a son, who is a registration clerk 
in the Collector's oflicc hen!. Tt appears that they are coming from a teacher in the Baroda 
Kiiglish school This infonnation is obtained by making some skilful arrangement for which 
1 had informed you in pei*yoii. 

As regards tlie Baroda affairs the following information is actpiivcd up to this time. 

There being disunion betW(U)U H is Higluiess Mulhar Rao Gji«.'kwar and the present Resident, 
Mulliar Rao waa si>eakiiig that tin; Resident should lie poisoned. He also told Dajee Sahib, 
a sujieriTd/eudent of the Barmla ice factoiy, to do this. But they could not do it, ajid now it 
a)>poaivs that they tlare not do such act through fear. 

Yesliwantrao Yawalya is a dearest Jsiaood of Mulhaj- Rao Maharaj. He appears to lie such 
a man as to become privy to such bad iicts. It, appcsai’s from the enquiry that at present he is 
engaged in the Khalpat of Jadoo and Anoostan. 

U is fouTid fimn the enquiry that the talk about the pregnancy of Mulhai’ Rao’s Rjuiec is 
false. In truth she is not ))rcgnaut. 

A man by name. Vaimui Itao, a relation or servant of Ouupat Rao Bapoo of Akola, had gone 
b> Bombay and CJaltiutta soine. time ago, and brought information from thence regarding the 
acts of Govcrnm(5ni. Now Moroba Khande Rao, a kavkoon of Kluuiwalkur, and a man by 
^ ^ name Uajaram Punth, Imtli have gone, to Bombay to 

fippindo the kwi ent. make some Khalput iliore ; also it seems that a few 

days jigo they had gone to Bombay. 'Ihese iici*sons ai*e bringing all information from Bombay. 

* Naiuus will bo giveo by wIkmi r has la^eti heard that they have got some secret 

quirtxL agcTits * iu Bombay. 


Appendix W. 

Dated 30th December 1.874. 

From Honourable Andrew R. Suoule (domi-ollicial), to F. Souter, Rsq., &c. &c. &u. 

I have gorui through the depositions taken by you at Baroda, and in my opinion tlicy tiiakc 
out a strong prhml facie case of alietincnt oJ‘ an attempt to murder against tlie Gaokwar, 
Yesliwuni Ka^i, and Salim. If the parties were ordinaiy Bombay inhabitants, 1 have no 
doubt a Jury would convict them on the nvidonco recorded. 


No. I. 

Translation of a Marathi letter, marked No. 1, from Amina Bi, aya, Bombay, to IlAZARAT 

SiiEiKii Audoolla, Butler, residing at Baroda. 

[, Amini Bi, aya, now residing at Bomliay, n.qneHciii as fallows:—1 sent to you a letter uflixiiig 
a postage label on it. 1 do not know wlu'tber it has reacln^d you or not, and I am therefore 
under anxiety day and night. I trust you will therefore imt act hi this way, but will fre¬ 
quently communicate the news and thereby gratify me. If you wish that I should not go 
thei'e, 1 urn ready to undeitake a voyage to England. Jf you wish, 1 shall endeavour to 
obtain a situation of that kind. J am in doubt as to why no letter is received from you hein. 
I await a reply from you. If you call me I shall go there, and it will not matter (in the 
least). I wrote to you for (money fur my) expenses, but nothing has been received from 
you. Convey my Ixwt compUmenis to the Kazi Sabeb, my comiiUments to SaJam, my best 
compliments also to Yeshwunt Rao. 

Ohotce's motbei owes me Rupee I, you should deduct it from her son's pay, because she 
has not visit-ed me since Iut anival at Bombay. You should go to and make profier enquiries 
at the place there, where T am coming to take up service. I hear that he has obtained an 
appointment in Rewa Kauta. If aucJi a thing has hapiiem;d it is very bad. Write to say 
whether yon have borrowed Rupees 5 from Vcriguriekar Mahomed He comes here and duns 
iiK* for the (payment ol' the) same. Let me know whetlier this is true. 1 do not know 
wbt;ther or not you have delivered the note (chitti) enclosed in my last letter to the person 
for whom it W'lis inUmded. I labour under anxiety on this account only. Give ray best corn- 
pHmenls tu Nathiaba. Write to say whether or not you hsve received the two " Fivkis.’* 
Wliat more need be written? Tliis is my request, dated 20th March 1874. 


* A piece of worn by women. 


TranHlation of a Marathi letter, marked No. 2, from Amina Bi, aya, reeiding at Bombay, 
to Hazarat Sheikh Ajidoolla, Butler, at preseut rcHuling at MahableHhwar. 

The cause of writing (this letter) is as follows:—I have received your lettei* and under- 
stooii its contents. T hope you will in like manner frequently communicate to me the news 
from that place through letters and thereby gratify me. Salara saw me <m his arrival hero, 
but as that is a “ Raj Darbari matter (State matter), it will be done leisurely as opportunities 
offer. I am n little better. I have sent a letter there stating that I would attend on the 
2()tl), and it is my intention to go there accordingly. I liavo now also commenced taking 
medicine. There is also leas .stnmgth in my hands. lluiKiOs 5 have l>ocii paid to Vazir Ma, 
You gave to me the Itstter rectiived by you from home and then left. On reading it I found 
its coutenta as follows :—“The house of your fathor-in-law i.s about to be attached. What 
" place should be then fixed for n^sidence ? *’ 1 can give no reply nbout this. Formerly I 

told her to residtJ in (our) house, but she did not mind this, and lived there at her fatliers 

house. She has sent for Bn])ees 5 for exjxmses and a 
black sari.^ Plven wheii she has money in hor hands, 
she scihIh for it bore. T am therefore thrown into difficulties on all sides. Every one at*cures 
his or her r>wn ohjf'ct, and at hist I am likely to be disgi‘act‘d. If a single pot, out of the 
pots, &c., which are in the house is lost, you will 1 m; nwpoiisihle for it. You write to say that 
you will send Ku])ees JO for im*. It will 1 m‘ w*ell if you send tlie siune soon, that is, before the 
iHth. If m»t, it is your ))leasure. 1 luive m) force <m you. Kioiii All »Sha. demadar have 
l)een n^ceived Rupees 2r) on aceount of hiniHelf. Rupees 2.^ on account of Ibihiiu Sab, and 
Rupees JO on account of »Sha S;ib, in all Rupees 00. Rupec^s 40 ri'niaincd (to b(< ^■(^cov«‘^Hl), 
(‘or whicli it is in contemplation t<* get a fresh bond executisl. Kii]H*es 20 due to a Marwari 
should l)i‘ ])aid off soon. After the payment th(*reof 1 am to pn)ce<Hl UiitluT. By (my) biking 
t»ne mmiths leav<i, J have been subjected to a heavy loss. But what can 1 k^ done '{ Owing to 
my illn<*ss I could not help (doing so). 

I had been to Yeshwnnt Rju)’s house. He 1ms gone to Pundhaipoor on 15 days’ leave. He 
spoke to im‘ ns follow's:—“On my return 1 shall have armiigements made about you. The 
“ Malmraja twice or thrice empiired when the aya would come.” Salam was invited to my 
phuui of residence lieri*. He was shown atbrntion ho far as my ]ks) 1 ’ circumstances would 

pennit. Let this he kiiow'n. What mow need l)o 
' writttui ? Raliim Sab Dilhan.t Baba Matkar, and 

others send their best com})liments to you. 

Dated loth April 1874. 


No. 3. 

Translation of a MaralJii letter, marked No, 3, to SouIIAGTAWATJ Amtna Ej, aya (writer), 

SHKrivU Audoolla, Buth.u*. Karel. 

I AM w(ill by the favour of God and by your blessingvS. You should not enl/ortain any 
.nixiety, Golonel IMuiyie went to Poona on tlni 18th. He is to put up at Kirki. Let it be 
known to you that tlie Dewaii has be<*n removed from office, and tl^at no other person has 
as yet Rmju ajpoiiibsl (in hi.s room). Yon should commuuicale what news tlu*re is (getting 
the Jidter) written l)y a good wrLbir. Make enquiries about the Hazarat who was in Bombay, 
and bring him wdthout fail at the time of (your) coming. You should write almut fiim 
without fail. You slnaild comimmicate (Ut me) news fiv(jueutly. You have. lbig(»tten me 
since your departmv to Poona. What can you do ? It, is my fate. It is the will of God. 
It is my luck. What can you do? You should not <lo aoT Yesra (Yeshw'iint Uaoj Naik has 
gone to Bombay. Let this b(5 known to you. Abdoolla Khan has acoomjmnied tlie Sabebs. 
Pedro sends his compliments to you. Give my, as also Pedro's compliments, to your biitlor. 
The cook and other jmople also send their compliments to you. Dated 18th* 1874. Signe,d 
Sheikh Abdulla. (He) sends his eompliments in case they liave been omitted through over¬ 
sight. Scud a reply to this letter without fail. J anxiously await it. Wbat more need Ik? 
written ? This is my request. 


Address on the Letter. 

This letter shotdd bo delivered to Amina Bi, the Aya oV tho Resident, Mr. Boevtiy, in the 
bungalow of the Revenue Collector, Mr. Oliphant, near tbe Office, Pniui. 

Not jHwl. Ptmtt. 

, 1 -. , , To be delivered to Amina Bi, the Aya of the 

oWitPRitcdbyihcPo-tOificeStauii.1. Resident, Mr. IhKJvcy. i)esj)atchcd from Baroda. 

Shaba.* * * * 


V ^ ; 


No. 4. 

Translation of a Marathi letter, marked No. 4, from (writer) Siikikft Audoolla, Wullud, 

SiiEiKii Adam, Butler, to Soishagiawati Amina Bi, Aya. 

J AM well by the favour of God and by your blessings. The cause of writing (this) letter is 
as follows:— 

1 have had no tidings of you since your departure from Baroda. This has made me very 
nnoasy. You should, therefore, not act in this way. But it's the will of God, and there is no 
fault chargeable to you. It is my fate. What can you do ? The Mahanij is much perplexed 
and has received an order to the effect, that the petitions presented by the ryots should ho dis¬ 
posed of within 15 months. Such an order has boon issued, and the Dewnn Saheb has been 
j'enioved from offic**, and proliibited from visiting the bungalow (/>., the Kesidency). Let this 
ht^ known 1o yon. I receive no news whatever from you. Yon should send luc news frequently. 
I am doing well here. Df) not cnttu’tain any anxiety. The people in the bungalow send tlieir 
eoinpUments Ui you. ConVey the eanic to the butler. 

Yeshvvunt R:io Naik has gone to Bombay. Lot this he known you. Shahuddin is also to 
go (but) 1 have no correct iufonnation. As soon as you get tliis letter send a reply without fsdl. 
Wliat more need he written? This is what 1 ]iadt(» wriU*. 

Mv coiuplinients to the reader in case they have been omitted through oversight. 

Dnt^^d Kith August 1874. 


No. 5. 

Tuanslatton. 

This day the Punekar said to tlio Saheb that tla* Maharaj had ma<le a n(*w Wjindo,* that lier 

name was Gaiigolmi ; tliat her father av:ih tx w.'ishcrm.an ; 
• This u hoi.se, aminse<Uu.re M,ih:xrxxi had Caused a luizzerana of KupeeP 

owBniyuwM. 7,000 to hc paid to Iicr fixmi the Patan Mahal, and that 

those )»eoid(' had cause l<» prefer complaints, but. tliat no on(‘ liatcMicd to the snnu*. Secondly, 
Bapoo Saheb Gaekwar had I'lanc. He (tb(5 Saheb) eiujuired, ‘‘ well, how arej'ou ? ” ITc* answered 
that he was well by the Sah(*l>’s blessings. The Saheb then cuquiri'd “ Do you go to Dadabliai 
and Shabuddin for your Imsinessr” Then Bapuo Saheb answered as follows:—** There is no 
*• necessity for my going (to thorn). As long as you are lierc, it is not n(*oessnry for me lo go 
“ to any one.'* What do these |M*oplt! know of llie administration of justice and what, do they 
do. 'riiesc people ask each other’s advice*, sit doing nothing, and enjoy themselves. Thirdly, tli(‘ 
Punekar said:—“ Salieb all tlie people Iwcainc' glad on hearing the reports of a cannon, assembled 
“ togctlmr, and began to say that some gnait Saheb Iiad come from Jiombay to enquir<* into tin* 
‘‘ cases of all. On account of tiiia )m[)j*y news all the jicuplo had coliec'ted.” Then the Saheb 
said:—The gentleman is the General Salieb who l.as come from Ahmcdabad to review the 
‘‘ regiment.” Fourthly, liiikhnm Hare’s brother has prcwnled a petition. li(* says that Ids 
sister sliould he made over t<. him. The Sahel) becaiiu‘ very migry with him. Fifthly, I shall 
come to-morrow briuging with me Cawasji. You siiould tliereforc wnal Salani. 


No. (>. 

Tuanslation. 

Bhaw Punkkau said to the Saheb as follows:—Naim Saludi Dewan is moving al)out with a 

. TIU. *«rd I"''- taking mon »itl. 

him, with a view to kill (me). lie (Nana Saheb) was 
standing with fifteen or twenty men near the Sawak’s i.)harani8ala at 12 o’clock yostcrilay. One 
man came and enquired of a Palcwela where Bhawn Punekar was. Tlie Paiewcla told 1dm tliat 
he was not thei’C. I’heii thc‘ man w'cut away. The Patewiila went to the Saludi Avhile Bhaw 
Punekar wis sitting by him, and auicl that Nana Saheh’a men were searching for Bhaw J*unekar. 
At that time Hhaw Punekar was silting by the Saheb. Tbeii Blmvv also sjud to the Saheb 
that Nana Sabeb’s men were moving aliout witb a victw lo kill him. 


No. 7. 

Tuanslation. 

Tnw Salieb enquired of Bhaw Punekar what had been done about the Sllcdiirs. Bhaw 
Punekar replied that uU the Siledars having aHsembled together went to Dadabhni yesterday, 
but tliat he did md. give any proper answer. The wish of these three persona, viz., the Sarkar 
(?>., the Gaekwar), l>adabliai, and Nana Saheb is not to make any arrangement wliatever about 
them. Hhaw Punekar informed the Saheb that Dadabhai liad a dispute with Nana Sulieb, 

1 vr 4lt4i4 vf astJkttljl IvA V*19 41 ... _^_ ^ ____ 


mente were to be made, and that it would be necessary to make arrangements about these 
people also whom tlie Saheb might name. But Nana Saheb is not at all inclined to make any 
arrangement. In this way the Saheb was informed; and the Saheb told Bhaw Punekar to 
take to him a general statement, showinp what Siledars there were in the service, and from 
what time they imd been (iinployed, adding that it was cinutomary with them (Europeans) to 
grant pensions, and that therefore he (Bhaw Punekar) should take a dofsuled statement, 
showing from what time tliiiy had entered the service, and for how many yours thi‘y had 


No, 10. 

Fobeign Department. 

Proclamation. 

To ALL WHOM it MAY CONCERN. 

Be it known, that whort'as an attempt has been made at Baroda to poison 
Colonel R. Phayve, C.B., ilitj late British Itesident at tiio Court of Uis Highnosa 
the Gaekwar, and evidence has boon addiUMHl to the eileet that llis Highness 
Mulliar Bao Giu^kwar instigated the said attempt to administer poison to Colonel 
Phayn;: 

And When3fis to instigate such attempt would b(i a high crime against Her 
Maje^sty the (Jueen and a brciicli of tlui condition of loyalty to tlio Crown under 
which Mulhar B.ao Gaekwar is recognized as ruler of tlic Baroda State, and more¬ 
over such an attempt would b(' an ae-t of hostility against tiu! British Guvernrnent, 
and it is necessary fully and jiublicly to en(|uiro into tin* trutli of the trhurge and 
to atVord lits Highiu^ss Mulhar ilao Gaekwar eveay opportunity of freeing himsidf 
from th(^ grave suspicion which attatilu's to him : 

And wh(*i*<^as in <‘,oiisequ(!iici5 llun*eof it is necessary t.n suspend Mulhar Rao 
Gaekwar fi'om the esciuase of jiower and to make other arrangcjnents for tin? 
lulniiuistratiou of tlui Baroda t^tate : 

It is henO)y notified that from this date the Viceroy and Governor-General of 
India in (Council temporarily assumes tin; administratioii of the Baroda State, and 
*l(d(^gatcs all tin; powtu's necessary for tltc conduct of tlio administration to tlu^ 
Ag(»!t to the Goyornor-Geuei'al and Special Commissioner at. Baroda. Tiu^ ad¬ 
ministration will be conduct<‘d, as i'ar ;is possible, in aeeordaucc witli tlu' iisagtfs, 
customs, and laws of the country. 

All Sirdars, Inaiiidaivs, /(‘miudavs, and inhaliitiiuts of the Baroda tciTitorh's, and 
all olficers and persons whatsoever in the civil and military service', of the Baroda 
State, or liable to be called tijion foj* such st'rvicc, are lurrediy requmid to submit 
to tbe authority of and render obedience to the said Agent to the Governor- 
General and Special Commissioner during such time as the State may he under 
tli(j administration of the British GoAuirnmcnt. 

Ill accordance with the gracious intimation made to the Princes and Child's of 
India that it is the desire of Her Majesty theQai'on that their Govormnouts sfiould 
ho pcrpiauatod, and the Ilcpresonkition and Dignity of their Houses sliould be 
continued, a Native Administration will bo rtnestabjlslu'd in such manner as may 
be dctt>riniiiod upon after the conclusion of the enquiry and afli-i* consideration of 
the results whieJi sucdi enquiry may idudt. 

By order of the Viceroy and Governor-General of India in Council. 

Port 'William, (Sd.) C. U. Aitcuison, ■ 

Tlie 13th January 1875. Secretary to the GoA ernmout of India. 


OrdeheI), that the foregoing Proclamation b(‘ published in the Gazelle of ladia^ 
and tliat a copy ho furnislied to all DepurtmentB of the. Governmenl ol' India; and 
to all Local Governments and Administrations, and Agents to tlni Goviirnor- 
Gcncral and l*olitical Officers under the Government of India for communication 
to tlie Princes and Itulers of Native States with whom they respectively have 
to do. 


Port WillLam, 

Tlio 13th January 1875. 


(Sd.) C. U. AiTcinsoN, 

Secretary to the Government of India. 




No. 11. 


No. 114A.P., aated Fort William, 33th January 1876. 


I^’rom C. U. Aitcjuson, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to th<i Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir L. Pklly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Govornor- 
Gciiciul, atid Special CoTninissionor, Baiwla. 


1 AM directed by His Excellency the Vujcroy and Governor-Gonoral in Council 
■io acknowledgt? re,(;(d])t of your h'tt<ir No. —t—, dat(»d 7th January 1876, sul)- 


initting the information olitniiu^d hy the Commissioiua* of Bombay Police ij* 
n'gard to the attempt to jtoisoti Colonel 11. Phay}’c, C.B., late Resident at Bamla, 
iogci.lMM' with Mr. Soiit(‘i'’s r(q)Oi4, the opinion Of tlu? Advocato-Geneml oi 
HoTril)ay, and your ow?i opinion on tlui ease. 

2. The. Oov(jn)or-(T(;u(*ral in Council lias eonsultcd tiie Law Officers of Goveni- 
rntnit at Calcutta on tin' <‘vi(hmeo which lias heen adduced to tlu^ effect that IJis 
Miglnn^ss Mulhar Bao Caekwar instigatfid Hu* atlenipt to administer p)ison to 
Coiorw^! Pliayn*. 

3. It is a niath'v of tlic de(‘]KJst regret to tiu' Governor-General in Council that 
so gnm' sus])!eion should lx* attached to the Gae'kM'ar’s naiiu*, and the GovcTUor- 
Graieral in Council eonsidf'rs it iie<‘cssary that the facts of the <*ast‘ as they 
aireel His Jlighness should he fully a»\d ]nihli(dy oiujuinid into, and that His 
Highness should be alVorded (*very opportunity of eh'aring iiiinself from tJie 
charge. 

4. As it is’impossible for the British Government to luaiiilain political relations 
with a, PriiKX* against whom tlunv* n.^sts tin* gmv(^ ehargi* of having instigated an 
attempt to ininxh'v th(‘ir rt‘])res(*M{ativo at his Court, tin* frcvornor-Chnieral in 
Council regi*(*ts that In* is nndta* the necessity of suspending His Jlighness Mulliar 
Hjm) Gacikwar from llu* exercisi^ of power and <>i' hanporarily assmning the 
administration of the lk‘n*oda, State. 

6. 1 accordingly t*nelose, for your information and guidance, a eojiy of a 
Proclamation which the GoA'ernoi-General in Council has d(d.('rniined to ])uhlish 
in. the GazefU* of Indio. The IVo(rlamatioTi has already Ixx'n sent to yon hy 
telegraph, with instructions that it should lx; earf'fully and a(xairat(jly translattxl 
into the vernacular language of the eonntry and pui)lished t hroughout the Baroda 
territories. 

0. As soon as the Proclamation is issiuxl the administration of the Baroda Stale 
will vest in you under the powers d4degntcd then'in, and you will take cm your 
own responsii)ilit.y all st{^ps u'liith may 1)0 necessary fo)- the preservation of ])(^aco 
and order and tlu^ duo (*xei*<as(^ of all the fniudions of Government in (wevy 


department. Matters in rega)-d tp wlueli it may he mux’-ssary or <lcsiral)io that 
you 'should obtain tln^ instructions (d the Govei'iimcui of India shou]<l he specially 


re]>ort.(xl to tins Ofliee, and 1 am ))arl,ieulnrly to rct|in*st that sue.h r(‘port may 1x5 
made before any imporlant clianges im‘ inii'oduetxl in advninistrntivf' measures or 
inachiiu^ry other Ilian thosi* reforms wUicli, in my h'tter to tin* Bouihay Govern- 
nieni. No. 1580l\, dah^d 25tl» -Inly 1874, wen*, ordered to he carried out consequent, 
on the report, of tlu! Baroda Coiniuissioii. 

7. It has alr(5ady been arraiigixl in (*ommuni(*ation with the Bombay Govern¬ 
ment to stix'-ngthen tin* fons^ at Uaroda by a strong wing of Europ(5an Infantry, 
one. lield battery of artiiler^^, and a battalion of Nativ<5 Infantry. These iroojis 
will probably be sufficient as a precaution against any disturbuiu5e of the peace. 
But it is essential to bavo a suffieienl. fojxx* i.o ]>r(*vent any disturbances, and if 
noAV or at any time you considei* it, ncci^ssai'y to liavc furihci* reinforcements, you 
ar<5 i'e([nested at onei* to apydy to tli<5 Bombay Goverum(5iit for them. Tbe 
Bombay Goverument, will 1x5 instrnett'R t,o eoniiily with any such requisition you 
may make. 

8. I iiavc; already t(5l(.5graplu*d to you to take stejis for the arrest of Mulliar Rfw> 
Gackivav ami his honourahl(5 couftiu^ment in one of liis jialaces, or, if that be 
tiiought an unsuiUhle place, in such otlior suitable building as you may consider 
most eonveuiont. At tlu5 time of his amjst His Highness slinukl bo informed of 
the. charge against liim. His Excellency in Council dosii'es tliat every considera¬ 
tion 1x5 shown 1.0 Mailhav Rao, and that his conliTU5nvcnt should not be stricter 
than may in your opinion ho ncc(!ssary to (5nsure tiic proper investigation of the 
eas(5 -wliieli will he condueted l>y a Commission to 1x5 appointed hereafter. When 
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before it either in person or by Coimsel. You wiE also afford him every oppor- 
toity for submitting to the Co mmis sion any statements or explauatioiiH ho may 
wish to make* and for bringing before the Commission any witnesses or evidonOo 
ho may desire to produce. You will further permit und(;r proper precjiutions any 
one to have access to llis Highness whom ho may wish to consult or to employ in 
the preparation of liis case. 

9. Oart^ should bo taken to pniveiit the Avitnessos from being tampered with, 
and generally such pn^eaulionary mousurcs should bo ailopted as yon jiuiy consider 
nciiCHsary to ensure! the ease bohig fdlly and fairly laid before the Commission. 

10. Th(! orders of Uis Excellency in Council relative to the eonstitiitiou and 
procedure of the Commission will he communicated to you h(ireaft(T. In tlu! 
ineantim(! I am to say that the Commissioner of Eomhay Polict! will, witli IJu! 
permission of His Excellency the Governor of Bombay in Council, carry on such 
further enquiries as may be necessary, and that, wliile every faisility is h> b<i giv<!u 
to the Gaokwar as above d(!S(^ribed lor laying Ids ease befor<! ttu' Commission, 
nevertheless, in the event of Mullia*' llao not availing himself of them, tin^ 
cm|uiries of the Commission will still proeeod, and the Govornmemt of India Avill 
take such action on their report, Jis t,h(i it'sults of tin* emjuiiy may jusi.ify. 

11. The ]^K!rsous more immediately concerned in the attempt to murd(!i* Coloru'l 
Phayri! will l)e d(!alt with hen'after. 

12. The veniiuiular pa^jcrs mark(!d Nos. 1 to 7 which .'uieomparded your letter 
under reply are herewith r(!turuod in original. 


No. 17 of 1875. 

GoVEltNMIONT OF 1 nI)IA, EoREIGN DePAK'I'MENT, POLITICAL. 

Mv Loud Marquis. Fort William, the 22rtd January ]S75. 

In continuation of our dospaieli, No. 11, dat(!d 15th instant, we have the, 
honour to forward, for tlie information of Her Majesty's Government, a furtlnr 
(loUection of papers* relating to the affairs of the Stati! of Baroda. * Nos. l 

* We have the honour to be, &c. 


No. 1. 

No. 7-28 dated Baroda, 7th January 1875. 

From Col. Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.S.L, Agent, Govemor-General, and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to Unuer Sechetart to Itic Government of Bom¬ 
bay, Political Departmeid. 

The Gov(!rnmen1, of India having telegraphed to me to send (stBiain docimumts 
of great inipoiianee (itoumicted with the rtx‘eiit attempt to [)oison tlu'lal.e Itesi- 
dent) t,o Calcutta by sp(!cial hand, it, occurred to me that the Nafesl. and geaernlly 
most complete manner of oheying this instruction would b(! to request, tli<' 
Commissioner of Polie(‘ hinis(!lf to taki' charge of the cloeumcmis, and thus Imi 
on llu! Hj!ut to submit any further infornuitioii winch tiu' Viceroy in Couiietl may 
require. 

2. Accordingly 1 have requ»!Ste(l Mr. 8outer to start heiu.H* lo-nutiTow mornirig 
diroed, for Calcutta, wh(!re ho will arrive on the night of Monday n(^xt. 

3. 1 trust that His Excellency in Ceundl will (tonenr Avith me in considering 
that the course adopted is the most advis;ibhs and that, the absencic of t he Com- 
missionor of Police from his own duties for a Jcav days )oug(!r may not prove 
inconvenient to His Excellency’s Govemme^nt. 


No. 2. 

No. lOB., dated Bombay Castle, 10th January 1875. 

Fn)m C. (jONNE, Esq., Secretary to the GovcTument of Bombay, Political Hepart.- 
ment, to Col. Sir Lewis Pkli,y, K.C.S.I., Agent, Govcmor-Goncral, and 
Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

T AM directed to acknowledge receipt of your letter No. 7-28, dated 7th ,lan- 
uaiy 1875, and with reference the 3rd paragraph to inform you that the coui'se 
adopted by you meets Avith tht! full approval of this Government,. 



2. j\ t tlic same time, with reference to paragrfmh 10 of the letter of the Govem- 
mriit of India, No. 25fi3P., dated the 25th November 1874,1 am directed by 
II is Excelieucy the Governor in Council to bring to your notice that no duplicate 
of your communication to the Government of India with enclosurcMi on this 
iin[)ortant subject has jis ytd. boon rectsivt^d by this Government, which thereby 
Aviil be prevented from oilering on it such obseiwatious us it might appear necessary 
to llis Excellency to make. 


No. 3. * 


No. 207P., dated Port William, 22nd January 1875. 

Prom C. U. Aitcuison, Esq., C.S.I., Sccrctaiy to the Governmemt of India, 
3'\)rcigu Department, to 0. GoNNJi, Esq., Scci*etary to the Government of 
Bombay, Political Department. 


1 

ol 


I AM directed by llis Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council 
o (explain tliat tin; noii-transmissioTi to the Bombay Government of a duplicate 
>1' Sir Lewis Pcdly's report on the recent atitmipt to poison Colonel Phayre is due 
1o tlie fact that Sir Lt'wis Pclly wrote ilic report in question under considerable 
diRicuUies. Tlu^ necessity for absolute sc(a’ecy and ilu! urgency of the communi¬ 
cation made tin? transmission of a copy im])racticabl('. Tin* greater part ol’ the 
report was written by Sir Lewis Pelly with his own hand. His hlxcel!(*ncy in 
Conne;ii is confident'that the Government^ of Bombay will aeknowledgi; the 
sulli(sieney of this explanation. 

2. Sir Jjewis Pi'lly has been autborized liy ieh'graph to communicate with 
Government during'tii(‘- present crisis in manner which may seem to him most, 
desintble, having reference to the urgency and seerccy of the matter involved. 


No. 4. 

No. (507, dated Bombay Cuslle, 27th Januaiy 1875. 

Prom C. Gonnk, Estp, Hccretary to the • GoviTiirnent of Bombay, to C. U. 
Aitciusox, Esq., C.8.I., 8(!cretavy to tlu! Government, ol* India, Foreign 
Deparlment. 

1 AM directed to aekn(>-vvledg(^ the receipt of yonr Icller No. 207P., dated 22nd 
Jauiuiry 1875, and with r(‘.feren<*e to the eoneludiiig sent(*.ne.e of paragnij>h 1, to 
express to yon, for llu* inforiuaiion <d the Govia-iuneiit of India, tlu^ satisfaidiou 
of His Exeellenev Uio Goveriior in Council with the explanation tlierein olTcred. 


No. 5. 

No. 854, (lattxl Bomliay Castle, Stli Fc^hruary 3875. 

« 

f’roMi C. Gonne, Esq., Secretiiry to the Government of Bombay, to C. U. 
Aitcuison, Esq., C.S.J., Secretary to the GovernnKint of India, Foreign 
Do])ariment. 

In my letter No. (507 of the 27th 5anuary i communicated the satisfaction 
■with which, under the pecmliai’ cii*cumstaiK*t*s ineutioued in paragraph 1 of your 
letter No. 207P. of the 22nd January, tiiis Ch)V(irnincnt had received the explana¬ 
tion which it contained. And ! am now directed to request that you will submit, 
to His Excellency the Vie(Toy in Council the inference which this Oovominent 
draws from the last, paragraph of the same letter, "s iz., that the lOtli and lltli 
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tlu*. aifairs of Baroda. 

2. ITis Excellency in Council fully admits that \i is tor the Government of India 
to regulate the proceedings of their own officer, while on the otlicr hand, he fixds 
no doubt, that ffis Excellency the Viceroy in Council will hold tiiis Government 
ahsolvi'd from any responsibility for the consequences of any action taken by them 
at the mmest of Sir L. Pelly on partial and imperfect, information. 



8. I am also to take this opportt^ty of aeknowledgmg the rooebt of No. 118P., 
dated 14th ultimo, “ copy of the above forwarded to the Government of ^mbay 
“ for information,” From whicli it appears that Sir L. Pelly has b^ien requested 
to report ”who are the surviving representatives of the Gaekwar*# house, imxt 
“ what are their respective claims to be selected to rule the 3cir^ State in the 
” event of Mulhar Bac Gaekwar being permanently set aside,’* and also to submil 
“ any remarks or suggestions he may desire to make as to the in ^hioli 

“ a native administration should be re-established at Baroda.” 

4. His Excellency in Council hopes he may be permitted to ask whether this 
" oopr ” hw been forwarded simply for ” the information ” of this Government, 
or whether it was intended to invito their observations on the subjects adverted to. 

6. He would be glad to learn whether, as Sir L. Pelly lias heon relieved from 
the obligation to furnish copies, any opportunity will bo afforded to this Govern¬ 
ment for offering observations on tlie proposes he may moke for the future 
administration of the territories of the Gaekwar. 


No. 6. 

No. 601P., dated Fort William, 17th February 1876. 

From C. TJ. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to C. Gonne, Esq,, Secretary to the Government of 
Bombay. 

I AM directed to acknowledge the I'eceipt of your letter No. 864, dated 8th 
instant, regarding the position of the Bombay Government in respect to corre¬ 
spondence on the subject of the administration of affairs at Baroda. 

2. His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council desires me to 
explain that the instructions convoyed in paragraphs 10 and 11 of my letter 
No. 2563P., dated 25tli November last, have undergone no material alteration. 
As therein stated His Excellency in Council will be glad to receive from the 
Government of Bombay such observations as lliat Government may desire to 
make upon the communications submitte^d to them by tJie Agent to the Governor- 
General and Special Commissioner,, and to take advanta^ of the advice and 
jissistanco of the Bombay Government in the matters specified in those paragraphs. 
Only in exceptional case-s has Sir Lewis Pelly been authoriKed to depart from the 
order directing him to send duplicates of his letters to the Government of Bombay. 
It will therefore be seen that the orders of the Govenunont of India, No. 207, 
dated 22nd January Iasi, have b<H!n misapprehcndi^. It was not intended that 
the 10th and lltli paragraphs of the former letter No. 2663P, of 25tli November 
last should be thereby supei*seded, except in so far as the urgency and secrecy of 
the raattdr involved might render necessary in any particular case a departure 
from the instructions communicated in those paragi’aphs. To prevent mistakes 
Sir Lewis Pelly will be so informed. 

3. His Excellency in Council desires that in case of any request being made by 
Sir Lewis Pelly, the Government of Bombay may, in that as in other matters, 
exercise their judgment as to acting on the reqjuestor not, and that if in the opinion 
of the Government of Bombay the information furnished to them is insufficient, 
they will request Sir Lewis Pelly to furnish such further explanation as thev mav 
wish to receive. 

4. With reference to the three last paragraphs of your letter under reply, I am 
to inform you that the copy of the letter to Sir Lewis Pelly therein refenod to was 
forwarded in oi'der that the Government of Bombay miglit know that His 
Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council had calked for certain 
information and opinions from Sir Lewis Pelly, who will be instructed to send a 
copy of his reply to the Government of Bombay. The Gk)vemor-General in Council 
will then b(; glad to receive such observations as His Excellencsy the Governor of 
Bombay in Council may wish to make upon Sir Lewis Polly’s letter, which should, 
of course, be considered as strictly confiaontial. 
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GOVBBKIOSITT OF IkBIA, PoREIGK DEPARTMENT, PoiiriTCAIi. 

Mt Lord MARQtTifl, Port Williftm, the 22d January 1875, 

In oontimiation of onr despatch No, 17, of this day’s ^te, have the 
honor to forward copies of papers j^fporting the progress of affairs at Baroda sinoo 
we assumed the temporary administration of the Gaekwar’s territories. 

2. We are of opinion that the proceedings of Sir Lewis Pelly under the difficult 
circumstances in which he was placed haye been charaoternsed throughout by 
great firmness, tact, and good judgment, and that he is entitled to the cordial 
thanks of Government. 

3. It is satisfactory to find tliat the arrest of the Gaekwar and the assumption 
of the administration by the British Govemmont created less excitement lit 
Baroda tlian wo anticipated. The assurance we have given of the restoration of 
a Native Administration has b(icn received hy all edasses with satisfaction, 

4. In our letter to Sir Lewis Polly of the 15th instant, Your Lordship will find 
a statement of the ohargos which we have framed against Mulliar llao Gaekwar. 
A copy of those (‘hargos and of tlio evidemoe on- which they rest lias been com¬ 
municated to him. The arrangements for the appointment of the Commission to 
investigate the charges arc in progress and will be reported in due <x)urso when 
completed. 

We have the honour to be, &c., 


No. 1. 

No. 124 P., dated Fort William, 14th January 1875. 

From C. U. Aitcuison, Bsq., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department, to C. Oonne, Esq., Secrotary to the Government of Bombay. 

1 AM directed to state, for the information of His Extielleney tlie Governor 
of Bombay in Council, that the Government of India will appoint a Commission 
for the investigation of the case against His llighness Mulhar Eao Gaekwar. 

2. The Commission will r(H|uire an efficient Secretary well acquainted with the 
Guzeiatce and Mahrattee languages, and I am to rcqiujst that His Excc'Ileney in 
Council will be pleased to noudiiute, for tJic aj)proval of the Governor-General in 
Council, an officer of the Bombay Ser\d <!0 for this duty, 

3. The Governor-General in Countdl desires that the prosecution of the case on 
behalf of the Government of India sliould ho entrusted to the Advocate-General 
of Bombay. He will he allowed a Junior Counsel to assist him. The Governor- 
General in Council is of opinion that the J uuior Counsel would most suitably be 
taken from the Bombay Civil Service, an officer accustomed to deal with legal 
questions.being selected. This, however, will ho left to the Governor in Council 
to arrange in communication with tlie Advocate-General. 

4. Tlie expenses of the Commission will be home by the Government of India, 
the question of recovering them from the Baroda State being left for consideration 
hcreafte, 1 am, however, to request that tlio recommendations of the Bombay 
Government may bo submitted as to the T)ay and allowances to be granted to the 
Secretary to the Commission and to the lunior Counsel and the remuneration to 
be given to the Advocate-General. 


No. 2. 

No. 150 A.P., dated Fort William, 16th January 1876. 

• (Confidential.) 

From C. U. Aitchison, Esq.* C.8.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Govcirnor-General, 
and Special Comiqissiouer in B^da. , 

In continuation of my letter No. 114 A.P., dated I3th January 1876, 1 am 


imputed to His Highness Mulhar Gaidikwar which will be enquired into by 
the Special Conunission to be appointed Goyfiffnor-Gener^ of India in 

2. I am to request that you will send a -copy of tho depositions enclosed ih 
Mr. Souter*B report and of these diaiges to His Highness the Gadswar with a 
letter informing him that you furnish him with a copy of the statements made to 
the Government of India whereon they have acted a^inst him; that such stoto- 
ments speak for themselves; but that for His Highness* hotter information you 
send a paper showing the offences which tho Government of India are lea to 
impute to His Higimess, and as to wliicli they will direct a Commission to 
enquire; tliat His Highness will receive the earliest possible information of the 
day on which the Commission will sit; hut that as you are at present advised. 
His Highness must expect it to commence on 18th February. 

3. Hencefoiward you will conduct the prooeodiogs yourself, with such advice 
as the staff placed at your disposal by the Oovem^nt of Bombay may aflbrd you. 
The Bombay Government have been asked to arrange with the Advocate-General 
at Bombay for the pi’osetmtion of the case. A copy of this communication will 
also be sent to the Bombay Government, but you should at once let tho Advocato- 
General know direct from yourself what has been done by way of giving notice 
to Mulhar Bao Gaekwar. The Bombay Government will he roquestt;d to infom 
the Advocate-General that he will be h)oked to as the principal adviser with 
respect to the enquiry. 

k As the enquiry will bo one of political and not of purely legal origin, and 
the results will be of a polith^al and not a legal character, the iise of legal temis 
has been avoided in framing th*5 heads of charge, and it will be advisable to avoid 
them throughout. In all the procceding'i the use of popular expressions is to bo 
preferred to legal ones. 


(a.) 

Offences imputed by tho (Jovisunment of Indja to Hjs IIkjhnrss MuIjTIAU Rao GAEKWAR,an<l 

to be fin((uire{l int(» by Special CoinioiflHion. 

I. That the said Mulhar Rao Gaekwar did by liia Agents and in ^HJi-son hold stjcrot couiinum- 
cations for improper ]>urp03c8 with some of tho sei’vants employed by Colonel Phayre, the 
Resident at Baroda, or at^ched U) the Residency. 

II. That tho said Muiliar Rao Gaekwar gave bribes to some of those servauts or caused such 
bril)es to be given. 

HI. That his purposes in holding such communications and giving such bribes were to use 
tho said servants as spies u])on Colonel Phayre, and thereby improperly to obtain infonnation 
of seci'ets, and to cause iqjuiy to Colonel Pliayi*e, or to it^inove him by means of poison. 

IV. That in fact an attempt to poison Colonel Phayre was made by pei*8on8 instigated thereto 
by the said Mulhar Bao Gaekwar. 


No. 24 of 1875. 

• 

Government op Inijia, Foreign Department, Political. 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 29th January 1875. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 18, dated 22d instant, wc have the 
honor to forward, for the information of Her Majesty’s Government, a further 
collection of correspondence* rdatiug to the affairs of the Baroda State, and details 
of the arrangements made for the enquiry into the ch^os against Mulhar Bao 
Gaekwar. 

We have the honour to be, &c. 


*Nos.l 
to 8. 


No. 1. 


^ No. 328, dated Bombay Castle, 16th January 1875. 

From C. Gk)NNB, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to 0. TJ. 
Aitchison, Esq,, C.SJ., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department. 


AnvEUTiNG to your telegram to the address of the Govemor-Generars Agent 

and Special Commissioner, Baroda, dated the, 
14th instant, I am directed to forward here¬ 
with, for the information of the Government 
of India, copy of the proceedings of tliis 
Government as noted on the margin connected 
with the impounding of all the books, moneys, 
&c., belonging to the Baroda State, found in the shop ot* Nursoedass Luxmeedass, 
situated in the New Cloth Market, Bombay. 


(o.) Wttmuit to Deputy Commlsiiooer of Police, 
RombAy, dated 14th January 1675. 

(6.) l.ietter from Deputy OommiHimner of Police, 
No. 189, dated 15th idem. 

(e.) Letter to Govemor-Cienerars Af^nt iinri 
Hpeoial CommitHuoner, Rarodtt, No. dated 
the IGth January !875. 


(a.) 

Warrant. 

To A Edointon, Esq., Deputy Commissioner of Polioo and Officiating Commissioner of 

Police Bombay. 

You are hereby required, for reasons deeply affecting the interests of the British Govern¬ 
ment, to take such Constables and otlier persons to your assistance as you may deem necessary, 
and forthwith to take possession of the shop of Nurseedass Luxmeedass situated in the New 
Cloth Market, Bombay, and of all its contents, including such books, correspondence, {mpers, 
notes, and moneys as may be found therein. You are to place seals on all boxes, cupboards, 
and other receptacles in the said shop, and to guard the same in the said shop until further 
orders of OoveinmoDi 

By order of His Excellency the Governor in Council, 

(Signed) F. S. Chapman, 

Bombay Castle, Chief Secretary to Government. 

The 14th January 1875. 



No. 189, dated Bombay, 15th January 1875. 

From Frank Henry Souter, Esq., C.S.L, Commissioner of Police, Bombay, to F. S. Chap¬ 
man, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government of Bombay. 

I HAVE the honor to report that, in accordance with the directions contained in your 
warrant of yesterday's date to iny address, 1 took possession yeaterilny afternoon of the shop 
of Nurseed^s Luxmeedass, situated at the New Cloth Market, and of all its contents, in¬ 
cluding the books, corre8]>ondence, papers, notes, and moneys connected witli two firms 
carrying on business therein, and belonging to the Baroda State, and tirading under the 
names of Nurseedass Luxmeedass and Parwuttee Kanth respectively, and 1 duly locked up 
and placed under seal the rooms, safes, and boxes containing the said l>ook8, correspondence, 
and valuable property. 

2. As information will probably be reijuired from the Moonims of the said firms, their 
assistants and servants, relative to tlie transactions and affairs thereof, I have, under 
certain restrictions^ permitted them to continue the occupation of the said shop and the 
dwelling rooms att<mhed thereto, pending the receipt of special instructions from Government 
on this head. 

3. Tile bullion, cash, and notes, &e., of the said firms now under seal and in charge of the 
])olice are said to be of the value of six lakhs of rujiees or thereabouts; and I have arranged 
that one European and two Nativo Constables by day, and one European and three Native 
Constables by night, shall be constantly on guard over the same. 

4. As the services of all these PoHeemen cannot be conveniently spared from their ordinary 
duties, 1 bog that 1 may, as a temporary rneasure, be permitted to entertain five additioniu 
Constables at an extra charge of B^pees 11 each, or Bupees 55 per mensem, in lieu of tlH»e 
now employed as abo've staM. 

5. In consideration of the nature of the said property, its great value, and the comparative 
insecurity of the rooms which it is now sealed up. 1 beg respecj^fully to express the hope 
that early arrangements may be rat&G to relieve the Police from their present responsibilitieH 



auiDi 


Bv order of OoTenunent of India I have ait- 
ea admiiuatrutioii of Baroda State. 1 request 


measures be taken to leoure accounts, books^ end 
property of Khemchuod’s shop in the New Market, 
they being property of Gaekwer State.” 


, (A) 

No. 322, dated Bombay CMle, Idib Jiui^uary 1675. 

From C. Gonne, Esq., Secretary to the OoTermnent of Bombay, to Colonel ^ I 4 , FXLtT, 
KC.S.T., Agent, QoTemor-Geneial, and Special Commuaioner, Baroda. 

Advebtino to your telegram dated the 14th instant (copy on the margin for ready 

reference), 1 am directed to forward to you copy ^ 
a letter from the Deputy Commissioner of 
Bombay, in charge, No. 189, dated the 15th idem, 
reporting hia having taken posBession of the shop in 
Bombay belonging to the Bmda State, trading under 
the namra of Nurseedaas Luxmeedae and Parwuttee Kanth respectively, and of all ite 
contents, including books, moneys, &o. 

2. ^ In forwarding tills letter, 1 am desired to state that for the reasons given by Mr. Edginton 
in bis last paragraph, Government have ordered the removal to the Castle for safe deposit of 
the safes afid receptacles containing notes, bullion, or currency, with instructions that the 
seals placed on them should be carefully examined by the officer into whose charge they are 
delivered and by the Deputy Commingioner of Police at the time of deliveiy. 

3. Government have also snnctjjoned the entertainment of the extra force of Police, applied 
for by Mr. Edginton, to watch the premises of Nnrseedass Luxmeodass, the cost being 
eventually recovered as an Imperial chaise. 

4. The Moonims and clerks of the firms have been directed to remain in the shop pending 
your orders. 

5. I am to request that you will be so good as to inform Government what further steps 
you wish to be taken with reference to 5iis property, as also of your wislies regarding the 
Moonims and others. 


No. 2. 

No. 229 P., dated Port William, 23d January 1875. 

Prom C. U, Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Poreign Department, to C. Gonne, Esq., Secretary to the Government of 
Bombay. 

In reply to your letter No. 323, dated 16th instant, 1 am directed to state 
that His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council approves of 
the prompt action of the Bombay Government as therein reported. 


No. 3. 

No. 336, dated Bombay Castle, 16th January 1875. 

Prom C. Gonne, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Bombay, to C. U. 
Aitohison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department. v- 

Beeebbing to your telegram to Colonel Sir L. Pelly, dated 14th instant, 

(».)F«.mGoven.mcotSoUcitor.Ku.;o,d.uki directing legal steps to be taken to impound 
i9Ui Jttnuar/1875. all monoys 01 the Graekwar in any bank in 

C6.) Pruft not&omtiuD. Bombay, I am directed to forward herewith, 

for the information of His Excelleilcy the Viceroy and Governor-General in 
Council, copies of the documents marginally noted, showing wliat has been done 
by this Government in consequence of the receipt of the above orders of the 
Government of India. 

2. With reference to the last sentence of the Government Solicitor’s letter, 
I am to state that the Notification has been signed by the Chief Seoretaiw to 
the Government, and that in addition to publication in a Government Gamte 
T Extraordinary,* copies have been sent to all 

‘ mnwy. principal Banks. A Guaemthi translation 

has also been published and circulated to the Native Bankers in Bombay and 
in Surat. 


(«*) 

Frbm B. V. HViJiNf Esq.,. Solicitor to Qovemmeatf to Secretabt to the GotbbnH£N7 

REFEKKiNO; tD yoBT letter No. 204, dated the 14th instant, I have the honor to state that 
in the abit^ROe of precise information os to the money in question and the places where they 
are deposited, no legal proceedings can bo taken in the matter. 

2. The-only Rtep'whleh can be taken is to give public notice to all bankers and others to 
retain and Vendor anaccount^ all such money and valuables as are in their possession; and 
I have the honor’to enclose a form of Notincation in this behalf, wliich I would suggest 
should be published in an Extraordinary issue of the Government Gazette at once. 

3. In the absence of instructious as to the authority by which the Notification should be 

f ublished, I havtJ dri^i it up for publication by order of the Governor of Bombay in Council, 
think it right to ask attention to this point. 


Dated 36tb January 1875. 

Notification. 

WHftRBAS by a Proclamation made and ])ublished by order of the Viceroy and Governor- 
General of India in Council, ou the 14tli day of January' instant, after reciting that for the 
reasons therein stated it was necessary to Suspend His 1 Liglmess Mnlhar Rao Gaekwar from 
the exercise Vif power, and to niake othdr arrangements for the administration of the Baroda 
State, it was notified Uiat fr<jm. the date of the said Proclamation tlui Viceroy and Governor- 
General in Council temporarily assumed the administration of tlic Bai’oda State, and delegated 
all the powers necessary for the conduct of the axlministration to the Agent of tlie Governor- 
General and Special Commissioner at Baroda. And whereas money, securities for money, 
jewels, and other valuahie pro|>erty have from time to time been remitted and sent from 
Baroda and deposited in Bombay and other [ilaces by or on behalf of His said Highne.ss 
Mulhor Rao Gaek'vrar, and taich moneys, securities, jewels, ami other valuable property arc 
daimed by the Viceroy and Governor-General of India in Council as the property of the 
Baroda State: It is hereby notified that oil Bankers, Shroff, and other persons with whom 
such moneys, securities, jewels, and valuables have been at any time or are now deposited 
are required to retain the same on behalf of the Agent of the Governor-General and Special 
CommisBiouer at Baroda, and fortliwith to rtmdor 'an account thereof to the said Agent, and 
Hiat any Banker, Shroff, or other person making default herein will be held responsible and 
brought to account for such default. 

By order of the Governor of Bombay in Council, 

(Signed) V. S. Chapman, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 


No. 4. 

No. 230 P., dated Port Williain, 23d January 1875. 

Prom C. n. AiTCHisoN, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Gkivemment of India, 
Poreign Department, to 0. Gonne, Esq., Secretary to tlio Governinont of 
Bomimy. 

Ik reply to your letter No. 336, dated 16tli instant, 1 am directed to state 
that His Excellency tbe Viceroy and Governor-General in Council approves of 
the arrangements made by the Bombay Government to carry out the wishes of 
the Government of India that all monies belonging to the Gaekwar of Baroda 
in any Bank in Bombay should be impounded. 


No. 6. 

No. 22-81, dated Baroda, I7th January 1875. 

Prom Colonel Sir L, Pellt, ^C.S.I., Agent, Oovcmor-Goneral, and Special 
Coipmissicmer,; Baroda, to -C. U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
GovenuTient ^ India, Fpreign .Itepartmont. 

BETXaaiKG to the of the iSth instant, 1 have the honor to 

enclose a copy of instructions ‘which 1 have issued to the Officer Commanding 
the Field Force at Baroda concerning tlio precautions to be taken in respect to 





I enclose also a list of the personal'attendants I 
about him, 14 in number. He‘I'pish^ lbr attends as per second list enclosed, 
a list very characteristic of the author. * 

Mulhar Rao Gaekwar was very,desirous thkt iho four std^-tellew'should be 
left to hint, also four Doctors, and a brace of barbers. ' J , i 

But I considered one b^ber, one story-tcdler, and Dr. Seward sufStswint. 

I have declined to allow him to be saluted anywhere. 

It was sugg(!sted that he should be guard^ by his own Sirdars instead of 
by our 7th Royal Fusiliers. I informed Malhar Roo Gaekwar that I deemed 
Ids life safer in the hands of British soldiers than in those of his own nobles, and 
I explained to the Sirdars that Her Majesty’s 7th Royal IhiaiKers enjoyed the 
privileffe of guarding the person of Her Majesty tho Queen at Windsor. 

Mulhar Rao Gaekwar is mdet; and constantly btig^g for advice in regard 
to selection of Counsel. 1ms I cannot give. But I believe Mr. Shantaram 
Narrayen from Bombay will arrive in Baroda this evening. I understand 

()rPie.,iorint.,eHighCo..r.._(Sd.) L.p. Shantaram N^ayen *0 be an able and 

^ . experienced Barrister,* and I have explained 
to Mulhar Rao Gaekwar that if ho should wish for the services of an English 
Solicitor and an English Barrister, lie is at liberty to call for them. 


(^■)- 

No. 67, dated Baroda, 14)th January 1875, 

From Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.L, Agent, Governor-General, and Sf)Ocial Commissioner, 

Baroda, to OrFiCEit Commandjno, Baroda. 

His HigbncBK the Gaekwar having thin morning been placed in honorable confinement in 
confi^rmity with the orders contained in the pr<»clamafcion of his Excellency the Viceroy and 
Oovernor-Oonoral of India in Council, f have the honor to rtHjuost that you Will cauw a 
guard of British soldiers uu<l(^r a Commissionod Ofticor to guard the house, known as the 
Brigadier H house, when^in H is Highness is accommodated. The inKtructions of the Qoveminent 
of India are that His Highness shall bo afforded every facility for consulting Counsel, and that 
under [precaution’other pert^ns wishing to visit Hie Highness for the'purpose of assisting him 
in preparing his defence may be permitted access to him. 

His Highness will bo allowed a personal establishment, the list of which 1 wijl forward to 
you so soon as it may be <!omplcted. 

All poT-Hons other than those desiring to visit His Higlmess in connection with his case are 
U) be excluded. 

No [person of whatsoever description is to bo allowed access to His Highness, unless he 
cOTKioB provided with a pass signed either by myself or by one of the Assistants to tho Agent 
to the Governor-General. 

Dr. Seward, the Residency Surgeon, will roside in the [premises with His Highness, and 
in any emergency regarding oriungementa for His lligbiiess, the Officer in Command of the 
guards should refer to Dr. Soward. An int<*.rproter is attached to Dr. Scwpvrd. 

His Highness is to be treated with every consideration,Wd his continemont is not to be 
stricter than is necessary to secure a [proper investigation of Ids case. 

Should His Ulgluieas wish to take carriage exercise, he will be permitted to do so within 
camp limits, but he must bo accompanied in the carriage eith(‘/r by Dr. Seward or some other 
Commissioned Officer, who will take all necessary precaution about commimicaCion. 

The personal establishment of His Highness must remain on the premisos and not be allowed 
to quit them. 

The establishment must be jnustei’ed from time to time by Dr. Seward, who will satisfy 
himself that no change takes place in the persmmel without tny sanction. 

Provision brought from the town for His Highness must pass by the gate fronting towards 
tho Residency, the provisions will be handed by the parties bringing them to one of the 
personal establishment whom the Gaekwar with Dr. SewanFs approval may 'depute to receive. 
The transference of the provisions will have place in the pi-esence of the Officer Cominanding 
the guard and of the interpreter. The. parties will not be allowed to communicate ^ directly 
with the establishment. Any orders in respect of provisions must be given throu|^ the 
interpreter, who will limit the conversation strictly to arrangements for prpvisions, 


I 


ac* ^ 


. , i 


Liflfc of Attendaat^ Servante, to to wmwn with His Highness Uvimasl Rao as proposed by 

His Highness hiniseli 

Pipe bearers and bath attendants - 
Medicine servers - 

Cooks - . - - - 

Men in waiting . - - - 

Privy attendants . - - 

Jamdars (valets) 

Jasoods or messengers - - - 

Chobdars or« Heralds 

Brahmins, via., spiritual adviser, almoner, alms distributors, and 


mendicants - - - - - - -5 

Mussulman, Parses, and Hindoo Doctors - - - - 4 

Mussalchees, torch bearers or lamp trimmers - - - - 2 

Hujam or barbers - - - - • - 2 

Kamatees or men of all work - - - - - 4 

Bath •water-carriers - --- - - - -4 

Table companions, gentlemen in waiting, story-tellers, &c. - - 10 

Interpreter - - - - - - -1 


68 

(Signed) Lewis Pelly, Colonel, 

Baroda, Agent, Qovemor-Oeneral, and Special Coramisstoner, 

l7tl] January 1875. ^ administering the Baroda State. 


No. 

- 5 
. 5 

- 5 

- 6 
- 8 
- 2 
• 4 
- 2 


List of Attendants, Servants, &;c., to remain with His Highness Mueha.r Kao as sanctioned 
by the Agent, Governor-Geueial, and Special Commissioner administering the Baroda 
State. 

No. 


Pipe bearer and bath attendant - 
*lncladinf; fCooks . - - 

W “men. IMen in waiting - 

Pnvy attendant and story-tellers 
(/hobdars or Heralds 
Brahmin _ - - 

Dr. Seward . - . 

Muasalchee, or torch bearer 
Barber - - - - 

Interpreter with Dr. Seward 



1 

3 

3 

2 

2 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 


Total - 16 


Baroda, 

The 17th January 1875. 


(Signed) Lewis Pelly, Colonel, 
Agent, Govemor-Qeneral, and Special Commissioner 
administering the Baroda State. 


No. 6. 

No. , dated. Baroda, 20th January 1875. 

P’rom Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, E.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner, Baroda (Confidential), toC. TJ. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.L, 
Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your confidential letter of the 
15th, instructing mo on various points connected with the approaching Special 
Commission, and enclosing also a list of oifences imputed by the Government 
of India to His BLighneas Mulhar Eao Gaekwar and to be enquired into by the 
Special Commission. 

1 shall endeavour to cany oiit these instructions in a satisfactory manner. 

1 beg to enclose a copy of a letter which I have addressed to the Advocate- 
General of Bombay consequent on receipt of yours of the 15th, also English 
version of a yad which I^havo iddressed to His Highness Mulhar Bao Gaekwar. 

I have selected convenient pemises in Camp for the sittings of the Special 

CnTnuninsinn. fKa rkMimifioa fwA o/l-iArtnnf. Vnm»o1«\-nra 



h a laarg© Lmm surrounded by olosets su£b9d>le for olerks and witiumses; the other 
bungalow I have placed at the disposed of thc.lcader in "the prosecution. 

I am takmg every practicable precaution for preventing 'the witnesses being 
tampered with. The principal witnesses are in Berate rooms having each only 
one entry over which an English sentry stands by day and tw-o sentries by night. 
No native is allowed to speak to br even see the witnesses. Their food is 
brought to within a convenient distance by thoir own people, and is thm 
received by a Policeman who inspects it and passes^it to the door of the 
apartment. 

I am in expectation of receiving some minor corroliorative evidence in 
respect of the purchase and pounding of the diamonds that were mixed "with 
the powder. 

P.S. —21st January 1875. The Police Commissioner informs mo, and I 
understand from other sour<;es, that both tln^ military and other classes are still 
in doubt as to wluithor Mulhar llao may not retuin to the gu(ld(*c. llencc they 
are cautious in his regard, and arc sliy of giving evi(lon<?o. TIic qm^stion they 
ask is are you sure that Mulhar Eao will not return P 


(a,) 

No. , dated Batoda, 19th fTanuury 1875. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, K.(\S.f., Agent to the (joviTnor-Geueral and Special Oom- 

inissioner, Btiroda, to Advocatk-Okneuai., Boiubay, 

I HAVE the lionor of enclosing to you a ooiifidenthil despatch wdiicli I have to-night 
received from the Secretary to the Government of India, dated the loili instant, tiuusmitting 
the Htuteinent of offences imputed to His Highness Mulhar Kao Qaekwar wliich will be 
enquired into by the Special Commission to be «.ppointe<l by the Governor-General in 
Council. 

Your recent visit to Bamda has already placed you in pofiKcssion of the evidence in the 
cose, and you will learn that henceforward I am to conduct the prot^eedlngs In the case with 
such advice as the staff placed at my disposal and the Gov<iriiinent of Bonify may afford me. 
Further that the Bombay GovorniueTit are requested to inform tbc Advocate-General that he 
will be looked t(» as tbc principal lulviser with respoct to the enquiry.- * 1 gather from your 
telegram that a retainer has been given to llr. inverarity as Junior in tlie cose. 

Should you wish for further aid you will favor me with intiuiatiou and secure such aid and 
in such manner as you mayvleem best. 

A second enclosure to my ))resent letter contains an enumeration of the charges which will 
be preferred against Hi.s Highness Mnlhar Kao Gaekwar. 

1 have no intinmtion as to the date on which the enquiry will commence beyond that which 
is contained in my cnclosuin in its second paragraph. 

But 1 should be glad at your earliest convenience to receive udvic(5 as to the manner in 
wliich the proceedings should be conducted, and on this subject I should wish to confer witli 
you |»ersonally if you can make it convenient to meet me at Baroda, or failing this in such 
other manner as you may deem advisable. 

I shall communicate with His Highness to-morrow morning as directed in the second 
paragraph of the letter of the (Jovernment of India. 

His Uighnuss has intimated to me that he has appointed Mr. Shautaram Narayeu Ids 
Vakeel, and I understand that Mr. Shantaram who waa yesterday in Baroda returned to-day 
to Bombay with a view to retain Counsel. 

( 6 .) 

1 

No. , dated Baroda, 20th January 1875. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Ooveruor-Gencml and Special Com¬ 
missioner administering the Baroda State, to His Highness Maharaja Muluau Rao 
Gakkwak Sena Khaskhel Shumsheu Bahadoor, Baroda. 

Under instmetiona from His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council I 
have the honor to forward a copy of the statements made to the Government of India whereon 
they have acted against Your iliglme89, and to state that such statements speak for them¬ 
selves. For Your Highness' better information, however. I send a paper showing the offences 
which the Govemment of India are led to impute to Your Highness, and as to which they 
will direct a Commission to enquire : Your Highness will receive! tlie eariiest possible informa¬ 
tion of the day on which the Commission will sit. 

Your Highness having intimated to me that you have engaged tlie services of Mr. Slmn- 
taram Narayen, and have instruoted him to retcun one or more English BaiTisters, 1 qnclpso 
the appendi^ charges .and statements in the English language, os I it would be more 

oonvenieut to your Counsel to peruse these documents in En^sh than in Midiratta. 





'No. 7. 

Ko, 873, dated Bombay Castle, 18th Janoaiy 1876. 


' ra 


From C. GoiSriflii Esq,, SecretaTy to the Government of Bombfty; to C. IJ. 
ArrcHisON, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department. * 


I AM directed to acknowledge the rtsceipt of your letter dated the l^tli instant. 
No. 124 P., ooimected With the Commission to he appointed for the investigation 
of tlio case against His Highness Mulliar Eao Gaekwar, and to state, with 
ro&reacc to the request contained in paragrapli 2, that the name of a suitable 
SotTetary to the Commission will bo shortJy submitlod, with the recommendation 
oi' this Government, for the approval of the Govemor-General in Council. 

2. As Junior Counsel to conduct the prosecution of the case, I am dcsirod 
to recommend strongly, for the consideration of tiro Govcimment of India, the 
name of Mr. J. D. Invcrarity, B.A., L.L,B., Barristcr-at-Law, and to suggest 
tlu) advisability of attruihing an Assistant Judge conversant with Guzerathoe, 
whoso name will hereafter, should this course be aiiproved, bi; submitted for tin; 
(onsidcration of His Excellency the Viceroy in Council. 

;i. The recommendations of this Govenunent as to the amount of remurH^ration 
wliicb should be given to the Advoiiate-Geneml and to Mr. lnv(*rarity, in the 
event of his ireiug appoinhsd as Junior Counsel, will he submitted shortly. 


No. 8. 

No. 273 P., dated Fort William, 27tli January 1876. 

From F. Henvky, Esq., Officiating Undcr-Sccretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to C. Gonne, Esq., StKjretary to the (jovtumment of 
“ fiomi^y. 

In reply to your letter No. 373, daletl 18th instant, I am directed to state 
that His Excelldbcy the Viceroy and Governor-General in- Council approv(*K 
of the proposal therein made to entertain Mr. J. D. Invcrarity as Junior Counsel 
to conduct the prosecution of the case against Mulhar E^U) Gaekwar, and lo 
attach an Assis^t Judge conversant with Guzerathee for the purposes of the 
prosecution. 


• Nos. 1 
toll. 


No. 32 of 1876. 

Goveunment (»f India, Foreign Dbt'AUTment, 

(POLinOAIi.) 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, ilic 5th February 1876, 

In continuation of our*dt!8];>atch No. 24, daW 29th ultimo, W(i have the 
honor to transmit, for t.he information of Her Majosiy’s Government, additional 
papers* showing the prognjss of affairs in the Bai'oda State, and tjouiaining further 
particulars connected with the aj)proaching investigation into the charges against 
Mulhar Rao Gaekwar. 

We have the honor to be, &c. 


No. 1. 

No. , dated Baroda, 20tb January 1876. 

(Confidential.) 

From Colonel Sir^L. Pelly, K.O.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and Special 
Commmoner administering Baroda State, to C. U. Aitohison, Esq., C.S.I., 
Secretary to the (JoYcmi^ent of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE the honor to ioknowledge the receipt of your ooniidential l^te, 
rtf which the date was to l)i filled in hereafter, ennoeming the arrest of His 
Ifighness Mulhar Bao, and tlib transference of the administration of the Ba^a 



V! •Hs ; 


I have alr^y telegraphed my prooeediags from day to day, and copea of 
those ielegrains are now eadosed. , 

1 also a summary of proceedings drawn up by my Native Assiatet. 

Mr. Manibhm, who has been of much vm to me since 1 arrived in Barpda^ 

My letter of the 17th instant has already informed you of the armngemehts 
made regarding the Qaekwar. A bettOr man than l)r. Seward could not possibly 
be found for the work, and his premises are spacious and the apartments well 
furnished. 

In another letter going by this post I have submitted further details oonceming 
the protection of witoessen. 

Summary of procoedingB drawn up by Mr. Manibhai, Native Assistant to the Agent to the 
Oovemor-Geuera] and Hpeuial Commissioner ^ministering the Baroda State 

Wednesday, 13th January 1875.—^This evening a tel.^*aphic despatch was received irom 
the Foreign Office, Calcutta, communicntiug the instructions of the Ooverntnent of India a« to 
the course to be pursued for bringing His Highness Maharaja Mulliar Kao to justice for Ins 
alleged complicity in the recent attempt to poison the late llesident, Colonel Phayre. The 
Agent to the Governor-General and Special Commissioner was pi*e8ent at the Telegraph Office 
while the above message was.in course of communication. Tlio Notification which it onclc*sed 
temponirily vested in the Agent to the Govemor-Geneml and Special Commissioner the 
administration of the Baroda Sbite, and it w»w important to explain fully to the ]>eople the 
intentions of Government, and to cany out their orders with perlect peace and tranquillity. 
It being arranged that His llighuosa should visit at the Residency to-morrow at 8 a.m., onlors 
were given that all the Sirdars, Durukdars, Jamiiulars, Heads of Commercial and Agricultural 
communities, and otbei- infiueutial persons in the Baroda State sli(»ul<l attend at the Residency 
after His Highness' departure in the course of the day. 

Thursday, 14th January 1875.—Tlie Goveniment of India Notification was carefully 
tninslaUjd into the vernacular, and orders given for its extensive circulation. 

The Chief Mjigistrate of Baroda, Mr. Jugjoevandass Khosuldaas, and the Chief Justice, 
Mr. Mookundrai Manirai, as also the Officer Comnuinding His Highness* troops and his asHlsiant 
were sent for, and all were seriously warned iigainst allowing any disturbance to occur, and 
ilesired to try their utmost in preserving peace and order. 

The Durbar Kaindai*s, Rao Sahib Ba}>oobhai, and Goviud Ila4) Mainu, arrived at the Resi¬ 
dency a little before 8 a.m., aiid the Agent to the Governor-General and Special Comioissiouer 
read over to them the Proclamation of the Government of India, and impressed upon them 
the necessity of presorviug peace in tlie (dty, and they wore told that they would be held 
responsible if by any neglect in the performance of tliis most obvious duty a disturbance took 
place. 

His Highness the Malmraja arrived soon after 8 a.in., and was received at Durbar by 
Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.SJ., Agent to the Gk»veriior-General and Special Commissioner, 
Baroda, the Officer CJommauding at Baroda, the Assistant Residents, Mr. Uichoy, and Captain 
Jackson, and other officers of the station, being present. 

Sir iKjwis Pelly jiddrossed His Highness by saying that it was with much personal concern 
that he had to Hj)eak to him on a very serious matter, that before doing so he desired to state 
that frtmi the time of his arrival at Baroda up to the present moment his relations with His 
llighnoHs had been very satisfactory; and that His Highness evinced a great desire to be 
benefited by his advice and suggestions in reforming his administration; and that he had 
|)er 80 ually not a single comphvint to make against His Highness : that he had expressed this 
opinion to His Excellency the Viceroy and sevend of his mends, but that a most unpleasant 
duty havuig devolved upon him on the present occasion, it must bo performed. Sir Lewis 
Peffy then called to His Highness’ remembrance tiie case of the attempt to administer poison 
to the late Resident, Colonel Phayre, about two or three mouths ago, and added that the 
evidence recorded having disclosed His Highness* complicity in the oflence, lie had the honor 
frankly oi' speaking to him on tbe subject in this very room a short time ago ; that the pipers 
of the enquiry having been subtnitted to Ilia Excollency the Viceroy in Council, orders had 
now come, which it was lus painful duty to communicate to His Highness. 

His Highness Mulhor Ra(> (who hatl been frequently interrupting Sir Lewis Pelly) entreat- 
ingly represented that Govind Roo Baw’s (meaning hia grandfether's) descendants were 
incapable of such misdeeds, that a firm friendsliip had subsisted between the two Governments, 
that he was entirely at the disposal of tlie Biitish Government, but that the accusation against 
him was the result of enmity. “ Even my own children,’* pathetically remarked His Highness, 
" are not favourably disposed towards me ; and so numerous are my enemies that the very 
** ground 1 sit on seems to overwhelm me ;" that he had intimated this fact to Sir Lewis Pelly 
at the ve^ beginuii^; that his behaviour was well known to tlie late Residents, Colonels 
BaiT and Shortt: that the latter, who is alive of the two, might be asked his opiniop about it; 
and that all be desired was a fair and public enquiry, which he trusted the Britiflh C^vermnent 
would grant Hk lElighness repeatedly express^ the great confidence he felt in Sir Lewis 
Felly, and often asked that it might be arranged that toejproposed anquiiy 8hou^ take place 
betere him i^ider the direct orders of His Ezoellenoy the Viceroy. 



Sir Lewis Pelly obiierv^ that ii particular period in a manVHfe did' not adedunt hr his 
whole career; he referred then to Colonel Sir B. Meade's Cdmnrission ,of Iasi year, and stated 
that as regards the poisoning ease. His Kxceliency the Viceroy (as would appear from Uie 
Proclamation which would be just read) had already ordered a faU. and paUio enquiry»that 
every consideration ooneistent with justice would he shown to His Highness iu the coursc.of 
the proposed investigation, and that he would he j^lowed to avail himself of professional aid 
and eveiT opportunity to clear hia character. That ho (Sir Lewis Pelly) was much obliged to 
His Highness for his expressions of confidence in him, that If the question involved had 
reference to mismanaged or disordered affuirs of the State, he would have hoped to cany His 
Highness through his difficulties ; that he had not os yot received detailed instrnctiona from 
His Excellency the Viceroy as to the conduct of the tiial; that he thought he would liavo 
nothing to do with the affair which would bo cntnisted to Officers of high standing and 
ability ; that as soon as he learnt their names ho,would communicate them to His Highness. 

In the course of the conversation His Higluiess mentioned that ho intended calling at the 
Residency last evening, and it was explained by Sir Lewis Pelly that His Highness’ Kamdars 
hail notified the iiitcntion to him, but that os he was then about to be engaged in the 
Telegrapli Office to receive liis Excellency the Viceroy’s telegraphic dcsj^itch, he regi’ettod liis 
inability to see His Highness, and infonued the Kamdars accordingly. 

Tlie Native Aissistant, Residency Officer, was then directed to read out, for His Highness’ 
information, the vernacular ti'anslation of the Government of India Proclamation, whidi 


having been done, the question was discussed as to what would be a suitable residence for His 
Higluiess during his detention pending trial, and the house of Dr. Seward in the Cantonment 
was selected as the most suitable, taking into considoration the advisability of His Highness* 
remaining noar the Residency so as not to be exposed to any chance of annoyance from his 
discontented subjects, and at the same time living in a secure )j1ace. The Gaekwar readily 
acceded to this proposal, and Dr. Seward, who was pre.scnt, offered to place his house at His 
Highness’ disposal. 

Sir Lewis rclly then read the English veiiiion of the Proclamation for the information of 
the Britisli Officers jimstmt; and told His Highness that in compliance with His Excellency 
the Vicei*oy’s onlers, it was liis duty to place His Higlmess under surveillance, but that us 
His Highness was then under the British fiag as n visitor at the Residency, he would not 
atTest him thei'e ; that the advisable course would be for him to accompany Uis Highness in 
a sc|)arate carriage up to the end of the Oantonnieiit limits, and then formally conveying to 
lUs Highness the orders of Government in his own territory, to bring him thence to Dr. 
Seward’s house. 


To this ])roposal His HigliTusM and hia Karbharies stiungly objected, stating that His 
Higluieas’ dignity would bo injiu'od thoi*eby, and suggesting that His Highness should bo 
escorttid straight from the ll(^sidoncy to Dr. Seward’s bungalow without going into Gaekwnr’s 
limits at all. Sir Lewis Pelly, however, expressed his regret at not being able to depart from 
his instructions which were to carry out the aiTest in Gaekwar territory, and th.at he 
]>erKOTiall 3 ’ would not consider himself justified in arresting His Highne.S8 at the Residency. 

His Highness aiul Sir Lewis Pelly accompanied by Dr. Seward then drove to a point 
just outside Cantonment limits, where Sir Lewis Pelly formally told Kis Highness that iu 
perforniancc of a very unpleasant duty, lie had to place Hi.s Highness under surveillance. His 
Highness was tlien taken to Dr. Seward’s hou.se, where he was soon joined by Sir Lewis 
Polly. His Highness again I’cpeatcd that ho had full confidence in Sir Lewis Pelly, and that 
he looked up to him for just support in his unfortunate position. Sir Lewis Pelly assui^d His 
Higlmess that it would l>o his duty to treat His Higlmess with every considemtion and 
respect; that endcavout*s will be made to render his .situation as little irksome as possible j 
and that Dr. Seward, who, us Sir Lewis Pelly understood, was His Highness' pei’sonal friend, 
and in whom he (Sir Lewis Polly) reposed full confidence, was close at hand to look to 
anything that His Higbnc.HS required. Sir Ix^wis Pelly also told His Highness that he would 
sec him almost daily, or that if he was prevented fi-oin doing so, he would request Dr. Seward 
to bring Hia Highness to the Residency. 

The house was then placed under a European Guard, and aiTangomonts were made for His 
Highness’ establishment of servants, i&c. 

Captain Jackson, the Assistant Resident for Okha Muudal, now in Baroda, was deputed 
with the Police Inspector Rao Baliadoor Qujanund Vithul to proceed to the city and seal the 
valuable State proj)erty, , in the Palace*nnd elsewhere for safe custody and preserve order. 
The Government of India’s Proclaiiiation woa at the .same time published in the <aty, and 
telegrams wei'e sent to Bombay and Surat to attach the Gaekwar State Banks there. Measures 
were also taken to prevent misappre^riation or removal of State property, and a strict super* 
vision was mointaiued over the Railway Station. 

In the afternoon the Sirdars, Billadars, and Pagadarc of the Baroda State, the heads of the 
Commercial community, the Durukdara, some relations of the Gaekwar. Jamindars, and heads 
of Agricultural classes, and a large number of Gaekwar’s subjects, assembled at the Residency. 
It was thought advisable first to have an interview with the prindpal Sirdars and heads of 
the several communities pre^nt. |Phey were accordingly invited to a Durbar, where the 
Assistant Resident, Mr. Richy, and ^btne of the officers of the Station, were present. 

Sir Lewis Pelly oommencra by Baling that he had troubled them all in order to speak to 
them on a very grave subject with &e Baroda State, that he could not do this better than by 


then rtad the vera&culatr version of the Prodamntion^ Sir Lewie ^elly drew the a>ttenU:on of 
the audience to the latter part of the document abooV the ro-eetabliahment of the Native 
Oovemment at the ■conclusion of the trial iu the poisoning case, and added that the Brit|Mh 
Oovemment had not the least intention of annexing ]^roda, all that was intended boin^ tn 
deal out even-banded justice and secure the best interests of the State and its people. %is 
intimation was received by the persons witlkovident satisfaction. 

Sir Lewis PelJy then caUed upon each and all present to supi>oii and aid him in preserving 
peace and order, and expressed liis willingness to receive any person who either by informa- 
matioo or suggestion came forward to assist him in promoting the good government of the 
country. 

Turning to the Sii'dars, Sir Lewis Pelly taid that he would, as soon as [lossible, proceed to a 
settlement of their grievances by means of a Punohayjfit, that although it had been his painful 
duty to keep His Highness Mulhar Kao Goekwar under surveillance i>endiug trial, he would 
be treated with every consideration and dignity, and that no annoyance to him will in any 
way be permitted; tlmt Counsel or other professional advisers would be allowed full liberty to 
see His Highness, but that any other persons wishing to visit him will have to obtain a pass 
Irom the Residency; that during tlie time the adminivstration of the State remained in 
the hands of the British Government, it was his earnest dosii’e to make Httlo change as 
possible in the established mode of goverament; that he was most anxious to pixiscrvc the 
traditions and custfims of the country, and would be very happy to receive and talk witli any 
persons who have any suggestions to ofler on the subject; that ho wished the system of 
holding Durbars continued, and in fact to restore the administration to the Native Ruler who 
might be appointed by Government with as little cliange as possible, and he desired the 
Sirdars to think over the matter and submit their views as to the boat niDck> of cariying out 
the customary system of liolding Durbai’s. That as nobles of the State he looked to them to 
aid him in preserving order and furnishing him with information and suggestions as to the 
adiuinistratiou of the State, and pnrtieuluriy as to the abstractUui and ))urluiuing of State 
jewels and other property wliich an; alleged to have l>een going on, the Sirdars being by 
.virtue of their position jiersonally interested in seeing that the proj^erty of the State is not 
m isapproprinted. 

Addressing the Sirdar Shaba Malionicd, jidopted son of Radhuji Meeya, decijased, Sir 
Lewis Pelly remarked that he was well aware that his iamiiy had rendered very fiiithful and 
important services to tlio Statu, both at its eRiablishment and subsequently, and that as the 
recognized head of the Soendeu community here he was lield in much ostituation, that as soon 
he (Sir Lewis Polly) had time he would be glai to look into his cose and order his restoration 
to office, or make such arrangement for him as the finances of theStat^nnd a consideration 
i»f the equity and justice might suggest. 

It was repi’CMcnted on behalf of the Sirdars that the arrangements made by the Government 
of India in tlie present emergency were good, and that they hoped that justice would be done 
to His Highness the Maharaja by Government. On a (question from Sir Lewis Polly, tluj 
Sirdai's explained that they di<l not mean to imply that His Highne^is was guilty of the crime 
imjmted to him, that being a point on which they could oiler no opinion whatever, that all 
they wished to state w»is that it was for the Briti.Rh Government to justly decide tlie aise. 

They then begged permission to urge that it had been hitherto customary for the Pandray 
and the Nuwab to take care of the “ guddee,'' and for Dost Mahomed’s family to take cure of 
the Jamdai’khana during the absence of the reigning Gaekwar from Baroda, and that they 
li()j>ed. that they might be allowed to exercise this right as hitherto. After some explanation 
and disonsflion it was settled that the head Sirdars should wait on Sir Lewis Pelly on 
Saturday next at 11 a.m., when the matter would be discussed fully. In the mcjintime Sir 
Lewis Pelly offered to allow the Siidars referred to the requisite permission to exercise tlie 
said right. 

Sir Lewis Pelly also remarked that in addition to the tlioft of State jewels, lie hsul also 
lieard of the abstraction of cash (^‘ rokud ’') from the Treasury,und tliat it behoved the Sirdars 
and also the Bankers, as men of honor and well wishers of the State, to give infoimation about 
these misappropriations, as evidently it could not be right that money of the State should l)e 
taken away to Bombay, Surat, hic., as is said to have been done. 

To the Jamindars and heads of agricultural ^classes Sir Lewis Pelly state<l that their 
grievances had fully attracted his attention, and that they might rest assured that justice 
would be done to them, though time, of course, will be required io go through the business, 
which was rather a heavy one, but tliat at the some time it was incumbent on them that they 
should punctually and honestly pay the just instalments already due ; that it was his intentiem 
to endeftvouj' to i^uoe the expenditure of the State, which would allow of a reduction iu 
the rates of assessments ; that it was also hi.s desirc by offering favourable terms to encourage 
the people to bring under the plough lands in Nowsaree and other places, which, owing to 
over-aesessmont had been thrown out of cultivation; that if any tax collector committed 
tyranny or made over exactions the ryots should bring the same to his notice, when the 
offenders would be exemplu*ily dealt with. 

In conclusion. Sir Lewis Pelly again told the people present that it wae the cauee of justice 
and the interests of the Baroda State and its people, not annexation, wliicU had rendered a 
assumption by the British Government of the adnimistration of the Gaekwar - 
necessary ; that each and all should try and preserve the peace, assure their irien^ 
here and m*the mofussil, and advise them to do same. 


temper^ 

temtories 


Sir Lovrin Pelly t^ea wmt out and saw the liuiidreds of people of all raaks wlio i^ad 
assembled in the icesldeuc^' oompouod » Pxioclamation was seat out^ aadi the sense of the 
above remarks wee briefly conveyed to them. 

whole of the people seemed quite satisfied with the result of the iuteryiew, and the 
proceedings terminated at 3 30 p.Tn. 


No. 2. 

No. 303 P., dated Fopt William, 29th January 1875. 

From C. U. ArrcniaoN, Esq., C.S.I,, Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign De|)artment, to Colonel Sir L. PiSbLY, K.C.S.l., Agent, Govomor- 
Gonc^, and Spe,cial Commissioner, Baroda. 

In re})ly.to your confidential letter dated 20th instant, I am directed to 
inform you that ffis Excellency the Viceroy and Govemor-General in CouncJI 
entirely approves of your procet^dings as theriiin reportesd. 

2. I am to convey to you tlie thanks of ilis l!lxtH3llency in Council for ilic 
manner in which you have executed the instructions of Gcm^mment. His 
Excellem^y in Council commends the foresight, promptitude, and tact displayinl by 
you in the difficult position in which you hav<3 been phiced. 


No, 3, 

No. 30-113, dated Baroda, 21st January 1875. 

From Colonel Sir L. PniiLY, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Speciial Com¬ 
missioner twlministoring the Baroda State, to C. U. Aitcutson, Esq., C.S.I,, 
Secretary to the Government of India, Fonngn Department. 

I HA-VE the honor to transmit, for the infortmition of Government, copy 
of an order this day issued by mo appointing a Committee to (inquire into the 
serious charges brought against several of the members of the late administration, 
and for examining the contents of the Palace, 


Memouandum. 


It is desirahle that a Committoo Rliould he appointed to enquire into tlie ::oriou.s charges 
that liave been or may be brought against several of the memlws of the late adminis¬ 
tration. 

Mr. Sont^r. Cptaiu J«k,on, R»o HaUadour a* to the constitution 

Enjnnand, Shan Bahndoor Akbur Ali, BUho 01 tlUH Oommittee. 

roiinkur^ Eoglinh Writer from Gaekwar’s A part of the duty of the Coiomittee Will be to 
estttbiishiufut. imiktj a searching examination of all tbe rooms in tlie 

J'alace where any cash, Jewels, or other valuable property or docum(jnts are kept, and for this 
purpose they are authorized to break the seals affixed to the said rooms, and are n^quested 
to carry out this important duty with such precaution and safeguard on to secure the object 
in view, viz., to discover and trace :put any fraudulent abstraction or purloining of State 
premerty or documents that may have taken place. 

The Sub-Committee for this busiuess will be composed at least of on European and a 
Native Member of the general Cominittee referred to in the commencement of this memo- 
mndum. The Fuduish and, if necessary, one of the Sirdars might be associated with the 
said Members. 

Tlie Committee to report tlieir proceeding to the Agent to the Govemor-Gendl’al and 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda State. 

The head of any Department whose presence may be required by the Committee should be 
sent for by them direct.' ' 

i (Signed) Lewis Pkixt, Colonel, 

Baroda, Agent, Govemor-General, and Special Commissioner 


Snf.h Jfiii-HA'rtr 1 ftVX 
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-No. 4. ■ ' '> ,, - ■' - 

No. 811P., dated Port 1^111110x1, 29tti Jantxary 1876. 

Prom 0. TJ. Aitohison, Esq., O.S.I., Secretary to the Govemmexit of Typtfa -i 
Poreign Department, to Colonel Sir L. PfintY, K.0.S.1 m Agent, GoTenmv 
Genial, and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

I AM directed to aoknowle^e receipt of your letter No. 80-113, dated Slst 
Janu^, reporting the appointment of a Coiximittee to enquire into charges 
affecting several members of the late administration at Baroda, and to examine 
the Palace, &o. 

2, The Govemdr-General in Council approves of your proceedings, and awaits 
further information as to the nature of tlie charges which occasioned the appoint¬ 
ment of a Committee, and as to the result of thoir enquiries. 


No. 6. 

No. 31-129, dated Baroda, 22d January 1876. 

From Colonel Sir L. PeTjLY, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and fecial 
Commissioner administering Baroda State, to C. TJ. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I,, 
Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

1 HAVE the honor to forward, for the information of llis Excellency the 
Viceroy in Council, a copy of an order, this day passed by mc^, allowing th(! two 
Head Sirdars to protc<!t the guddee, as has been customary on the occasion of 
the G^ekwar’s absence from the city. 


It has been iin ancient custon) in tlio Bavo<la State that when the Gaekwar leaves the city 
the two Head Sirdnrs protect the guddee in the Town Palace dunng His Higlniess’ absence. 
Accordingly the Agent to the Governor-General anti Sjiecial Commissioner administering 
the Banjda State directs that so long us he may continue to reside outside the city, the two 
Head Sii'dars shall protect the guddee, tis heretofore, on like occasions. 

(Signed) Lewis Pblly, Colonel 

:22d January 1875. 


No. 6. 

No. 304 F., dated Fort William, 29th January 1875. 

Prom F. Henvey, Esq., Officiating Under-Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, io Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.O.S.I., Agent, Govomor- 
Genei^ and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

In reply to your letter No. 31-121), dated 22d instant, I am directed to statii 
that. His Excellency tlie Viceroy and Governor-General in Council approves of 
the order issued by you permitting the two Head Sirdars to protect the guddee 
in the absence of the Gaekwar. 


No. 7. 

t 

No. 386 P., dated Fort William, 2d Fobi^ry 1876. 

From 0. U. Aitchison, Esq. C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the 
Governor-General and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

I AM directed by His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council 
to acknowledge receipt of your two telegrams dated Slst January and your 
telegram of to-day on the subject of the arrangements for the Ghiekwar's defence. 
I enclose for your infonnation copy of a telegram dated 29tli January from 
Messrs. Jefferson and Payne on the same subject. 

2. The Governor-General in Council considered that in autlioming you to 
communicate to the Gaekwar's Solicitors tlie documents referred to in my tele¬ 
gram of the 28th instant, he was placing at tlieir disposal all the papers that were 
relevant to the enquiry and material for the Gaekwar’s defence. I am now to 



authorize you to comQiuuioato to them tiie correspondeuoe with Dr. W. Gray, the 
Acting Chemic^ Analyser to^ the Bomte Government, formed tlie 

accompaniments - to Appendix B. of Colonel Pliayre’s letter to the Bombay 
Government, No; 879, dated 17th November 1874. You are idso at liberty to 
give, should Mr. Cleveland or Mr. Sooble advise it, a copy of Colonel Phayre’s 
statement of 16tli November 1874, wliich formed Appendix C, to the same 
letter, 

3. With respect to the Report of the Baroda Commission, I am to observe tliat 
the Governor-General in Coimcil lias hitherto* abstained from making it public 
out of consideration to His Highness the Gaekwar. It is in the opinion of His 
Excellency in Council a document entirely irrelevant to the enquiry with which 
the Commission will have to deal, and His Excellency in Counou cannot see that 
it will he of any use for the purposes of the defence. As however the Gaekwar’s 
Solicitors press for a copy, and a copy was furnished to the Gaekwar before the 
Government of India passed their orders upon it, the Governor-General in Council 
does not think fit to persist in withholding it. You are accordingly authorized to 
furnish Messrs, Jefferson and Payne with a copy. 

4. You have been already informed that it is tin; wish of the Governor-General 
in Council that the Solicitors for the defence should bo furnished with copies of 
all relevant documents for which they ask, but not with such as arc irrelevant. 
It wall, however, as a rule, be proper to require! the defence to show reasonable 
ground for thinking tliat the documents they apply for are relevant before com¬ 
plying with, their application in doubtful cases. With this.general expression of 
the wLslics of the Goverjior-Gcperal in Council before him, it will rest with Mr. 
Cleveland to dccidti wliat documents should be given and what should bo with¬ 
held. Mr. Cleveland can, if noxicssary, consult the Advocate-General. If the 
Solicitors for the defence ])ross for the inspection of tl»e GaelcAVar^s private papers 
and accounts, you need make no objection to comply with their request. The 
original papers, however, cannot \ye given them; but Mr. Cleveland slioidd 
arrange for the inspection of the; originals by the Soheitors for the defence in llu! 
presence of lumself or of some proper p(5rson, and they may be allowed und(!r 
s\ich arrangements to take conies of such documents as they may consider to bo 
relevant. 

5. With respect to tlic costs of the defence, you were informed in my telegram 
of the 28th Jaiiuaiy that the sum of Rupees 75,000 w^as sufficient for the present, 
and that, with every desire to afford the Gaekwair full means of defence, the 
Govemor-Gen(!ral in Council could not consider any application for more without 
full reasons for the application stated in \rritiiig, hJo reasons have yet heem 
given for the v{',ry (ixtravagani demand of an immediatt! payment of Rs. 2,90,000 
and permission to spend up to Rupees 5,00,000. The Governor-General in Council 
docs not think that the Baroda Treasury sl^)u]d be burdened with extravagant 
cliargcs, but he wall leave it to Mr. Cleveland to say w^hat w^ould be a fair amount 
to allow on a libeml scale for a defence coudueted in an ordinary and reasonable 
way. The Governor-General in Ccmneil, however, cannot but consider the sum 
of Rupees 6,00,000 as greatly in excess of wliat would bo required under any 
circumstances. 

6. Messrs. Jefferson and Payne liave applied for a postponement of the 
assembling of the Commission till the 22d February. In your telegram of the 
25th January yoxt reported that His Highness the Gaekwar was anxious that the 
assembling of the Commission should be hastened; but in your later telegram of 
the 31st you state that His Highness now wishes for a postponement. Under, 
these circumstances the Governor-General in Council is pleased to fix the 23d of 
February as tlie date for the opting of the Commission at Baroda. 

7. Under present circumstaiiccs the Governor-General in Council docs not 
tliink it right tliat you should bo left without legal advice for your guidance in 
the case, and ho desires that you, should so arrange that the Advocate-GeJferal or 
Mr, Cleveland or Mr. Inverarity should, one or other of them, always be present 
at Baroda. 

• ^ 

8. In that case your legal advisers should be able to dispose of questions about 
th(! production of documents, sufeh as. you have now referred to the Govemor- 
Gonenil in Council, and other na^itters of a similar kind which are sure to arise in 

thp. rtf flio 


(a.) 


Telegram, dalM 29th Jaaiiafy 1875. 

From Messrs. jEFFKasoN and PATNE, Solioitors to Qaekvar, Bombay, to l^vate Secretarjr^io 

Viceroy, Calcutta. 


We beg respectfully to appeal to His Excellency in behalf of Gaekwar in relation to thi 
conduct of tlie prosecution against His Highness. We have been unable to obtain yet 
inspection of letters and documents intended to bo used against tlie Qnekwar and said to be 
found in house of Yesliwantrao and Salim. Denied copies of Baroda Commission, and rej>ort 
and inspection of khunicta and Qaekwar's own records, con'ospondenc^}, aiid books, copy of 
Colonel rhayre’s parrative in regard to alleged poisoning and Chemical Exatniner’s ie|)ort, 
also some depositions not yet furnished, nor proceedings of Colonel Pliayro*s oix^uiry ns to 
poisoning manifest. All papers submitted to His Excellency on which His Excellency 
proceeded not furnished to us. Sir Lewis Pelly declined to hold communication direct with 
UB. Refers to Cleveland who has left Baroda. Great delay in eonscMiuence our application 
' for further advance not yet complied with. Undertake to account for nil moneys received and 
that some spent in legitimate legal expenses. Ret^uire two lakhs and ninety thousand rupees 
for out of pocket estimate already furnished Rupees 75,000 paid to us expended and large 
liabilities incurred. Gaekwar is anxious to make advance, but as ho lias been deprived of 
every resource and stripped of every rupee cannot do so. His Excellency graciously pro¬ 
claimed that every opportunity will be offered Gaekwar of freeing himsolf from grave 
suspicion, but respectfully submit if documents withhold delay bo made and funds not 
supplied, Gaekwar practically undeionded; respectfully protest in his behalf. Postpooomeut 
absolutely necessary to the 22d on account of delay os above, and for properly instructing. 
Counsel expected from Englmid on 18tb. Copy this telegram furnished to Crown Solicitor 
. here with explanatory letter. 


No. 8. 

Dated Bombay, 30th January 1876. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Paitne, Solicitors for His Highness the Gaekwar, 
to Captain E. Baring, Private Secretary to His Exctdleney tlio Viceroy. 

We have the honor to forward you herewith the (ixplanatory letter we sent to 
Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warnor, the Solioitors for the Crown, in the 
matter of the enquiry into certain charges against His Highness the ^ekwar 
referred to in our telegram of yesterday, copy of which we also beg to enclose. 


From MesBrH. Jkffeuson Sz Payne, Solicitors for His HlghnesB the Gaekwar to MeBsrs. 

Heaen, Cleveland, and Lee-Warnek. 

• 

Mb. Cleveland in his letter to Mr. Jefierson at Baroda, dated the 27th instant, states 
that he was to leave for Bomlmy on the next day and would not be back till Sunday evening 
and in the interval we were to communicate with him here. This intimation you must be 
aware lias thrown difficulties and delay in the way of the conduct of the defence. Sir Lewis 
Pelly has refused to communicate with iis direct, and the result is when almost hourly com¬ 
munications have to be made at Baroda a delay of not leatf^hree days will occur. We protest 
against this delay as not permitting a fair defence and being opposed to the letter and spirit 
of His Excellency the Viceroy’s proclamation. We further l)eg to bring to your notice that 
our application for advance has ns yet been only met by payment of seventy-Jive thousand 
rupees. The Oaekwar's position ns a reigning Sovereign of a laige State and the serious 
nature of the charges and the strong steps taken against liim entitle us to employ the best 
legal talent obtainable, and you must well know that the sum at present given us is totally 
inadequate. The fees we profiose to give are not high under the circumstniices, and we have 
not failed to endeavour to reduce them consistently with the assistance we require for His 
Highness. Wliile the Government has employed its most talented oificei's, legal and executive, 
and used the most energetic means and the vast powers at its command on the part of the 
prosecution, the Chiekwax has been deprived almost of every resource. All his friends ore 
watched and looked upon with suspicion. It is not too much to ask therefore that thd best 
Counsel and legal assistance that can be obtained should be engaged on his behalf. Hr. 
Clev^nd has the estimate of our out-of-pocket expenses before him, and we can be called 
upon to account for all money received, and wo are responsible tliat no money shall be. 
expended save in legitimate legal expenses. 

We have applied for inspection of certain letters, liooks, and papers which, had the. case 
been before an ordinary tidbunal to which we could have appealed, we submit we should have 
obtained inspection of them. There eon be no question we submit tliat we are entitled to 
inspect the letters and documents said to have l^en found in the houses of Y^hwunt Rae 


and Salim and now said to be in the custod 3 ^ the Police, and which are, as the depositions 
show, intended to be used against His Hishn^. Mr. Cleveland's reply that he will enquire 
into this on his return is olMbusfy most‘-imsatii&ctory. Souterwas residing at the 
Hesidwcy with Mr,.Cleveland and an answer pould^ ^ve beenj|pyen aA ono^, ^e.further 
urge we we to inspection of libureetas, yadis, r^'ords, correspondence, 

of His Highness with the Government of India and copies of the Baroda Commission and 
Report. . 'fibas has been refused on the ground that they do not^relate toihe subjeot^inatter. 
It is. true that fha proeeouiaou may not know what we intend to show by these documents. 

is it fair that we should be asked to state our object beforehand. In our opinimi they 
are absolutely necessary for the defence, and. we beg they may be ^ven. 

We ore aJbo not furnished with Colonel Phayre's narrative of the alleged attempt'at 
poisoning and the chemical evidence of the contents of the glass, and also of the farther 
statements made by the Residency servants and othera Sir Lewis Polly in his letter of the 
2(Hh January instant to His Highness stated that he forwarded to him a cc^y of the state- 
me&is made by the Government of India whereon they liad acted.' It is manifest this has 
not been done, as Colonel Phayro’s statement is not there, nor the Chemical Examiner’s 
report. Without some information on these points and copies of ail oUier depositions the 
accused will, so far from, as stateil in His Excellency the Viceroy’s proclamation, having 
had afforded to him every op|K>rtuuity of freeing himself, bo in point of fact taken by 
Murprisa 

Mr. Serjeant Ballantine will be here on the iHth proximo, and independently of that 
point, which we trust will have some weight as It doubtless is most important that he should 
be properly instructed, there has been and is so much delay in giving us information and 
furnishing us with funds that it will be iin])osBiblo for us to be prepared by the 18th, and 
His EQghuess will not have that opportunity of defence which Ilia Excellency the Vioeroy 
graciously declared that, he should have. We ‘therefore beg' that our application for post- 
ponement tUl the 22d bo reconsidered, and that His Excellency tlm Viceroy's pleasure ■ 
thereon be ascertained. We should be sorry to have to make the application to tiie Com> 
mission. 

Considering the urgency of the matter and the iro]iortant interests at stake we have sent 
the enclosed telegram to the Private Secretary to His Excellency the Vicej-oy direct. Tn so 
doing we beg you will understand we mean no disrespect to yourselves or to Sir Lewis .Pelly ; 
the responsibility icsting onbUr shoulders is so ^’eat and the time so short that wo felt every 
consideration must give way to the interests of our client. 


No, 9. 

No. 372 P., dated Fort William, 4th Februai*y 3.875, 

From C. U. Aitchison, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India, 

Foreign. Department, to Messrs. Jeft’EHson, and Payne and Go., Solicitors 
His Highness the Gaekwar. 

Toue letter of 30th Jamiary to' the Viceroy's Private Secretary having been 
trajisferred to this Office for disposal, 1 am direetcjd by the Governor-General 
in .Oonnoil to inform you that the Agent to tlic Governor-General and Bpeoial 
CominisBionor at Baroda has received the instructions of Government on the 
matters therein referred to, and lie will doubtless make the necessary communi¬ 
cation to the Govenmient ^licjtor. 


No. 10. 

No. 82-132, dated Baroda, 22d January 1875. 

lirom Colonel Sir L. PHniiT^ Agent, Governor-General, and Special 

Commissioner admmistering the Baroda State, to O. D. Aitohisok, Eaq.^ 
C.SJ., Secretaay to the Goiijemmeiit of India, Foreign Department. 

B£f;b;e^NO to my. telegram the I7th and to more recent t^grams j^peot- 
ing the sum of forty lakhs: of ru|iees discovered hidden in the women’s mmrtments 
in the palace, 1 h^ now to atthniit, for the information of His Excellency the 
Vtoeroy and ^Ooveimor-Generai ib Council/ a brief summary of the cirCumsttitL^Bs 
which led to this discovery. ^ 

Rumours h^ reached me oi|| sums of money, amounting altogeth^ to 

abbtl^t the sum of, eighty-fivo jalchs of rupees, having been transmitted from 
Baroda to Surat and TOmbay, a&d of the conversion of a of this amount into 

__ ^ T ___1 .. 



infc^ing nie of a taxacm to the that within a df 

idzE^ the sum of fo^ la^ of nmee? which )is4 heea deposiM- in the Ba|?0^ 
State Bank at Bombay been o&verted into Goramment of India net^^ aM 
in that form had been sent towa^ Nowsoree. I caused immediate an^pittdei to 
be made by Jlow Sabeb, my head detootiye, and in the ooto^ of the d^y a 
was obtained purporting to be signed toe Senap^ttee 'in the preseto^ of |ho 
Gaekwar as a receipt for four thousand (xovomment of India not^ of a thimsaM 
rupees each. 

1 then sent for the SenapUttee^ and asked him if he acknowledged the signature 
of this paper. He said timt he did, and thereupon I told him that if he did not 
produce this smn of forty Idkjis of mpees witW an hoiir, he would be senteced 
to twenty years’ imprisonment with hard labour. He then consented to h&^ toe 
money over, and I immediately ^ent him accompanied by one of 
the head deteotive to the palaoe. The Senaputtoe led toe party into jto^ 
apartments, where they discovered the full sum of forty lakhs tied up to bundles 
of 'cominon dungree cloth; each bundle containing thousand notes of one 
thousand rupees each. The tWO 'btmdles had beien thrown into two boxes whtoh 
had been placed ih difTercnt rooms in or a^oining toe apartments of toe Bianee, 
who is toe sister of the Seniaputtoe. The notes weto taken to toe ItojsideHt?y.,atwf 
too next day a Committee was appointed for the purpose of regi^itog the nolcB: 
when this was concluded, and the number of them found to be oorirec^» toty 
placed in th(i Residency lyeastuy, which is under a guard of European troops. < \ 

On the 18th 1 called together a Durbar of Sirdars, Silledars, and pnnoipal 
persons in Baroda, and explained to them what had happened. 1 asked the 
Sirdars if they know of, or approved of, the conduct of the Senaputtee, and toey 
unanimously ropudiatod it. " 

At an interview which I held yesterday with the principal Sirdars and the 
two Pagadars I informed them that I proposed to remove the Senaputtee froni. 
his office, and to abolish toe appointment, as it was one of recent ori^n ai 
useless and expensm; innovation on the ancient adminisiratioa of the Stote?; ». Jt* 
duties could be well performed by the two Bukshis as had been toe case'a few 
years ago. The Sirdars and Pagadars expressed their full concurrence»in this 
proposal. 

I now enclose a copy of an order which 3^ have issued to carry this measure 
into eifect. I also enclose a memorandum of what took place ax my interview 
with the Sirdars and Pagadars yesterday. 


On tho day previf)UH to that whereon the Agent to the Govemor-General and Bpedal 
Commissioner assumed cliarge (nf tho administiation of the Baroda State, tho Senapatted 
concealed in two old trunks in the palace two sums of Rupees 20,00,000 each, total forty 
lakhs worth of Britisli rupees, in 4,000 ])romiBsory notes of tho Oovemmont of India of Rupees 
1,000 each note. 

This transaction coming to the notice of the Agont to the Oovemor>GeneraI and %>eeiAl 
Oommisaionor'the Senaputtee was called, and admitted having thus disposed of the notes. 

The notes were then discovered and brought to the Agent to tho Governor-General and 
^toial Commissioner, who causes) them to be counted mid ineir numbers and dates re^stwed.' 
They are now made over to the State as State property. 

The Agent to the Governor-General and Sperial Commissioner having called on tho prindpal 
Sirdaw of the State and other persons' of coruiidorataon for their opinions as to the ohacaoter 
of the transaction entered into by tho Senaputtee, that transaction has bo^ uniatrimouttly 
condemned as injurious to the State and fraudulent. 

The. Agent to the Govevnor-Q^eral ,andCommissioner, administering the !^roda 
State, concurring in the aboy^ opinibn, Horeoy orders that the Senaputtee be removed frbm 
office, and that toe salutes heretpiWe given him cease.. 

The appointaient of Senaputtee, which is of recent creation, apd whi<^ iS further an inno¬ 
vation upon toe ancient constitution qf the State, and which has been deriared by the Sirdaii' 
to be without utility, is abolished/ 




Hemorandtnn of an interview'bbtWeett’Ooloni^V Sir liBwrs'TftLiiV/K-G-SX, Agent td'^ihe 
'GbvstodriGendtal and Sp^al Commissioner administering the ^Bardda^ State, 

Six Heto Sirdan And Pagadi^ of thb State, held At toe^ Residency^ 

I87rt. f.T'. ■. .1 

Sir'tEwis PmiT ropte as Sloflpws^— 


n.. 


i-m , 


1 wifli) to inform you tkU a lakh and a half of rupees wa« last night discovered hidd^ in 

the dieponeary of the -jpalece, . 

I have brought Mr. Khemchun^ the head of the 5aroda Bank at Bombay, to Baroda^ and 
hifl accounts are now being gone into, and he will give me a balance sheet; whatever turns 
up will he credited to the State Treasiiiy, 1 have further heard of three and a half lakhs at 
!N(»W8aree, and of sixty thousand rupees at Surat, and of various other sums in the dukaus 
here; all these will be credited to the State. The land and other revenue now being 
collected will be received by the Sir Soobha and by him passed into the Treasury. This 
arrangement is proviHional jionding the formation of an Account Department, by means of 
which we shall have a system of cheeks and shall know what becomes of the State money. 
For the payment of the troops acquittance rolls will be made out, and after the troops have 
been pidd General Devine will muster them, and satisfy bimself that every man has received 
bis pay. and that no pay has been issued on account of a man not present or otherwise 
account^ for. 

As to the debts, claims, and rights of the Sirdars, Mr. Bdtcbey, who has been long engaged 
in such enquiries, will have the general superintendence of the Commission appointed for the 
purpose. Pestonjee Jehangeer will be the Acting President of the Oommiasion; and he will 
have one or two assistants. I hope that the Siitlars will nominate two or three trustworthy 
men to represent them. Pestonjee will report to me when the Commission U formed, and 
as to its arrangements for meeting. This Commission will eventually enquire into all aliena^ 
tions, cash allowances, &c., to the military classes, but the first question for them to dispose 
of will be that of the Sinlaris claims and debts. 1 feel sure that the Sirdars will give eveiy 
assistance in their power to the Commission, and I will instruct Pestonjee to report me of 
any ease of a high Sirdar in which it may be proper to issue provisional allowance pending 
final settlement. 1 hope tlmt this arrangement will be satisfactory. 

As to the protection of the guddee, I find that it has been usual, when the Gaekwar was 
absent fbom the town, for the two principal Sirdars to guard the gud<lee, so, as 1 am in the 
position of the Gaekwar and reside without the town, I shall issue orders to two principal 
Sirdars to guard the guddee. 

As to the questions of the chits, I find that some have been paid and some have not. The 
question will be fiilly enquired into; and in the meantime 1 shall sanction the payment of 
two or three lakhs as a pro rata ))ayment of those d\io. 

A Sirdar, named Narayen Eoj Paudri, here interrupted the speech with tlie remark, made 
in an impeiiinent tone, that such a thing )md never been done before. 

Sir Lewie Petty .—Whether it has been done before or not, 1 shall do a.s I think right. 

I have called the Sirdars together in this way to consult with them in a friendly spirit, which 
1 was by no means bound to do. But I will not be dictated to or be a^ldressed in a disrespectful 
manner. I may mention that one or two charges against you, Naj’ayen Raj Paudri, have 
aU'eady been brought by the Gaekwai', and have been under the consideration of the Viceroy, 
and if necessary, I will take your jiroceedings in hand. 

The Sirdar }i8ke(l pardon, and was told that he would be pardoned, but that a similar 
disrespect should never happen again. 

Sir Lewie Petty .—As to the question of the Senaputtee and the forty lakhs, Khemchuud 
has informed me that only a few days l)efore I assumed the Government of the State he con> 
verted this sum of forty lakhs into Government notes, and that he brought them here only 
a day or two before authority was handed over to me. 

It appears that the Sena])nttee in the presence of the Gaekwar gave a receipt for notes 
and afterwards concealed them in the two boxes in the palace in such a manner ns that even 
had the boxes been opened no one would liave suspected what was in them. At the time oi 
this concealment only Rupees 2,000 wej^ found in the Central State Treasury. All the 
money belonging to the State ought to have been handed over to me as Administrator of tlie 
State. The concealment of the money was culpable, was in fact a malversation of the State 
funds. The Gaekwar says the money was Kliangec, but this plea is inadmissible, when His 
Highness bos during the past year spent 171 lakhs against a revenue of 94 and only loft 
Rupees 2,000 in the Cent^ State Treasury. 

{Svrda/re .—Undoubtedly it is the property of the State.) 

Again the conduct of the Senaputtee has been vezy wrong as iigainst myself: while my 
otiicers in the city were placing the fullest confidence in him, and he was pretending to show 
them everything, he was actually concealing this sum of forty lakhs. How do I know that 
if tliese notes had remained conceaJbul when the State was rested to a native ^^ministration 
that the Senaputtee would not have played another U'ick on roe, and said, ** I left this money 
in the palace, Sir Lewis Felly must know what has become of it.” I cannot trust the 
Senaputtee any longer. (Sirdars—quite right.) The appointment is one of recent date, is an 
innovation on the ancient State i^ministration, and 1 now abolish it; its duties can be 
peribrmed by tb^ two Bdeshees SiUodars and Sibundees. (To this the Sirdars fully 
assented, and addpd that the appoijptment had only been introduced in the last 12 ^eara.) 1 
think it right to mark my displetture at the Senaputteo’s conduct, though from his position 
as brotlier-in-law of tlie Gaekwar X am sorry to be oompelled to do this. As to whether he 
shall be requested to leave the town^ and as to his jaghires, I shall conrider further. 

The Sirdars appeared warmly to Appn^vQ of the Senaputtee*s removal from oifico and the 

a ... ^ 2 - - a ^ — a. 
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8w Lewk Pdlf.—! am also about to kme a jwtifieaUoo veiy ftyoMiWo^tamw to vay 
cultivators who take up waste landa Manrof the primspal revenue offioeps have 
here, and they will retom to their districts and find out wbattbeluLdca& real^pi^, aii^ 
make artawments which wifl be just to the State and liberal to the ooitivatora. Kwtokas 
may and will be made in places, but I hope that in the main we shall prove wise and Hheral, 
BO that the ryots may regain oontidenoe ana the State |MX)spmty. 

As to the charities, as &r as I can understand, there was in old times a very proper system of 
giving support only to those actually in need. But lately the administration of these cliarities 
has l^n much abused. Speaking from recollection 1 think that the amount i)aid in charity 
has risen from ten to twenty lakhs a year. I do not wish to be liard on the poor or to harass 
others, hut 1 shall be glad of the advice of the Sirdars and Civilians of consideration and 
indueoce as to what can be done in the matter. I don’t know the details of the charities, and 
1 might tread on religious grounds. I wish to leave tliis matter to yourselves, so that the 
funds of the Bbatc may not be wasted in misappropriation of charities any more than in any 
other way. I slmll be glad if members of different classes of society will give me their ideas 
that I may know what will be agreeable to the people. On this question of cliarities what¬ 
ever the people decide I will accept, but they must recollect that if money is wasted in this 
yrtky, there will be less to spend for legitimate pur|)oso8. 

I think that 1 have nothing more to say at present. 

The interview then terminated. 


No. 11. 

No. 321 P,, dated Fort William, 30th January 1876. 

From F. Henvby, Esq., Officiating Under-Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir L. Felly, K,C.S.I., Agent, Governor- 
General, and Sptxiial Commissioner Baroda. 

In reply to yoxu* letter No, 32-132, dated 22d instant, submitting a summary of 
the circumstances whic.h led to the discovery of the forty lakhs of rupees in the 
women's apartment in the palace of the Gaekwar at Baroda, I am directed to 
congratulate you on tlic discovery of this largo amount of State money, and to 
state that His Excellency the Viceroy and Covernor-Geueral in Council approves 
generally of your proceedings iu (joaqcction therewith. 


No. 39 of 1875. 


Govehnment oj? India, Foiieign Departaiknt. 

Political. 


My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 12th February 1875. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 32, dated 6th instant, wc have the 
honor to forward for the information of Her Miyesty’s Government, a furUicr 
collection of papers* relating to the state of aifairs 'at Baroda. 

Wc have the honor to &c. 


Nos. 1 
tu 3. 


No. 1. 

. « 

No. 4t5-186, dated Baroda, 28th January 1876. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. U, Aitchison, 
Esq., O.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I have the honor to submit, for the information of Government, copy of a 
letter I have addressed this day to His Highnt^ss Mulhar Eao Gaekwar, explaining 
the cause of certain inconvenience which His Highness appears to have suffered 
by perceiving delay in the transmission of supplies for his personal use, and 
touching other matters. 


n Oolonel Sir L«wm PellYv i^C.S.L, Agwt tiie Sdayenwr-tt^^ ^ Special/Coni- 

fyiiwri nner Baruda to.Hia Hlgluiew AC aHlA K AJA ..3M7LHAB BAO 

Gaekwab Sena Khas Ksia. Sumsbee BjiiADOOB, Baroida 


I BEQUET to leam that a few days ago Ypur H^lmesa wiia ihoonTOtuerioed by perceiving 
delayMn the transmission of solne articles which Vou had desired to receive from tl^ palace. 
I have encpiired into the cJroumstanees of the delay, and find that it was in part cauM by 
the actident of the articles not being wbore they wore HuppoSed to be; and partly by the 
number of articles to be found beiug le^ than ithosc required. I mention these circumstances 
only in the view of reassuring Your Highness that the delay was wholly unintentional, and I 
fo^ that it is almost neeclleK'- for me to add that in conforming with the desire and instructions 
of His Excellency the Viceroy, it is my constant endeavour to prevent any unnecessary incon¬ 
venience occurring to your Highness. 

In regard to water, Doctor Seward having given me to understand that Your Highness 
prefers water drawn from wells of the town Fadra, I have given instiructions that a stipply 
shall thence he regularly drawn and be canded by suitable persons to Your Highness* 
residence. 

I roceivetl this morning from Your Highness' Queen a verbal intimation tiiat she would be 
ghwl to receive a (lady report as to Your Highness* condition of health. I have accordingly 
requested Doctor Seward to transmit every morning a bulletin to the palace for the information 
of the Queen. 

Referring to Your Highness’ remark to ipy qn the occasion of my recent visit that you 
would be very glad if the sitting of the Special Commission could be hastened to some date 
earlier than that df'the Ifitii Febroaiy, 1 would submit that the day has been fixed by His 
Esusellency the Viceroy in Council, and that 1 am aware that in naming so distant a date His 
EXcell^icy has been largely influenced by a sincere desire to accord to Your Highness every 
reasonable’'opportunity of preparing Your Highness’ defence, and I think that upon tbis point 
Yoiu* Highness would wisli to consult tiie legal advisera to whom you have entrusted your 
defence. If, however, after j’eceiving this letter, and consulting yom* advisei-s, Your Highness 
should still wish me to urge your re(|Uest upon the Viccn)y, 1 shdl have the honor of doing so 
without delay. 


No. 2. ' 

No. 54-250, dated Baroda, 2d February 1876. 

From Colonel 8ir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda Slatcj, to C. U. Axtchison, 
Esq., C.S.I., 8ecr<!tary to the Govemment of India, Foreign Department. 

Ik continuation of my lette No. 186, dated 28th ultimo, I have th(^ lionor 
to fomard a copy of His IJighness Mulhar Hao’s reply dated 60th ultimo, re¬ 
questing a postponement of the sitting of tlie Commission to Monday, the 
22d instant, and asking' for additional funds to moot the costs of His Highness’ 
defence. 

2. The matter has already bren brought to notice in telegrams of the 
30th ultimo and this date. 


Dated Baroda Camp, SOth January 1875. 

From His Highness Hulhar Rao, Qaekwar of Baroda, to Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.I., 
Agent to the Governor-General and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

T THAKK-you for your letter of the 28th instant delivered to me yesterday, and for all 
you are doing for my comfort and of tny fUnees. 

With reference to the request I made to you to hasten the sitting of the Commission, I beg 
to remark that at the time 1 was not aware of all the arrangements in contemplation ibr my 
defence, especially thaVof securing thfc services of Counsel from England. 

1 jun satisfied in everything Hia E|ce]len^ the Viceroy has directed in connection with the 
enquiry; he has been influenced byfa siuebre deftire to afford me every opportunity of esta- 
Uiming my innocence, and H; %il3 only be necefeary that His Excellency shotdd be iiubrmed of 
my present wish that the sitting of tie Commission should not take place before my Counsel 
from England, Serjeant Ballantine, reaches Baroda to have this granted. 

1 am formed by my Solicitor, Hr. Jefferson, tiiat the steamer bringing Serjeant Ballantme 
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ftrnvo in Baroda bofore lught of the the SOth &1J8 on a Satoxday, It see&tt to 

M M A X It f ..T. *448 • ' 4 P 0 • ' m 4 

IS my wish> and 


A 

-- - . -- TT ,r"— ”7’,'T>“'T "T^^J Tf^'W'^'TT” f.v» Day ilft fl ^ t OUt 0^ 

the treaStiiy on acoouht of the coats of diy defence h^ not oeeh ^ahwd by you. 

It cannot jbut occur toyou^that a^iy delay jn swwting of Gounad, otn ^ 

done by an immediate payment of money, must imperil my d^enc^, and I must eptre^ ^ yon 
to urM upon Hw Excellency the Viceroy my earnest desire that the money asked for should 
bo at unce paid. 

You may well understand how readily I should have responded to tlie requirements of my 
Solicitors on this behalf had my treasury bodn at my command. 


No. *3. 

No. 499 P., dated Fort William, llth February 1876, 

From F. B^nvey, Esq,, Officiating Under-Secretary to tlie Government of India, 

Foreign Befwrtment, to Colonel Sir L. ‘ BEi.TiY, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor- 

Gene^, and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

* 

In reply to your letter No. 64-260, dated 2d instant, forwarding copy of 
a letter from the G*iekwar requesting a posTponement of the sitting of the Com¬ 
mission, and asking for additional funds to meet the cost of his defence, I iim 
directed to refer you io ray telegram of the 2(1 idem postponing the opening of 
the Commission to the 23d, and to my telegram of this date regarding the pro¬ 
vision of funds. 


No. 69 of 1876. 

Government of India, Foreign Department, * 

Political. 

Mt Lord Marqttis, Fort. William, the 2Gtli February 1875. 

Wk liav(' the honor to forwai*d jiapcins* relating to the nomination of the • Noa. 1 
several Members ol‘ tlie Commission of Enquiry into the charges against His to 9. 
lliglmess Mulhar llao Gaokwar.of Baroda. 

We have the honor to he, &c. 


No. ]. 

Dated 20th January 1876. 

From His Excellency the Vigbbot and Govirnor-Genbral of Indu 
(demi-official), to His Highness the Maharaja of Jeypoor. 

I WRITE to express a hope that Your Highness may he able to find time, 
among the many duties that 1 am well aware must press upon you, to assist as 
a Member of a Commission whicli I have been very unwillingly compelled to 
appoint to enquire into the grave charge against His Highness Mulhar Bao 
Gackwar tliat ho instigated an atfenipt which was lately ma^ to poisoti Colonel 
Phayre, the British Besident at his Court. The proceedings of the Commission 
will commence at Baroda on the 18tli of February. It is the desire of the 
Government of India tliat every opportunity shall be afforded to His Highness 
Mulhar Eao of making his defence, and that tlio tiihunal shall bo so constituted 
as to command confidence throughout p^ndia. The Government of India will he 
much obliged to Your Highness if tne state of your health and of affairs at 
Jeypoor will admit of a-obmpUbTtce with the hope that t have expressed. I tan 
sure tl^t the presenoe of Holiness would give great addi&n^ weight tp 
the prooeeduL^ of ihe, Ooioupm in fulfilling a veiy importaut and dMoult 
task. 


Na«'2. 

, ! 

Telegram* dated 26tli Janua^ 1875, 

From PoiisnoAii Aesm, Jeypoor* to FoBSicti^r Bbobbtabt* Qaloutta. 

Yora letter, 20th instant. Maharaja assents to the Viceroy’s request regarding 
Conimission. 


No. 8. 

' Dated Jeypoor, 26th January 1875. 

From Colonel W, II. Bkvnon, Political Agent, Jeypoor (demi-official), to 
C. U. Aii'CHisoN, Esq,, C.S.L, Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Departmimt. 

I DULY received your note of the 20th instant, with its enclosure from the 
VicCrf>y to the Maharaja. I lost no time in arranging for a private interview with 
the Maharaja when I delivered Ilis Excellency’s letter and made known its con¬ 
tents. His Highness at once declared his intention of assenting to the Viceroy’s 
wishes, and expressed his sense of the honor done him. I also communicated to 
him the contents of your letter. 

The Maharaja will be glad to be informed in what his duties will consist. 

I am sorry to sa^ that for some weeks past His Highness* health has been very 
indifferent. He did not, however, seem inclined for this reason to excuse himself 
from sitting on the Commission, hut when I visited the palace yesterday afternoon, 
I found that his councillors, the Thakoor Fatha Sing in particular, were en¬ 
deavouring to persuade him that his health would not admit of his going to 
Baroda. 

I believe, however, that His Highness is determined to go and will do so unless 
he should become decidedly worse. 

I do not anticipate any ceremonial difficulties. Should any be suggested I will 
at once inform you. I enclose coi)y of the telegram to your address and also the 
Maharaja’s reply to the Viceroy.# 


(tt.) 

Datod Jeypoor Palace, 26tb January 1875. 

From His Highness the Mahaiuja of Jeypoor to His Excellency the Viceroy and 

Governor-General of India. 

Your Excellency’s kind favor of the 20th instant was handed over to me by Colonel 
Boynon yesterday. I cannot be surticiently thankful to your Lordship for the honour Your 
Excellency has been pleased to confer on mo and the confidence Your Excellency's Government 
1ms reposed in me by asking me to assist as a Member of the proposed Commission to enquire 
into the chai'gos against His Highnt^ the Gaekwar of Baroda. 

1 have requested Colonel Boynou to telegraph to Your Excellency of my willingness to 
carry out Your Lordship’s orders. 

1 am soiry to inform Your Excellency that for the last ten or twelve days I have been 
suffering from fever and slight pain in the lumbar i*^ion as I once had at Simla when I was 
with Your Excellency in 1H72. I hope, however, to itscover before the commencement of the 
proceedings of the Commission. In the meantime, I shall thank Your Excellency to ikvor me 
with definite instructions, if necesaaiy, as to the part I shall have to take in the proceedings 
of the Commission, and to let me know the precise time when I shall be required at Baroda. 

Trusting Your Excellency is in the enjoyment of sound health. 


No. 4. 

Dated C^^cutta, 4th February 1875. 

¥r<m His Excellency the.VicpBOY and Governor-Gbneual of India (demi- 
official),.to His Highness the Maharaja of Jeypoor, G.O.S.I. 

1 BEG that you will accept my sincere thanks for the cordial and ready Tparn i ftr 

wKioK “VAtiv UifldinAea Ima AAmnliArl Torii-.K nrtv vcftn.iAaf vta.. a!.#...!.! 


in the enquiry which it has been the paiuM duiy of 

institute at BMuda. ^ ^ '.'■'■ri''' ■■;\ 

Tour Highness will have heard f^om Gokxuel Beynen^ to whom 1 
that the Commission will open on the 28d instant; w^nvj tvuit Tour ffimhoss 
will be able to bo at Baroda, where every arrangement will be zm^e by SklliOn^ 
Pelly to provide suitably for Your HigMess* proper, entertainment, comfort; and 
dignity, • 

The Chief Justice of Bengal, as tlio highest judicial dignitary, under Hesr 
Majesty the Queen in India, will preside over the enquiry which must, as His 
Highness Mulhar Eao Gadewar has elected to employ Counsel fur bis defence, 
ho conducted in English. The Members of the Commission are His Highness 
the Maharaja of Gwahor, Sir Richard Meade (the Chief Commissioner of Mysore) 
whom Your Highness Las probably known when ho was Agent to the Goveraor- 
General in Central India, Mr. Philip Mt'ivillc, who has been Judicial Oommissiemer 
in the Punjab, and one of the Judges of the High Court at Lahore, and Raja Sir 
Dinkur Rao. 

Your Highness* assistanoo will, I feel sure, odd considerable weight io the 
enquiry, 

I have the honor to enclose a list of the olfenccs into which the enquiry will 
be made, a copy of which has been furnished to His Higlmi^ss Mulhar Rao 
Gaekwar. Your Highness will observe that the subject of the enquiry is limited, 
and that there is no mtention that it sliaJl cxtxmd to any of the questions relating 
to tlie general administration of the Baroda State or to the general relations of 
His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar to the British Government. 

The evidence in the case will bo brought before the Commission when they 
assemble, and the desire of the Government of India has been that every oppor¬ 
tunity should be given to His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar of freeing himself 
from the grave suspicion which attaches to him of having been concerned in an 
attempt to poison the British Resident at his Court. 

T that Your Highness* health has by tliis time been completely re¬ 

established, and with the most hearty good wishes, &c. 


No. 6. 

Hated Calcutta, 20th January 1875. 

From His Excelhim^y the Viceiioy and Govehnoh-GenetiaIi of India (domi- 

ofTicial), to His Highness the Mahakaja Stitdia. 

It bus boon the painful duty of th(i Government of India to assume the 
temporary administrulion of the Baroda Slate, and t<o cause an enquiry to be 
iustituted into ceiiain grave charges against His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar, 
that he has instigattid an attempt to. poison Colonel Phayre, the British Resident 
at Baroda. , 

It is the desire of tlie Government of India^ that this enquiry should bt? so 
conducted as to give His Highness tbe Gaekwar every opportunity of making his 
defence, and that t he Commission should be constituted in such a manner as to 
command the confidcijcc of tlio whole of India. 

I am well aware of tbe duties which Your Highness has to perform and of the 
many calls upon your time, but I write in the hope that I may persuade Your 
Highness to assist us as a Member of this impoitant tribtuial. If it should be in 
Your Highness’ power to accept tliis duty, the Government of India will be gx'catly . 
oblig(!d, and Your Highness' presence could not fail to add weight and value t(> 
the proccalings. 


No. 6. 

Hated, Camp of Exercise, Parsen, 13th Eebruary 1875. 

From Mahakaja Sikdia (demi-official), to His Excellency the Vicbeoy and 

Qovbbnoe-Gbneeal of India. 

I have much pleasure to acknowledge the receipt of You^ ExooUency's letter, 
dated 20th ultimo, regarding my appointment in Baroda Oommission,-and in 


reply, 1 return masxf tltonlcfi to Tour BzeeileKDdy for the Mnd offer. > My tnaitiage 
wul be performed on the 15th, and 1 shall learo this oh the 16th and reaoh 
Bsrodft onsthe mommff of the inatanl 
Any service Your ^ExceUency will require of me 1 shall be; most happy to 
atteim to it. 


No. 7. 

Dated Calcutta, 20th February 1875. 

Prom His Excellency the Viceroy and GovERNOR-GENBiiAi of India 

(demi-official), to Maharaja of Sindia. 

I HAVE received Your Highness’ note of the 13th of February, and I bog to 
return to Your Highness again in writing the very sincere thanks of the Govern¬ 
ment which General Daly has already been requested to convey by telegraph for 
tlie readiness with which Your Highness has, I fear, at considcrablo personal 
hu!onvenienco, complied with iny request with respect to the Baroda enquiry. 

I feel certain that Your IligJincss’ presence will give weight to the ComTnission, 
and I hope that the instructions whioh have been issued will prevent the pro- 
c(!odiugs from being prolonged for any such length as will be a cause of incon- 
v(^nJence to the Members, while at the same time His Highness MuUiar Bao 
Gaekwar will bo afforded every opportunity for his defence. 


No. 8. 

Dated Calcutta, 21at Jaimary 1875. 

From IBs Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-Geneual of India 
(domi-offioial), to His Highness Maharaja LTolkar. 

Your Highness will have learnt from Major General Daly that the grave 
suspicion that His Highness IVIullfcr Eao Gaekwar instigiitod tlie recent attempt 
to poison Colonel Phayre, the British liesident at Baroda, has eompdled the 
Governm(^nt of India to assume temporarily the administration ol' the State and 
to institute an enquiry into the circumstaneos of this most serious matter. 

It is my anxious desii’c that the enquiry shall Isi so condu<;tcd as to aiford 
His Higliness the Gaekwar evi^ry opportunity of making Ids tlefeiict!, and that 
the tribunal shall be so constituted as to command th(i (onfideneo of the whole 
country. 

I therefore write to express a hope that Your Highness may be able to spare 
time, from the weighty aftairs of State wliitdi 1 am W(ill aware must occupy you, 
to assist as a Member of the Commission. 

If Your Highness can without intonvcm'once underiako this diity, you will 
obligii the Government of India, and your presence will add weight to the 
proceedings in this painful and difficult ease. 

The Commission will assemble on the 18th of Fcl)ruary. 


No. 9. 

Dated Palace, Indore, 27th January 1876. 

From His Highness the Maharaja of Holkar, to His Excellency the Viceroy 

and Governor-Generah of India. 

I have duly received, through my friend, General Daly, Your Excellency’s kind 
letter of the 21st instant. ^ 

Tlie intelligence of the steps wWeb Your Lordship’s Government felt compiled 
to take in respect to BarotoJu^Ml^^^iready reached me, and filled myself and ajl my 
people with profound regijet that' such a necessity was forced on your Government. 
Amid all the difficulties and complications, however, which have unhappily arisen, 
the justice, the foj'beasTinoc, and ftie ^nerosity of the British Govemm^ appear 









_ ^ , 

Mid to the ;^ple of India in general, your wsbintidn to Jsivb ^Elrfoctesdif^ 
int^^ity of ^aroda as aNstirefi^te wiiii a Katiurb niBng dynasty, 
jesty’s grieat pkdges are thus firmly prefierred beyond all posBihle sowtidsov and 
cye^ono will percoire that the action of the paramount power iS ' prec^fy 
directed and oircuznscribed to the grave suspicion of personal misoonduot or 
personal offence. 


These circumstances forcibly remind me of what Ypur ExceUfsoOT said to me 
two years ago at BurWai in the presence of General Daly. When Your Lordship 
was about to rise to deliver an address after dinner, I ventured to suggest that 
something might perhaps be said in further recognition of the nonrannexatiijn 
policy announced in the (Queen’s proclamation. Yom: Lordship kindly turned to 
me and assured mo that, when the Imperial Government deliberately frames and. 
proclaims a policy, it firmly and faithfully carries it out. The present crisis prac¬ 
tically illustrates this assurance before the world. 

Your Lordship’s desire to have some native element in the oomposition of the 
tribunal which is to investigate the Baroda case is one that will deserve cocaot 
universal applause. The accused party himsdif will, in bis painM and anxious 
situation, find in this circumstance an additional proof of the noMe solicitude of 
Youi* Lordsliip to insure the highest and purest justice. 

I fed exceedingly obliged to Your Excellency for so kindly t hinking of me in 
this connection. I beg to offer you ray warmest acknowledgments. 

I regret, however, that I am unable to accept so kind and considerate an offer. 
The interests of the State with the Government of which I am chai'ged, combined 
with other circumstances of a domestic nature with which I need not trouble 
Your Lordship here, preclude my acceptance of the offer, especially as so early a 
ditto as the 18th proximo is fixed for the assembling of the High Commission. 
Your Lordship has, to some extent, foreseen this contingency. 

With respectful compliments and best wishes. 


No.*40 of 1875^ 

Government of India, Foreign Dbfxbtment, 

PoLITICAXi. 

My Loud Marquis, Fort William, tlie 12th February 1875. 

We liavo the honen to forward, for the information of Her Majesty's 
Goverumeiit,, (jopy of papers* regarding the appointment of the OomraisKiou 
to iuvestiguto into the charges against His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaokwar of 
Barpda. 

We have the honor to be, &c. 


No. 1. 


To The •Honorable Sir Richard Couch, Knight Bachelor, and Chief Justice of 
Her Majesty’s High Court of Judicature at Fort William in Bengal; His 
Highness Mookhtar-ool-Moolk, Azeem-ool-lktidar, Rufi-oos-8han, Wala 
Shikoh, Mohtashim-i-l)ouran, Oomdut-ool-Oomrah, Mahar^a Bheeraj, Aliyah 
Maharaja Joeajoe Rao Sindiah Bohadoor, Srecnath, , Munsoor-i-Zaman, 
Fidvee-i-Huzrut Malikah-i-Mooazuina, Rafi-ood-Buneh-i-In^tan, Maharaja 
of Gwalior, Knight Grand Commander of the Most Exalted Order of the Star 
of India; His ffighnoss Siramad-i-Rajaha^i-Hindoostan, Raj Rajender Sree 
Maharaja Dheeraj Sewaee Ram Sing Ikihadoor, Maharaja of Jeypoor, Ejiight 
Grand G<>mmander of the Most Exalted Order of the Star of India; Colonel 
Sir Richard John Meade, Knight Commander of the Most Exalted Order of 
the Star of India, and Chief Commissioner of Mysore and Coorg; R^a Sir 
Dinkur Rao, Knight Commander of the Most Exalted Order of the Star of 
India; and Phillip S&ndys Melville, Esquire, of the Bengal Civil Service, and 
a Commissioner in the Punjab. 


Whereas an attempt has been made at Baroda to poison Colonel B. Pha; 
C.B., the ,late British Resident at the Court of His Highness Mulhar 



* Nos, I 
to 6 . 


Gflekwar; and whea^eas the fdlowing pfTenoes are imputed against the Mfd 
Mulhar Bao Gaekwar* that is to say 

I. —^Ihat the said Mulhar Bao Gaekwar did by hiffagents and in person hold 
sooret cornmunioaticms for improper purposes with some of the serrazits employed 
by Oolonel Fhayret the Besident at Barc^a^ or attached to the Besidenoy; 

II. —^That the said Mulhar Bao Gkiekwar gave bribes to some of those servants, 
or caused such bribes to be given ; 

III. “That his purposes in holding such communications and giving such bribes 
were to use the said servants as spies upon Colonel Fhayre, and thereby im¬ 
properly to obtain information of secrets, and to cause injury to Colonel Phayre, 
or to remove him by means of poison; 

IV. —Tliat in fact an attempt to poison Colonel Phayre was made by persons 
instigated thereto by the said Mulhar Bao Gaekwar; 

And whereas the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council has tempcmrily 
assumed the administration of the Baroda State for the purpose of instituting a 
public enquiry into the truth of the said imputations, and of affording His High¬ 
ness Mulhar Bao Gaekwar an opportunity of freeing himself firom the grave 
suspicion which attaches to him: 

^eroforo the Viceroy and Governor-General of India in Council appoints you 
th(s said Sir Bichard Couch, you the said Maharaja of Gwalior, you the said 
Maharaja of Jeypoor, you the said Sir Bichard John Meade, you the said 
Sir Dinkur Bao, and you the said Phillip Sandys Melville, Esquire, to he Com¬ 
missioners for the purpose of enquiring into the truth of the said imputations 
and of reporting to the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council how far the 
same are true to the best of your judgment and belief. And the said Viceroy and 
Governor-General in Coimcil appoints you the said Sir Bichard Couch to he the 
President of this Commission, with full power to appoint times and places of 
meeting, to adjourn meetings, to adjust and arrange the method of procedure, to 
settle the course wliich the enquiry shall take, to call for and to receive or reject 
evidence documentary or otherwise, to hear such persons as you shall think fit on 
Ijehalf either of the Viceroy and Governor-Gontinil of India in Council or of 
His Highness Mulhar Bao Gaekwar, and generally to guide the whole course of 
the proceedings of this Commission as from time to time shall appear to you to 
be proper for the purpose thereof. 

And whereas certain other matters of importance pending between the Bi'itish 
Government and His Highness Mulhar Bao Gaekwar were enqtiircd into and 
reported upon by a Commission appointed by the Viceroy and Governor-Gcnenil 
in Council by orders dated 23d October 1873; And whereas the enquiry which 
you are appointed to make is not connected with such matters; For the hettf^r 
understanding of yom* functions, the said Viceroy and Governor-General in Coimcil 
here-by declares his desire that you shall not oxhmd youf enquiry to oilier matters 
than the offences imputed to His Highness Mulhar Bao Gaekwar as aforesaid, 
and that you shall not permit any such other matters to he submitted to you for 
consideration or enquiry. 

And the said Viceroy and Govomor-Geneml in Council desires that, in the 
event of any of your number being prevented by sickness or other cause from 
taking his place as Commissioner, or from remaining as Commissioner till the 
conclusion of your enquiry, you the other Commissioners shall nevertheless 
conduct and complete your enquiry in the same way as if the number of 
Commissioners present or remaining wore the whole number appointed hereby. 

And the said Viceroy and Governor-General in Council hereby appoints John 
Jordine, Esquire, of the Bombay Civil Service, to be your Secretaiy. 

By Order of tho VicCToy and GovernOT-Gtoeral of India in Council, 

(Signed) C. U. Aitchison, 

, Secretary to the Government of India. 


\ J 


110 , 2 . 

No, 487 F,, dated Foyt llih. February 1875. 

From 0; U. Aitohisok, Fsq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Honorable Sir B. Coitch, K.T., Chief Jtistioe, 
High Court of Bengal. 

I AM directed to inform you that His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor- 
General in Council has been pleased to appoint you to bo President of the 
Commission for the investigation of the cliarges against his Higlmcss Mulhai' llao 
Giaekwar of Baroda. 

2. The original orders constituting the Commission are herewith enclosed for 
your information and guidance. 

3. Should any i)omts arise during the enquiry on which you may deem it 
necessary to take the orders of Giovermnent, you are authorized to defer it for the 
consideration of the Governor-General in Council. 

4. The Viceroy and Gtovemor-General in Council has fixed the 23d instant as 
the date for the opening of the Commission at 'Baroda, and his Excellency in 
Council desires me to express liLs hope that you will be able to arrange to 
commence proceedings on that date. 

6. During the time you are employed on the Commission you will draw allow¬ 
ances equal to the salary of the Chief Justice of Bengal, togetlier with a d(q)utation 
allowance of 25 per cent, thereon, and your bond Jide travelling expenses will l>e 
defrayed by Government. 


No. 3. 

Nos. 490. P.-491 P., dated Fort William, 1.1th February 1875. 

From C. U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Seeretary to iho Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Agents, Goveunoh-General, 0(intral India and 
Kajpootana. 

Tub Viceroy and Governor-General in Council lias ah'oady tlianked His 
Highness the Maharaja of for consenting to act on the Commission for the 
investigation of the charges against His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar of Baroda. 

2. I am now directed by llis Excellency tlic Viceroy and Governor-General in 
Council to enclose for the information of His Highness, a copy and translation of 
th(^ orders constituting the Commission, 

3. Thfi 23d instant hasjbeen fixed as the date for the opening of the Commission, 
and llis Excellency in Council will be glad if it will suit liis Highness’ con¬ 
venience to be present at Bai'oda at that date in time to take part in the com¬ 
mencement of the proceedings. 

4. I have been in direct telegraphic communication with tlie Political Agent 
at regarding the arrangements for the proper reception of His Highness and 
for iiis Highness' journey. It may lie desirable, howcvei*, tliat you should com¬ 
municate direct with Colonel Sir Lewis Polly on the subjiict, 

5. The Political Agent at Joypoor should accompany the Maharaja. 


No. 4. 

No, 493, dated Fort William, 11th February 1875, 

From C. U, Aitchison, Esq., O.8.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir B. Meade, K.C.S.l. 

Similar letter to No. 494 P. to Mr, Mblyillb, No. 495 P. to Sir Dink^u Rao. 

I AM directed to inform you that His Excellency the Viceroy and Ghivemor- 
Generai in Council has been pleased to appoint you to be a Member of the Ooiai 



mission for the inrestigation of the against His Highness Mnlhar Urn 

Gaokwar of Baroda. 


To Sir Diukiur [ud traiulfttion] 


2. A oopy [ ] Of the orders constituting 

the Commission [is] herewith enclosed ,for your 
iriformation and guiianoe, 

3. The 23d instant has been fixed as the date for the opening of the Commis¬ 
sion, and 1 am to request that you will arrange to he at Baroda in time to be 
present at the commenooment of proeeedings on that date. 

4. [During the time of your employment on the Comihission you will draw (the 

To Mr. Melville (Rh. 34 fl 7 -B a month.) samo pay as thc Clucf CommiswoneT d Mysore 
To Sir Diiikut Rao fOmit.] with a deputation allowance of 25 per cent, there¬ 
on), and] yoiu* bondfidfs travelling expenses will bo defrayed by Government. 


No. 6, 


No. 486 P., dated Port William, 11th February 1875. 

Prom C. TJ. AitciiisoN, Esq., Secrci-ary to the Government of India, Foreign 
Department, to Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor- 
General and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 


I AM now directed to inform you that the Viceroy and Governor-General in 
Council has been pleased to appoint the following Commission for the investiga¬ 
tion of the charges against His Highness Mulliar Rao Gaekwar of Baroda:—. 


Sir R. Couch, Kt., President. Colonel Sir R. Meade, K.C.S.I. 

The Maharaja of Gwalior. Raja Sir Diukur Rao, K.C.S.I. 

The Maharaja of Joypoor. Mr. P. S, Molvillc. 

2. I am to request that you will make all necessary arrangements for tlie 
proper reception and accommodation of thc members of the Commission and 
their attendants. It may be desirable that you should communicate with thc 
Agent to the Governor-General for Central India and the Agent to the Governor- 
General for Rajpootaua in respect to tlie arrangement's for the Maharaja of 
Gwalior and the Maharaja of Joypoor. A copy of the ceremonial usually 
observed on the occasion of thc visit of these Chief's to Calcutta is enclosed in the 
belief tliat it may be of use to you. It is the wish of the Governor-General in 
Council that they should be received and treated with every distirndion duo U) 
their high rank. Each will be accompanied by a European officer for whom also 
arrangements should he made. 

3. The 23d instant ha| bticu fixed as the date for the eommen(!omont of ilu! 
proceedings as you have been already informed. 


No. 44 of 1876. 

Government op In3)ta, Foreign Department, 

POLITICA-L. 

To the Most Honorable the Marquis op SaijIsbury, Her Majesty's Secretary 

of Slate for India. 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 19th February 1875. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 39, dated 12 th instant, wc have the 
honor tc forward, Jot the information of Her Majesty’s Government, further 
pn»or8* relating to the affairs of the Baroda State. 

"W(\ hnvn tlllA llATlAI' fA llA ift-A 




f < 



i, * 


NOi 1 . 

No. ^SS9 of 187&. 




From Cblonel Sir Lewis PbiOiT, Agent to the Gkrrmior-Goneral and 

fecial Commissioner administering the Barbda State, to C. U. AirOHlSoir, 
Esq., C.S.I., Seoiretory to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 


Ik Gonlinuation of my letter No. 82-182^ dated the 22d ultimo, 1 have the 
honor to submit, for the information of Gorommcht, a summary of the proceed¬ 
ings at a Durbar hold by me on the 29th January 1875. 


Memorakduh. 

On Friday the 29th Jannaiy 1875, the principal Bankers and HeatLs of mei'cantile commu¬ 
nity of Barocla waited, by appointn>cnt, on Colonel Sir Lciwin BelJy, K.(^S.L, A^ent io the 
Oovoi-nor-GencTal and Special (Vniimiasioner adminiat-ering tliu Banxla Stat<;, wl»o rocuived 
them at a Durhir. The deputation was headed by the reproaentativcH of tlm old Firms of 
Gopalrao Myra] and Hurree Bhogtee and Sheth Premabbal Hemabliai c»f Alunedabad, late a 
Member of the Bombay Legislative Council, wlio luid a Fivtn in llan)da. 

Sir Lewis Polly addressed the deputation by saying that he harpaskinl tliom to come here 
to-day in order that ho might explain to them some of his views, |»n.K;eedingH, and intentions 
aiibeting trade; that when first this crisis came on i)o was obligcsl to take certain precautions 
to ])rovent the removal of jewels and other propeuiy Isdonging to the State ; that ho was very 
sorry having to do so, i)ecause he was always averse to do anything that mij^it interfere witli 
the natural course of trade, but that the inconvenience was one which nearly always accom¬ 
panied sudden crisis in affairs of State; that he was glad to say, however, that lie felt assured 
that all these inconveniences and reistrictions might now l»e withdrawn, and that ho had 
therefore issued ordem to-day that all these searchings and stoppages of suspected goods by 
the Police and the Militaiy should wholly cease. 

Sir Lewis Polly assured the deputatioTi that in future then; would l)e no inkaference what- 
uvei* by any authority with their affairs, and tliat mt?rcautiU^ transactions tind caedit ixiight 
with confidence I’esumo their natural course. 

Boforcnco was then made to thcj affaii*s of tlie Gaekwar’s State Banks at Bombay, whidi it 
liad liecome necessary to place undor attachmojit; and it stated that the now Bank of 
Bombay had boon appointed Agents to settle accounts and carry (Hi emergent and oilier 
trjuisoctions of the said Banks ro(|ulring disposal ; that th(‘ head Moouin Kheiuchaud, who 
had favored Sir Lewis Polly by coming to Baroda, would return to Bombay to-moti’ow; that 
the Bank of Bomkiy had been requested to conduct the allairs with the Jea.st possible incon- 
vonioiico to persons having dealings with the SUito Banks: that tho people who wished to 
take back th() gold tl)ey had depositt>d with the Banks would now lie able to do so, and that 
all would find the greatest courtesy at the bands of the Officers of the Bunk of* Homhuy. 

In regal’d to the finances at present avaiInBle, Sir Lewis Pclly I’cminded the deputation 
that when ho assumed charge of the administration, he was given to understand that in tho 
Central Treasury at the capital th(?re was somctliing loss than Rupees 2,000 ; that by taking 
meiusures, which to some extent liinl been successful, ho was hajipy to say that tho available 
balance now was more than sixty-five lakhs of rupees, which Wiis eixcditsive of the cuviviit 
revenue which was flowing in. 

Sir Lewis Pclly next alluded to tho recent Committee appointed to enquire into and settle 
the oJainiH, debts, and grievances of the Sinlars; and said j^ht the mercfuitllo community was 
deeply interested in the matter ; that in fact most of them were the Sirdars’ Bankers, and 
their prosperity was intimately connected with the prosjieiity of the Sirdui-s. Tho Bankers 
wore advised to approach tho coming settlement with moderation, the debts being partly 
doubtful or bad, and a compromising spirit being thoi’cforo cagontially necessary, Sir Lewis 
Felly pertinently reminded them of tho old Mahratta proverb ,*‘no blood can come out of 
a flint.” 

Referring to the claims urged against the State by somtj of the Bankers before the Oom- 
misdon of last year, and more recently before himself, and to the general system of irregu 
larities as existing in monetary transactions lietwecm the State and tho Bankers, Sir Lewis 
Polly stated that as soon as time (lermltted he would cause due enquiry to he made into tliose 
claims; that as yet lio had acorcoly time to look into more than a very few of them, hut that 
even among these few he bad found some iiTegulai'ities; that he did not wish to mention 
names, especially in a public Durbar, and would only allude to two instances which had come 
before him, and which had impressed him very much: on<i was a claim for twenty lali^s 
of rupees contested between the Gaekwar and an old Firm; that when he (Sir Lewis Polly) 
came to look into the facts of the case ho found them so utterly inexplicable that he was 
obliged to give the enquiiy up as a hopeless job; that more recently documents and infor¬ 
mation hod come to his knowledge which led him to believe that the money was not due to 
the Gaekwfir, but to the late Peishwa, and in strict justiee and right lieionged to the Britislf 


Government m the Peiah^ra’s Buocdssoro; that the aggregate amount was not twenty li^hs, 
but something apjtroaching thirty-Bix lakhs; that tho^-matter of the rt^htM inheritoooe of 
this amount was apparently nevw brought to the ki^wlodge of the British Oovenunent, but 
was eventually and seemingly by consent of the late Qaiskwav and the Firm converted into a 
sort of claim to he admitted on the part of the Ga;^trar of Baroda agasnat the fhtoi; toat 
the then Qaekwar in short got hold of the receipts or chittees whicdi fU^perly belonged to the 
British Government, and induced the Finn to compromise the debt with him for a sum of 
twenty lakhs of rupees ; that accordingly the Firm passed a bond to the then Gaekwar of this 
last-named amount, and received back ftom the Gaekwar the chittees or rCeei^ which the 
Firm had ].>as86d to the Feishwa; that out of these twenty lakhs of rupees His Highness 
Khunderaf) miinagoil to collect some six lakhs; that this l^t a balance of fourteen lakhs, 
which the Firm being unwilling to pay to the present Gaekwar, His Highuess Mulhar Eao, 
be either borrowed or forcibly took charge of all the jeweliy of the Firm he could la}' his 
hands on. 

Sir Lewis Pelly continued to say that he did not in tliia place and on the present occasion 
mention the matter for tl\e purpose of asserting any claims on behalf of the British Govom- 
ment, and that tlie claim had been placed before him and tlie Commission as simply a 
mercantile dealing, and that, relying on the statements made, he bond fide believed it aa such ; 
but that now he saw what it j-eally was, and that lie trusted that all would concur with him 
in considering that the transaction was irregular. 

The other instance referred to by Sir Lewis Pelty was a loan of five lakhs of rupees by the 
Gaekwar to a Finn at 3 per cent., and a simultaneous loan by the same Firm to the Baroda 
State lit 8 jier cent. To say the least of it, lemarked Sir Lewis Pelly, that was an illogical 
transaction; he admitted that the timoH were very irregular, and expressed his hope that 
times may change with Rulers, and tliat these irregularities may cease. 

Sir Lewis Pelly then informed the deputation that on Monday neoct he would pay formal 
visits at the houses of the Head Bankers, Gopalrao Myral and Hurree Bhagtee, and that ho 
conceived that in doing so he would be pursuing the annual aistom of the Gaekwar, and thus 
publicly acknowledge the important practical fact that the interests of the State and of the 
commercial classes arc identical. 

Sir Lewis Pelly said that, before the deputation left, he wished to add one word, and that 
was to say, tliat he had been rejwrting to tb(i Viceroy in Council the course of events as they 
happened; that he had told liim that the Baroda State possessed all the capacities for 
becoming a very thriving Native State ; and that he earnestly hoped tliat when the short 
time he should remain here is concluded, ho might hand over this State to a Native Ruler 
without any change in its constitution, but refoi'pied in administration in such manner as not 
to interfere with its old usages and customs, but to render their ajiplication more consistent 
with justice and equity; tliat before ho handcil over such charge, he would moat earnestly 
impress upon the Viceroy to do all in the power of tliie Government of India to secure that the 
mercantile community should lawfully enjoy the fruits of their industry without tho alighteat 
champs of molestation. He had happened to see in some public prints some allusion to 
annoxation, and that., therefore, he was glad to take this opportunity of repeating that there 
waft not the slightest ground for such an appri'hensjon, that tho desire of the Government of 
India was to restore tho Baroda State to a Native administration as soon as might bo 
)»racticablo, and in the meantime to ]irevent the State from being torn to pieces and ruined by 
any avoidable irregularities. 

In conclusion, Sir Lewis Polly trustod that ibe deputation would not think he had wasted 
their time in making tlic.se remarks, and adde<l that In* was ]>leased to eeo liero an old 
acquaintance, the Honorable Mr. i’reinabhai Heinabhai, late Meinlier of the Bombay Legis- 
Intivo Ckmncil. 

Tho deputation responded through Mr. Bulwunt Rao, tlie Nawab’s Moonshee, wlio, in 
thanking Sir Lewis Polly for his kiiidiiesy in explaining to them Ids views about trade and 
other matters involving mercantile interests, said that the people present were much gratified 
to hear what Sir Lewis Polly had said, and that tlio assurance that the Native administration 
would be restored bad given them greatest satisfaction; that their pmsjierity in a great 
measure depended on that of the State; that the kind words addressed to them gave them 
much confidence ; and tliat they would lo^e no time in resuming mercantile transactions. 

The Honorable Mr. Premabbai Hemabhai then advised tho people present to have full 
confidence and rely entirely on what Sir Lewis Pelly Iiad said; that he (Premabhai) was a 
British subject, and therefore would say from actual exjMirience that the words and writings 
of tho British Government exactly accorded with,their actions. 

The proceedings, which lasted for more than an hour, terminated at about 8 p.m., and the 
deputation withdrew. 

(Signed) Manibhai, 

‘Vn.fivA Aiuaiafjtnf 
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No. 2 . 


No. 521 P., dat^ PoKt William, 12th February 1876. 

From F. Hbnvey, Esq^, Ol^dlc^g^l^iidoivSecretary to the Government of India> 
Foreign Dopartmeirfs^ to Cblonel Sir L. PeujY, K.C.8.1,, Agent, Gk>vemor- 
Gono^, and Spooial Omimuauoner Baroda. 


In reply to your letter. No. 61^220, without date, forwarding a summary of 
the proce^ings at a Durbar held by you on the 29tli ultimo, I am direct(jd to 
state that His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council approves 
of your action in the matter. 


No. 3. 

» 

No. 60-287, dated Baroda, 4th February 1876. 

From Colond .Sir Lewis PELiiY, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General atid 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. U. Aitouison, 
Esq,, C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE tile honor to forward, for the information of Ilia Exct^Doncy the 
Viceroy in Council, the accompanying memorandum drawn up by my Native 
Assistant, Mr. Manibhai, containing an account of the visits which 1 paid to 
tlie ladies of the Gaekwar family and tlic head Mahratta Sirdar, Yeswuntrao 
Paudray, on Saturday, the 8()th January 1875. 


Memobandum. 

Aorerabiv tfi arraiigeiBonfcH previously made. Sir Lewie Pelly, K.C.S,!., Agent to the 
Oovornor-Geneml and Si>eciRl (’Jominissioner adiuinisteniig tho Bamda State, accompamed by 
Colonel Jacob, Commanding tlie Field Force, Baroda, and other of tho oam]> and i!M>jno 

hwlioM, left the Residency at 3 o’clock P.M. on Satunhiy, the 3()th January 1875, on a visit to 
tho ladies of tho Gaekwiu* family and near relations. A suitable escort under command (if an 
ofHciir was furnished by the Ist Regiment of Cavalry, in addition to the usual Residency 
('scort, and a party of Rissala Hor.^e of the Gaokwar’s Contingent. 

On arrival at the palace Sir Lewis Felly was re(jeiv(*d by ^<ana Saheb Powar and Jagoba 
Jagtap, sons-in-law of the late Gnekwar His Highness Guuput Rao, and Nimbhaker, brother 
of Radha Baeo, widow of the said Prince, and the senior Isidy in the zenana of the reigning 
family. 

The ladies of tlic Gaekwar family sat liehind a ])urdah, where tlu^ EurCipean ladies who 
accompanied Sir Iiewis Pelly were received by Radha Baee. Besides Radha Baeo there 
were jiresent Rewo(» Baeo, widow of the Into Nana Sahob, a brother of His Highness MuJhor 
Roo, tho daughters of His Highnefis Gunput Rao and His Highness Khundorao, and several 
other relations. His Highness Mulhar Rao’s queen and daughter having expi'ossed tlicir 
inability to come on account of ill healtli. 

Sir Lewis P(dly told the ladies that ho had called upop them, in accordance with the 
annual practice of the Gaekwar, tt» pay his compliments tJr thi^ ladies of the reipiing family 
and to enquire after tlieir healths. Ho had, he ansured them, great ph^nsure in doing so, 
and the English Indies at present in Baroda who had been iK'rmittcd to visit tbeiu were 
particularly sensible of that compliment. 

To this Radha Baeo replied “ It is vciy good of you l-o wurio here. 1 am tnuch obliged to 
Your Honor for your ktiidriesH. It is for Your Thmor to take care of us; tho protection 
“ of UB all is in your hands.” 

Sir Lewis Pelly then said: “ Anything in my i) 0 W(n- in the way of aid or justice will 
“ always be at the dispoRal of the ladies of this State so long as T am here. I’here is not the 
slightest occasion for any anxiety on the part of the ancestral ladies of tho State. There is 
** no need of any protection or intiirferencc. You maj'- do what y(ju like, and if any [irotection 
“ be necessary you siiall have it.” 

Radha Baee again thanked Sir Lewis, and after a short conversation asked tliat tho 

^“Pevusthan”* and *‘Dhurinada”“ expenses and other 
* Religious and charitable expenses. charities, as also the nomnooks of the Sirdars, Hurukdars, 

and other hereditary State servants, sliould be continued, and all affairs managed as fhey had 
hitherto been. To this Sir Lewis Pelly replied by saying that “ all these affaiis I have betai 
** arranging with tho proper ofiicei's of the State, and you need not feel any anxiety.. 1 hope 
you will always feel happy in your own palace. I was a youth here when your husband 
" (His Highness Gunput Rao) was on the throne, and I have a very distinct recollection of 
what the State was then, and what the customs of the State were. You may rest satisfied 
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that the State shall not suffer in my hands. X hc^ everting vill be continued in aooord- 
** ance with the uAages and customs of the‘State, and that we a&iimstration of affaire will be 
" wholesome and honest." '■ • 

The lady then said that she had every confidence in Sir Lewis Felly, and that tho firm 
friendship subsistitig between the British and fSaekwar Gk>'i^erittnentB would, she waa confident, 
not only be continued but increased; she concluded by saying that should any necessity 
arise, she would depute her brother to wait on Sir Lewis Pelly, who^ she hoped, would l^ceive 
and accord him an interview. Sir Lewis Pelly assurred the lady that he would be most 
happy to hear whatever she might have to represent. 

lue usual distribution of ])dn so\>aree, garlands of flowers, &o., terniinated the proceedings, 
and, with tlio exception of the ladies, tlie party pi'oeeedod to the house of Yeswuntrao Bc^ey 
Pandray, the head Maliratta Sirdai-. 

Sir Lewis Felly was received i)y the head of this noblp family and conducted into a Durbar 
room, where most of tlie Hindoo Sirdars, the Sillidai’s, and Seebundy Buxoes, and other 
iiiilitary officem of the State were present. It may l>e noted here in passing that on the 
occasion of the Mahomedan holiday called Ecd Sir Lewis P(dly had paid a formd visit at the 
house of the head Mahomodan Sirdar, the Nawab Meor Kamal-oixl'deen Hoossen Khan 
Bahadoor, and the present visit to the Pandray was meant to be a aimilai' compliment to the 
Hindoo Sirdars. 

The usual enquiries alter health being over, Sir Lewis Pelly informed the people pi'esent 
that, in accordance with the practice of the Qaekwar, hu had great pleasure in meeting them 
at the house of tlie head Mahiutta Sirdar, who represented an ancient and noble family. 
Yeshwuntrao Rajey Pandray deeply felt the honor, and thanked Sir Lewis Pelly for his 
kindness^ adding that he had eveiy confidence in him. Sir Lewis Pelly informed the Sirdars 
that just l)efore leaving the B«sidoncy tho names of those who were to form a (Committee for 
enquiry into the Sirdar’s cases and questions of alienation had been sulmiitted to him, tliat ho 
had approved of them, and that he trusted that no time would be lost in instituting enquiries. 

In course of conversation Sir Lewis enquired of YeshWuntrao Pandray whether he wont 
out hunting, and he n^plierl that ho was fond of sliikar, but that in the ncighVK)UThood of 
Baroda the Gaekwai* had his hunting i)ro8crv(^s which were under cei’tain restrictirjnH. Sir 
Lewis Pelly invited tho Pandray U) join tlic Ibjsidency shikar pai-tios whenever thtTe were 
any, and the Pandray expressed himself thankful for the favor. 

After tho usual naiitch, and distribution of pA.n soparee, the Durlmr closed, and the 
procession rctumed to the Residency at about 5 o’clock r.M. 

(Signed) Manibfiai, 

The 3d February 1875. Native Assistant 


No. 4. 

No. 353, dated Baroda, 9th February 1876. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.S.T., Agent to the Governor-Gonisral and 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. U. Aitcuison, 
Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to tho Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE the honor to forward, for the infornia-tion of Government, copy of 
a report. No. 1, dated 5th instant, by Captain Jackson, on assuniing charge of the 
Kcsidoncy Treasury, together with a copy of its accompaninieiit. 


No. 1, dated Baroda Residency, 5th February 1875. 

From Captaiu F. H. Jacxson, AsHistunt Kesideut, Baroda, to Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., 

Agent, Governor-Oonoral, and S))ecia1 Commissioner Bannln. 

I HAVE tlie honor to infoi*m you that I have taken charge of the Treasury in obedience to 
your orders. 

2. The Treasury, up to the time of my taking charge, was unprovided witli any safes of u 
tfiifficient secure description for th© custody of valuables and large sums of mouey; but, simul¬ 
taneously with your order to me, two iron safes arrived from Bombay, whioli have added 
considerably to the security of uiy charge. 

3. 1 entered the Treasury on the 2d instant, and found a large quantity of silver plated ware 
in a wooden cupbodrd, oloa^ by ali iron hasp and staple^ without a padlock, and sealed with a 
cross tape, which I removed, to make way fi>r tlie large safe, placing the silver in a large iron- 
bound l)ox of a auflxcienti strong description. I then had the smaller safe brought in, and 
transferred to it from a Wooden Box two carpet bags of jewelry and closed and ^led it uj). 
Tho large iron saf© wa-T theu with considerable difficulty brought into the room, and I intended 
at once to place within it the box containing the 40 lakhs of Government notes, but J found 
it impossible to open it without anstructiotks as to the method of manipulating the keys and 


4. DiredifoitB ifor opetimg tbe 'a4& weafe i^ograj^hed for Axid MceiT^ I have now 

been able to transfer from their former repoedtory *'a wooden box,*’ the 4d 1* Jrh« in Qovorn* 
ment notes, and the State seal erf the Qaekwar. 

$. These two safes have been sealed with your seal, and 1 have issued instruotidna that they 
should on no account be opened without a written pass from you. 

6. The wooden boxes containing the carpet bags of jewelry and the 40 lakhs of rupees and 
State seal were fastened by iron hasps and padlocks passing through the staples. The padlock 
of the former was an English one of rather an old pattern ; that of the latter was a Brahma 
lock. There woe one key for each box. These keys are now in my {tossessioiL 

7. A small box of jeweliy connected with a case pending befi)!^ the Committee of enquiry 
and detection has been tempona‘ily placed in the smaller safes. 

8. The Treasury room now contains— 

One Wooden box containing silver ware. 

One ditto ditto silver plated ware. 

One ditto ditto treasure in Ootupauy’s Rupees. 

One ditto ditto ditto Babiisie Rupees. 

One large iron safe containing a wooden box with tlie 40 lakhs of notes and the seal 
• One sinnll iron safe conUiining two cjjrpet bags and a box of jewelry. 

9. I have attached a memorandum of additional jnstructionN for the Kui'opean guard, as I 
have been informed by the Staff Officer that they ex)>erieiice difficulty in id^tifyiug the 
individuals who Lave authority over the treasure. These instmetions I will, by your leave, 
forward to the Staff Officer. 


Memorandum of additional instructions for IVeasury Guard. 

•At prerut Captain J«ok«>n. roo” « clt^d witl) two padlocks, the keys of 

wluch ai‘e m charge of (1*) the Treasuiy Offictir, and (2) the 

Government sljroff. 

This room is not to be opened without the presence of these two persons, unless by the 
sjxjcial written direction of the Treasury Officer. 

Tlie iron safes within the room are not to l)e opened without a written order from the 
Governor^Geuerars Agent and S|)ecial Commissioner. * 

Outside the room are some treasuni boxes containing cash for current expenses, the keys of 
which are kejrf by the shroffs. 

These boxes may be opened by them without the presence of the Timsury Officer. 

The Treasury Clei'ks ai'e allowed to pjiss through the verandah, but no one is to touch any 
bj)X(is outside tho 'Pimsury door without authority. 

The shroffs arc pmvideil with passes Ibi' tlieir identification. 

(Signed) F. II. JACKwm, Capt., 

lijirodii, tlu! 5tli Feb. 187o. Treasury Officer. 


No. 45 ol 1875. 

Govkunment op India, Poreion Department, 

Political. 

My Lord Marqttir, Port William, tlus 19tii hVbruary 1875. 

Jn contiiiuaiioii oi' our separate; drsi)attdi of this daUs No. 44, wt) liav<! the 

^ liouor to forward, for tho information of Her Ma- 

No. 4, dated til) Icltriiarv IHt.'i. • a » j i» i >1 Lt> r • 

jestys Govommont, a t^opy oi a ler.ter ifom Hir Lt^wts 
P(dly, omdosiug a oopy of f.ho statements .made by Damodlmr Trimbak, I'ormerly 
Private Secretary to His Highness the Gat^kwar of Earoda. 

Wo have the honor to be, &c.. 


No. 4, dated, Baroda, 6th Pebmary 1875. 

Prom Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.SJ., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner, Baroda, to C. U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary 
to tho Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I have the honor tp enclose a copy of the statements made by Damodhur 
Trimbak, formerly Private Secretary to His Highness the Oaekwar. 


The statement made on the 29th ultimo was tak^ before Mr» BofA&j in my 
pre^noe. ^ version of each day's statement was made in Mahrathi, the 
vernacular language of Damodhur Trimhak, and tliat version was in every ease 
read aloud by him in my presence, and signed with his own hand, in some 
instanoes corrections having been made by him in his own handwriting. 


Before J. B. Richey, Escj., J.P., dated Residency, Bai*ode, 29th Januaty 1875. 

Damodhur Teimrak, Bmlnnin, late Secretory to His Highness Mulhar Rao Oaekvar, states, 
Yoshwuntrao Ycule, Salem, and Itowjec were concerned hi the poisoning of Colonel Phayre. 
In the month of Asherin, about the Dnssera, the Maharaja asked me to procure some arsenic 
from the Foujdaree where it is kept, giving as cause that he wanted it foi* itoh> and told me 
to say at the Foujdaree that it was wanted for a homo. 1 could not get any at the Foujdaree, 
and told the Maharaja, who told me to get it fnim comp. I told him it wanted a pass. He 
said no matter about the ^lass. I got two tolas of arsenic tlitough Nowreddin Borah ; the 
Maliaraja having told mo to promise him a monopoly of the supply of medicine to rtie 
Sillckhaua. He did not at first say whence ho procured it. I took tlio powder to the 
Maliaraja, and asked him whom it was to he given to. Ho told me to give it to Salom, who 
would pi‘epare the medicine to be made from it. I gave it to Salem. I don’t know when ho 
brought it here. Afterwards the Maharaja tola mo to get one tola of diamonds to calcine and 
make ash of. I oitlerod Naiiajeo Wuttul to get a tola of diamonds, and bring it to the 
Maharaja. He brought me the tola of diamonds, and I showed it to the Maharaja, and ho 
told mo to take it to Yeshwuut. Up to this point I did not know that it was wanted for this 
purpose. The Maharaja said at first it would be to moke a head ornament for a Swamec at 
Akulkote. Afterwards again the Maharaja asked for another tola, this time diamond dust. 
I tf»ld Nanajee to get it, and lie brought some diamond and some diamond dust, and either lie 
or Venayokrao come and gave it me ui the evening. I asked the Mahura-ja what was to l»e 
done with it, and he told me to give it to Yesliwunt. When I gave it to Yeshwunt I asked 
him what he did with these diamonds that wore being given him. He sidd they were 
pounded and rubbed fine and given to Oolouel Phayre. This took place about five or six 
days before the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre became known. On that ilay I hiul 
RccoinpanitMl the Maliai’aja as far as the Sowuk Durumsala. When the Maharaja picked mu 
up in iiis carriage on liis return, lie tolil me out at once that the poisoniug by arsenic of 
Colouel Phayre liad become known. He said that the attempt to administer ])oison through 
Salem and Yeshwunt had become known. Salein used always to be coming and going to 

and from the Residency day and night from the time 
laiomntie congtaiitJy. Itowjeo was Corrupted for the purj)rtse of sending 

information. He was here on that moniing, and the Maharaja told me that when the matter 
came out, Salem had run ofl* to llowjoe’s house in get any of the powder that was left, and 
throw it in the fire where the old woman was baking, and that as Salem was not fully 
irusteil by Rf)wjoe, Riiwjec himself had gone to throw it away. Whether lie did or not I did 
not furtlier hear. 1 asked the Maharaja how this happened to he found out. lie said that it 
was because Nursoo Jemadar was not there to be on the watch ; he used to keep watch and 
whistle to give the alarm, and us lie was not there that morning the thing was found out. 
The Maharaja had come earlier than usual, 1 went home, and that afternoon in Duxinee 
ihiee’a house Nana Sahe]> and the Mahai*aja discussed together. In the afternoon Nana and 
the Mahmuja and I drovt* togetlier, and the Maharaja said they must be on the look out about 
the matter that they had beiui discussing. The next day the Mahareja told Salem and 
Yesliwunt in the palace to keep well informed to what was being done, and afterwards in the 
caiTiago-drivo told Nana and me to keep ourselves well informed, and said that Rowjee had 

been let go, that he was a clever scoundrel, and that now 
Moodyacho maniw. thoi*e is no fear, OS “ our principal evidence ” was let go. 

After Colonel Phayre bad gone and Colonel Pelly come, one day the Maharaja told me that 
Rowjee had stood on the imd and made signs to Salem that he wanted some present from 
him (tlio Maharaja;, but that he liad told liim that he could do nothiug now, but that when 
the case was entirely disposed of, he would do something for him. 

At first after Mr, Souter came and Rowjee was not seized, and Mr. Souter was said to have 
gone, the Maharaja used to say that as Rowjee was not seized, it was all right, and there was 
no canae for fear. Then when Rowjee vras .seized, he told me ho hod heaid of it, and that it 
was a had busine.ss. Then he heard of Rowjee having taken a pardon and confessed, and told 
me to make aiTangements that any others who might be amsted should not confess, and 
enjoined upon me not to confess even if 1 died for it, and told the others who knew, informing me 
of' it, he told me that he had warned Naua, Hurriba Doda, Salem, and Yeshwunt When tlio 
order came from the Residency askjpg for the aunendcr’ of Salem and Yeahwuntrao, on that 
afternoon I met Nana Saheb, and he told me that the note bad'come, and that they would 
have to be sent, and that some notes would come to send us, viz., Nana and Damodhur. In 
the-evening the Mafiaraja told me that the two men had been sent to the Residency, and that 
he had enjoined upon them not to confess, though they were tom in pieces. 

When Yeshwunt and Salem wore let go back, and another note came again asking for 
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take Salem and go to the Bendeacy. The next dey the ICahan^a told me to act as 
Govindrao Kali, who was tom in pi6oes» but would not oonfess, and he gave the same ii^u&c- 
tion to Nana and Hurriba as he inform^ me. " 

The diamonds 1 heard from Nanajee Wittul were bought from Hemohund. Kimajee Wittul 

had the balance of the “ saving" account, 'and when I 
asked the Maharaja to sanctioti tlie payment for the 
diamonds, the following arrangement was made by his order. The Kupoes 3,500 or so of the 
saving account were credited in the Khangee, and a corresponding debit was made in tl )0 
account of Swamee Norayeu’s Brahmin feeding. The diamonds were worth about Rupees 
7,000, so half payment was made by Nanajee Wittul giving the jeweller the Rupees 3,500, 
which was entered in the account as paid for the Brahmins' dinner. 

At first when the diamonds were bought they wore entered in the accounts as bought for 
the Sillekhana for medicinal purposes, and when the poisoning was discovered, 1 asked the 
Maharaja whether diamonds could bo used for medicines as lie said by burning them. Ho 
said they could not, and directed the entries in the account to be torn up. I told Nanajee 
Wittul, and he informed me he hod done it. I told the Maharaja. The account was not in 
a hook, but as is the ciLStom on a loose paper. When I first asked for arsenic from the 
Boujdaree, Hormusjee Wadia was in charge, and he said he would refer to the Maharaja 
before giving it, so I did not ask him again. The note asking for it under my signature was 
left in the record of the Foujdaree, as I was infoj’med by Giinputrao Buiwunt, who also tohl 
me that there was no reason to mind its being there, hh there was an entry in the record that 
the arsenic had not been given. 

When Dadabhai wanted to got a return of the sale of arsenic, the matter wtvs brought 
before the Maharaja, who wanted to know why the return should be sent, but decided that it 
must be given. I then asked Qun])utrao Buiwunt about our note as above, and asked him to 
give it back, when he told me as above that there was nothing to fear. 

The enmity against Colonel Phayre was the origin of this design in the Maharaja's mind. 
It increased much when Luxincu Baee's marriage was under discussion. At Nowsaree one 
night I saw Rowjec bringing some Government papers, which he had stolen, into the Malxaraja’s 
private room, the Maharaja sent for me and told me to copy tlie papers Rowjec had brought 
at once in Rowje(/s presence. Salem was with Rowjec ami the Maharaja. The paisa's wore 
about tlumna Baee's business. It was the memorial of Jumna Boee which had come to Colonel 
Phayre for report, and Rowjee stole and brrjught to the Maharaja. He brought it about 
10 o’clock, aud 1 was copying it till late. I gave it back to Kowjeo about 2 o’clock. I 
destroyed tlxo copy, Isicause T was afraid of being stopped and arj*estc<I at Surat in connection 
with the charge brought by Luxmee Baee’s husband. Afterwards at Baroda, Colonel Phayre 
luwl fever, and a sore on his forehead from the fever. At that time I heard the Maharaja 
talking to Salem in the pictui'e room, and Salem explaining that the plaster had been applied 
by Colonel Phayic, but that he hod felt it b\u‘n and hod tom it off. Salem told the Mahaivija 
that Rowjec had tedd him as above, and that it was Rowjee wlio had doctored the 
plaster. 

At the same time, namely, when the Resident liad the open wound, the big physician’s 
younger brother brought a bottle of poison made up by the physician, but as there were 
many of us p?*esent he did not give it that time, and he may also hove, wiuited something 
for it. 

In the evening, one day when Colonel Phayre had the boil on his forehead, the Mahaj'aja 
told me to get some blister flies to send to the younger brother of tiie big piiysiciaii. IIo 
told me to send through the Foujdaree, and have the Wagi'ees sent to catch some flies and 
taken to the physician. I told Narayen Rao Walluskur, who is in Foujdaree, accordingly. 


The next morning the Mahar^a told Hurriba in my presence that the physician’s younger 
brother wanted some snakes to make medicine. The snakeman came to me two or tlxree days 
after, saying he had the snakes that had been ordered, ancl I told him to take them to Hurriba, 
and take his order before going with them to the physician. 

Narayen Rao bnxught the blister flies taken by tho Wagrees and showed them to me, and 
the next day Goojaba, a servant of Nana Kanvelkur, came and showed ran some blister flies 
of the same kind, and I told him to take ^em to the physician’s brother and submit them 
for his approval. About the same time the Maharaja Udd me that the physician s younger 
brother wanted tho urine of a black horse, *uid I gave orders to Bap})ajee, the Kamdar of 
the Khas Paga, to take some urine accordingly to the physician’s brother. At tho same time 
some arsenic was giVen from the Foujdaree, but not through me. I don’t know how much 
was given. 1 would not have got some more from the Borali hatl 1 known of its being given. 
Some days after the supply of these articles tlio physician’s brother brought the bottle as 
above stated, not getting what ho wanted for it. 

The Maharaja wanted the stuff, but did not want to give what tho man demanded, so 
suggested to Nana Kanvelkur to get some of tho contents of tho bottle, and a day or two 
after about 9 o’clock at night Goojaba came to me wiWi tho bottle which the physician had 
made \ip, and told me that he had taken it to tho Maharaja, aud that he had been ordered 
to bring it to me, and that I was to take some out of the bottle and keep it till tho next day, 
and then give it to Salem. I poured some out of the physician’s bottle into a small bottle of 

* mine, which had held attar, and gave the other bottle 

bock to Gujooba,* aud the next day Salem came to my 





liouao alx)ut y o’clock, and I »ve him the bottle to take to Rowjee to itoieon the Sahib: this 
T undei’stootl jieriectl^, thooj^i 1 did not t-ell Salem to give it to Kovgee^ • , 

l’h(jre wore three distinct plots to poison Colonel Phayre:— 

1st.—the ph^ician’s stuff. 

2nd.—By. the poisoning the plaster for Colonel Phayio’s boil 

3rd.—By the arsenic which was discovered. 

The arsenic that was given to Salem was to ]Kii8on the plaster. 

Twice J got arsenic from Nouriddin Borah by order *)f the Mnliaraja, on each occasion two 
tolas. After the poison business c*inie out I asked Nouriddin wliether he had entered the 
arsenic in my name, he told mo that the Camp Bor^ iiom whom ho Iiad bought it had not entered 
it all in any fine’s najuo, but tlie second tune had entered it as given to Nouriddin for the 
" Khanjcewallah,” and now wanted Rupees 200. I told Nouriddin to give Rupees 200 to him, 
knowing tliat when Nouriddin got the Sillekhana business it could be adjusted in the accounts. 
He did not givti the money I believe, I don’t know the Camp Borah, but he lives in the 
city. 

After the i»oison business had come fiut, when I first talked on the subject to Nanajeo 
Wittul, T found tliat be Iiad su.sjiectfjd that the diamond dust was intended to lie used to 
poison Malsa iWe against wlioui Lnxmee Baec has a hatred. 1 tol<l Jiim at that time about 
tlie account business by wliich the tninsacthm was to be concealed. 

Before me, 

29th January 1875. (Sigixed) J. B. RioiiSY. 

Taken in the presence of the following Officers : Sir Lewis Pelly, Agent to the Governor- 
General, Captain Segrave, arid Cajitain Jackson. 

Inteqirotod by me to DaimMlhur Trimbak None, who acknowledges it to be what he stated. 

(Signed) R. G. Deshmurji, 

Baroda, 2d February 1875. Sub-Judge. 


Tntkrpueteo by R. G. Doshmukh in my presence. 

(Signed) Lewis Pkt.t.t, 

.Baroda, 2d February 1875. Agent to the Govemor-Genornl. 


Dated 30th January 1875. 

Kxamination of Damoodur Trimuak rosumod. 

Yeshwuntrao usc«i to take mono}' to give in bribes to the servants, but latterly Salem 
took the money from the private account, and it used to bo debited to fruit from Abnie- 
daliad, &c., firi^works, &c., always some fictitious entry. T should think he must have taken 
Rupees 2,000 or 3,000. Bulwuntrao Rowjee used to write the private accounts under my 
instructions as I had cliarge of tln.^ money and luade payments by tin? Mahaj’aja’s oi-ders. 
When money was t«i 1 m' paid to Saloni fur the above purposes, the Maharaja gave mo general 
orders to make such fictitious entries. The Mahamja told me after the poisim business came 
out, and Yeshwuntrno and Salem had lieen caught, that if there wore any suspicious entries 
left in the accounts they should Ik? altered, or erased, or conceded. On this order I told 
Bulwuntrao to dispost' of suspicious items accordingly, lie assented, but in a day or two came 
ami said tliat the accounts were not such as could bo so tampered with. I considted Madoorao, 
another Karkoon, and finally ink was to be jiouved on the items in question, and I told him 
to blot in the same way other items also, so as to avert suspicion from the particular ontrioB. 
1 saw one such blotted it(?m which Bulwuntrao showed me as a specimen. I understood this 
much about the fictitious items, that the fruit, &c., was not ever really bought, but the mom?y 
was given to Salem to use in briliery at/ the Residency. This practice of bribing through 
Yeshwunt and Salem had boon in force lor about a year and a half. 

About foui‘ months one lakh and 20,000 Balasye rupees was paid to Premchund Roychund 
through Ootumchund Jeweree: an anklet was bought from Ootiimchund, and this above sum 
was paid to him in excess of its value. Moro Punt, Nana KanveJkur’s servant, was engaged 
in the business which was to get recognition of Luxmee Ba(?c’s child by Government, it was 
said to be f(H’ a bribe to Mr. Gibbs. I thought tliat Prcmclumd kept the money, as 1 heal'd that' 
ho had redeemed Rupees 00,000 woiih of property out of mortgage, and 1 suspected it was 
with this money. 

Ootumchund, Premclmnd, Moro Punt, and the Maharaja were upstairs together. When the 
Halioraja come down, he told tqc that 3^^ lalriis were to bo paid for the anklet, one lakh and 
20,000 to be |mid at once, and the rtet afterwards; the anklet had lieen given before tliis 
jiassed. Tlie anklet was in the jewel room, and Nan^jee Wittul, jewel-keeper, was instructed by 
both the Maharaja and me to send in hfs note for the payment of the sum Bett]e<i, viz., 3j[^ lakhs 
from the Rhanjee; his note would btr cashed in the Khanjee by the Maharaja’s verbal order, 
the cash being drawn from a State shop as a general rule. In the Khanjee day-book it will 
bo seen wlicre the casli came from. , 

In connection with the same intrigue fo)' the recognition of Luxinee Baee’s marriage and 

_ __- Tl-T_—__ 1_l.i I_T\„l_i._ _J ■«r_ -1_- 


was paid two suma of about Rupees ®6,00(h and '20,000 in Oovermnent notes, wMeh were 
brot^ht Iram Bombay by Ootunumund in Euj^s 1,000 notes. The &boo came twice tmd 
received the money as above on the two occasions. These items may perhaps appear hi the 
day-book with Luxmee Base's signature, as she used to sign sometimes for the Maharaja. 

The Baboo came from Calcutta and talked in English with Motilall, who would' ^interpret to 
the Maliaraja. 

When the Baboo camo first there was a meeting at Mukkurpoor, and then*, were present tlie 
Maharaja, Nana Khanvelkur, Motilall Bulputram, the Baboo, Moro Punt^ and myself 
Rujjees 25,000 were given him'then, and a promise of large reward if the matter wevo 
earned through sucoessfiiUy. Onfthe second visit of the Balioo, when he was paid Rs. 20,000, 
the money was given by me at the Maharaja's order to Moro Punt, and 1 know nothing of 
what bec^e of it, but it was to 1)6 given to the Baboo. 

All the criminal proceedings in wiiioh the Maharaja was engaged originated with himself; 
bo did not act under anyone’s advice that I know ol*. 1 sjieak now of the mattem of which 
I was personally cognizaJit. 1 know that Bhau Sindia, Oovind Rao Nnik, and Raojue Master 
and others were killed by the Maharaja’s order ; but I was not por8()nally concerne<l in these 
matters, whicli were cimductcd through tlie Foujdaroo DepaHment's ofiicors during the regime 
of Bulwuiitrao Rahorekur, at which time 1 was not allowed access to the Maharaja. I was 
taken into favor for my services in connection with Luxuiee Baee's maiTiage; before that 
time I had been in the Khorgee Department ibr about two years, and knew about the 
accounts. 

The order on the Hoozoor Foujdaroo Karndar to send a pass for amonic now shown me is in 

■.v , ^ ^ , . « , handwriting, and is the order which 1 sent by the Maha- 

raja s direction, as stated in my deposition ycstei'day ; and the 
woiris “required for medicine for a lioj-se ” were used also by 
state<1. The [kiss fur arsenic which 1 scut for 
did not receive, but, as ab(»vo stated, got the arsenic from thii Bomb. 

Befoiv me-, 

(Signed) J. B. KicHEV. 

« - - 

In presence of Captains Segravo and Jiickson. 

:i0tli Jtumary IS75. (Signed) J. B. Rhiuky. 


by this order J 


tlio Maliantja's order, us bcfoi-e 


JnterJ’RKTEI) by mo to Daiuooilhur Punt Triuibak None, wlio acknowledges it to be wiiaf 
he stated. 

. (Signed) R. G. Deshmukh:, 

Barofla, 2d Febimaiy 1875. Sub-Judge. 


Translated by R. G. Deshmukh in my presence. 

(Signed) Lewis Pelly, 

Boroda, 2d February 1875. Agent to tlio Oovernor-Goncral. 


Before Colonel Sir Lewis T*EliLT, Resident at Baroda, flatcd 3d February 1876. 

Damodhur Tuimbak, Bralmiin, states:—1 was Private Secretary to His Highness Mulliar 
lla(^ 1 am the same Damodhur Punt ov Triinbak who has given evidtmee before Mr. Ricrhey 
and Mr. Soutev in the case of the attempt to poison Colonel Phayi’C. 

On the 20th January 1 stabid \jefore Mr. Richey that “ I asked him (Yeshwnnt) wliat lie 
“ did with these diamonds that were being given him. He said tliey wore jMmnded and rubbed 
“ line, and given to Colonel Phayre.” This was dono,-and this is what i stab^d on the 19th. 
(The de])onont here indicates with his hands the action of [tounding nr bmising in a mortar.) 

Oil the said 29th I further stated that “ Salem came to my house about 9 oblock, and I gave 
“ him the bottle to take to Rowjee to poison the Sahoh. This I undei*stood [u'operly.” This is 
true, and this is what I said. 

The question put to me by Mr. Souter this morning, when he undomtooJ me b> stiy that I 
was not cognizant of the attempt to poison until the day of its discovery, was misunderstood 
by me. What I did siiy was that I had already stated what I had to say on the matter. I 
was fully cognizant that the poison was to be given to Colonel Phayre before the attempt was 
made. 


Damodhur Trimbak, Brahmin, alter havingiead ilie translations into Mahmthi of the depo¬ 
sitions which he gave before Mr J. B. RicnET on the 29th and the 30th ultimo, wishes 
that the following corrections he introduced 

I. Insert the word “ makadia " before the word “ blister flies ” in the deposition of the 2dth. 

II. Insert the word “ about *’ before the word “ Rupees 3,500 " in the same. 

' III. The last sentence of the deposition at the 29th should be road us follows :—“ J, told him 
“ about that time that it was necessary to conceal the transaction by cLanging accounts.” 



No cbangeti are to be made in the deposition of the 80th uldmo. 

TJie above corrections were made in my presence, and were translated to me by 
H. G. Deshmukh. 

Barocla, (Signed) Lewis Felly, Colonel, 

4th February 1873^ Agent, Governor-General, and Special Commissioner. 


PauoDHUB Punt’s examination resumed, 3d February 1875. 

1 RGLi) the position of Private Seci'stary to His HighneHS tlfe Mahaiaja Mulhar Bao, and hod 
charge of all his private business known as the Khanjec Department. 

About a week before the Malmraja was made prisoner he brought me to the Residency and 
introduced me to Sir Lewis Pelly at the door as his Private Secretary. 

It was the habit of the Maharaja to go for a drive three times during the day, and he always 
took inu once or twic-e with him. 

Whenever the Maliaraja visited the Residency I used to accompany him as fai- as the Senak 
J)huTUiiifiala, where 1 generally got out of the carriage, and waited till the Maharaja’s return, 
wiien he took me in again and drove me to my house on his way to the Palace. The Maharaja 
was usually driven by a coachman named Butan Sing. 

1 do not know why it was that the Maharaja put in force measures to poison Colonel Phayro 
witliout hrat waiting to ascertain the i*esult of his khurecta addressed to the Viceroy urging 
iiis removal. 

1 never knew that Mrs. Phayre’s ayah bad ever visited the Maharajn, till I heard from him 
that she had also been taken up and made a prisoner. It was characteristic of the Maharaja 
not to divulge to anybody the plots which he'used to |»ut m force, and to coniine such secrets 
to those actually engaged. 

Takeu before 

(Signed; F. H. Soutkh, 

3d February 1875. On Special duty. 


Damodhur Punt’s examination resumed, 5th February 1875. 

I HAVE stated in my deposition of the 20tb Januaiy that T procured diamond chips on two 
m^jisioiiK by order of the Maharaja. 1 do not remember th<i exact dates on wliioh they wtue 
obtaiiiod, but as well as I recollect about a WHik intervened between tlio two occaMiou.s when 
T procured them. 

The sums of money which have been entered in the accounts of my Department as having 
been paid to Ycshwimtrao and Salem under the head of fruits, fireworks, &c., represent the 
amounts which were paid by me in obedience to a standing order of tlie Maharaja for the 
p\irp 08 C of bribing R/)wjee, Nunsoo Jemadar, and other servants at the Residency. It was no 
part of the duties of Yeshwuntrao or fSaloin to pui-chasc fruit or fireworks for the Maharaja. 

The Maharaja and Salem hotli told me that the details of tiie jdot to poison Colonel Phayro 
had l>een personally planned by the Maharaja himself, and the execution of them arranged in 
his f>resence by Yeshwuntrao, Kowjee, Salem, and others. 

The written infonnation which the Maharaja had an’ange<l to obtain thi‘ouglj Howjee of all 
that tianspired at the Residency, used to be delivered to the Maharaja by Salem, and either 
Wasantram Bhau or I used to read tliem to him, and the papers were immediately destroyed. 

The two sums of Rupees SoJUlO and 20,(M)0 paid to the (^lalcutta Baboo have been entered 
. in my boolcs as having been paid to Bliikoo (a kept woman of the Maharaja’s) and to the 
relations of Luxniee Baee. 

I am aware that while Bulwuntrao Rahoorkor lield the office of Dewan, ho was the Mahaiaja's 
})rincipal counsellor in all his wicked designs, and it was he who took the principal part" in 
liringiug alx)ut the poisoning and murder by other means of Govind Naik, Rowjee Master, and 
Bliow Sciiidiii. 

I ha ve staU'd abovo that it formed no part of Yeshwuntmo’s or Salem’s duties to purchase 
fruit, fireworks. &c., but 1 now remember that on one occasion Yeshwuntrao did bring some 
fireworks either from Bombay or Alimedabad, and this was about the time of theDewalee 1873. 

' The ordevg and vouchors in Mahratlii lettered fiuiu A. to F., and each bearing my endorse¬ 
ment, are tlui original documents and authority under which the sums shown in each were i)aid 
tu Yeshwuntrao under the Maharajas instructions for the purpose of bribing the servants at 
the Residency and others. 'I'hoso papers lettered from G. to Q. show sums of money similarly 
paid to Salem for the same j)urpo8e. 

1 have to the best of my knowledge and Mief stated all I know, but 1 shall willingly 
furnish licreafter any fuHher infonnation that 1 may remember. 

' . Taken before 

Barodo, (Signed) F, H. Soutjsk, 

i)th hehl'Uai'V IS'75. 


No. 48 of 1876. 
Fobbzon Department, 
Political. 




’ ^ ^ . 

Mt Lobb Marqtjis, Fort William, tlie 19tli Februi^, 1876. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 45 of this date, we have tlio honor to 

(1.) From Aseot, Govcnior-Genemi, »d forward, for the information of ^ M»mty;a 
spwifti Commissioner, Barodtt.. Nor», dated 6ih Government, n. copy 01 corTcspondehee With Sir 

'a)‘T«T 4 n^G 0 T«nor.G.«rn.i,.nd 8 ^iri mai^iii, regarding his pro- 

CoDuntwtioncr, Barodm No. 635 1 \ dated J9th cccdings sinco we ossumed tho administration of 

Febnmr, 1876. 

We have the honor to be, &c. 


No. 1. 

No. 9, dated Baroda, 6th Ftdiruary 1876. (T^xtract.) 

From Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Govonior-Gcnoi'ol, and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. U. Aitciiison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I am sensible that from tho hour when, on the evening of the 13th ultimo, I 
was called to tho Telegraph Office to reoeivc the Viceroy’s proclamation and 
the instructions consequent thereon, rt^garding the contemplated arrest of His 
Highness Mulhar Itao Gaekwar, and tho temporary change in the administra¬ 
tion of tho Baroda States which that proclamation amionnced, I may have appe^ared 
to the Government of India to have been somewhat remiss in reporting proceedings 
by lel4er. 

2. But tho duties which then immediately devolved on me and my Assistants 
became so numerous and detailed in characUjr, that time did not permit of even 
my fully noting down consecutively what occurred from day to day, far loss of 
reporting in ordinary official form for the information of my superiors. 

3. All I could do was to telegrapli in a concise manner proceedings and 
results. 

4. It so happened, however, that lleporters from the public Press had arrived 
at Baroda prior to the crisis, and these gentlemen have by tbeir summaries aided and 
assisted my memory in regard to many points of detail. I am not prepared to say 
that their accounts of what o(!(ntrred liavc been entindy actmniie. But at the samt) 
time any member of Government, who may have troubled himself to n^ad these 
reports, will have received a more or less generally correct impression of the 
principal events that have transpired here during the past three weeks. 

6, I felt that on an occasion like the present, wherein neither His Excellency 
in Council nor I had any object in view other than to perform a delicate, com¬ 
plicated, and very painful duty in a manner conformable with courtesy, honour, 
and the necessities of tho case, there could not bo too much publicity. Therefore 
tho course I have followed has been to ac'-t in public as iniuffi as possible, to afford 
every reasonable opportunity for counstd and guidance on tlie part of those 
immediately concerned, and to prove both by woi*d and dfied that while the pai'a- 
mount power was comptillod, as towards tho Gaekwar aud his evil advisers, to 
assert its rights and fulfill its obligations, yet that in so doing that power M'ould 
never for an instant lose siglit of the inten^sts of the Baroda State, nor deviate 
from the policy pre-rosolvcd on, under mutual consent, as between the Gaekwar 
and the Government of India, for reforming the Baroda administration. 

6. Accordingly, I have held almost daily Durbars or intorviows or consulta¬ 
tions with the leading members of all sections of society, and have ovOTywhei-e 
permitted i;hc Eeporters from the Press to lie present and publish what passed. 
Down to date I have little or no occjasion to regret having given this permission* 
while, on the other hand, I have found that by explainuig my mdions and inten¬ 
tions I have carried those concerned with me, and have left no room for reasonable 
cavfi or misapprehension. 

7. The more important of the proceedings thus dealt with have alr^j^y been 
submitted by me to your Office in th(^ form of resumes dra\ni up ]}y my small 
staff, JK!«;ompanied by brief transmitting letters from raysclj*. 



8. In now, howeveTj forwardi^^ an aoooimt of my recent visit to the leading 
Bankers and m^hants of Barc^, I ho^ to o<^o|lude my rSstm^ of the Beriee 
of interviews and special Durbars which have consecutively devolved on me; 
and I desire therefore> in transmitting this account, to dwell at somewhat greater 
length Uian I have Mtherto done on the character of the measures which I have 
taken with respect to the general administration of the State. 

9. But in 80 doing, 1 would premise that these measures by no means pretend 
to include all those that have suggested themselves to me or have been placed 
before me as benodoial in the afostmot. My mtkisures have been limited to those 
which appeared to me to be at once emergent, conformable to instfttetions, 
agreeable with what had been previously discussed and arranged for as between 
myself and the Guekwar and his minister, and expedient in themselves, having 
regard to th(i abnormal and pcciuliar circumstanc(is of the time and place. 

10. Among the graver questions which on assuming charge I had instantly to 
consider, as being not only pressing in themselves, but which would have speedily 
involved danger to the peace had I staved them off, w(;re those of the grievances 
and complaints of, 1st, the nobility and military classes, and 2nd, those of the 
agricultiual classes. 

11. It will he in the recollection of the Government tluit, prior to the date Cf 
my assuming the powers delegated to me l)y the Viceroy in regard to the 
administration of the Baroda State, I had, in comniunication with the late 
Government of His IIighnc^ss, continued to submit to His Excellency in Council 
my opinions as to the polital combination which existed on the part of the nobles 
and the military, and the passive rt«istance, almost amounting to rebellion, which 
existed on the part of tho, agricultural closes as towards the Government and 
person of Mulhar Rao Gaekwar. I had furthcjr submitted my opinion as to tins 
unsoundness of the Baroda financial budget; and these nsprtisentations, grave 
though tlusy were, were yet far less emphatic than liave been those of my prede¬ 
cessor in ojffiLCc. 

12. Eor I considered that however dangerous and emergent these (|uestions 
might be, my instructions were to afford the Gaekwar one last opportunity for 
reforming Ms departments of State under my advice, and that in so fiir as I 
was aware, His Highness was fully cognisant of the situation, and smc(irely 
desirous of rtideeming the past by liarrying into effect a thorough reform of liLs 
administration. 

13. Nevertheless when from among the antecedents of His Highness’ alleged 
facts were suddenly discovered tending to show that His Highness had, prior to 
my arrival, instigated an attempt to poison the representative of the British power, 
I felt that reorganization was for the moment in groat part paralyzed, and Hius 
reforms for some days hung in suspense pending the receipt of instructions from 
Calcutta. 

14. But this temporary lull was not understood by outsiders; expectancy 
became irritation; and the eai-ncstness of my own wish for reform was in some 
instances doubted. 

16. Therefore when the change came, and the power and autliority of the 
Gaekwar were temporarily vested in me, not a day was to be lost in assuring the 
community that what had hmn promised would be fulfilled; tliat a land revenue 
settlement and a reasonable and liberal treatment of the cultivators would bo 


introduced; that the grievances and complanits and debts of the Sirdars, Sille- 
dars, &c., would bo enquired into, and if practicable be arranged; that the lavish 
expenditure of the past would be reduced; and that income would be made to 
balance outlay. 

16. I acted accordingly, but always with and in communion with those con¬ 
cerned. And two impor&nt practical facte have thus ensued. Eirst, the agricul¬ 
tural classes who had previously harassed my premises and the roads in thousands, 
went away satisfied with my simple assurance, and.I have never since seen a 
complainant of this.class. Second, the Sirdars Imve become quite amenable, and 
down to date patiently await tjio results of the Committee of Enquiry recently 
appointed. 

17. In the foregoing and in aU other caaes I have careftdly borne in mind that 
the task before me was not to fo^ a theoretically perfect adimnistration regardless 
of ciroumstances, but rather to reform an administration already in being, and to 
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of the Stat€, and so far tw j^raotioable to utilise in ftese reforms t&e pemmmel^i 
materiel vhich the State itself afllorded. r‘ : 

18. I trust that the reports already submitted by me umy have eonrhiaed lEis 
ExooUoncy in Council that I have been consistent in carrying (nxt this: polmy* 
As a matter offset, 1 have scarcely introduced a single fpreim Aiaatie boymid 
those who were to be introduced under arrangemnets previously made ^th the 
Gaekwar, or suoh as have been temporarily in^duoed for the purpose of investi* 
gating the alleged delinquencies of previous em^loy^s, 

19. The only Europeans introduced are the gontlemon who form a portion of 
my personal staff, and whose aid was rendered essential by the duties confided to 
me in connection with my conduct of the prococidiags about to come before the 
special Commission of Enquiry into the attempt at poisoning. 

20. In regard to judicial reform I had done no more than collect information ; 
confirm th.Q personnel already accepted by the GiU^kwar; and rule that, where, as 
in cases of casto dispute, the Baroda Code differed from ours, or where on poihls 
suoh as that of various descriptions of imprisonment the Baroda Code was sileint, 
we should for the present deal with the former classes by arbitration, and with the 
latter in a manner confomiablo with the spirit of our own Code and with the 
merits of each particular case. 

21. As regards waste lands, I issued a proclamation oonfirmatory of that issued 
a few weeks previously by the Gaekwar. Tliis confirmation was necessary, because 
the cultivating classes had lost confidence iji the assurances of the late GloTemmeut. 

22. In respect to the mint and coinage, I have received an able report from my 

subordinates, but have taken, and intend to take, no action unless compelled 
tberet^o by defioicncy of metallic currency. • 

23. As regards the enquiries into the tangled mass of complaints of tyranny and 
so forth which immediately pressed on mo, 1 appointed a Committee, and whenever 
clear primdfacie cases arise they will bo referred to the ortlinary Courts of Law* 

24. I have abcady in my No. 32-132 of 22d Januaay 1875, reported some of 
the circumstances which compelled mo (much against my wish) to cause treasure 
concealed in the palace to he disinterred and (sredited to the State. It will have 
been gathered that in tionduoting this searcli great care and precaution have been 
obs(jrvcd; and that I cdosed tlio search Committee so soon as funds were discovered 
adequate for present State nocscssitics, and so soon as I felt I could do so without 
incurring extraordinary risk of a ^petition of pn)ceeding8 like those summarised 
in my report on the discovery of the 40 lakhs. 

25. The examination of susj)(Kd(3d goods about to be removed was necessitated 
by frequent alleged attempts to carry off State vjiluablos. I believe tliat cash and 
valuables to an immense amount have been removed, and that a largo proportion 
of tho above is bond fide State property or money fraudulently or irregularly 
abstracted from tho Stote Eunds. Many sums have been recovered; but many 
more and among these the boardings of Nana Khanvolkur have eluded detection. 
The restriction on tho removal of suspected property was not continued a day 
longer than was absolutely essential for the immediate protection of State interest; 
and His Excellency in Council will observe, froiu;the enclosed summary, that on 
the 29th ultimo I was enabled to inform the commercial conmnmity that all 
restrictions had been removed, and that trade might resume its natural course 
without fear of molestation. 

4 

26. In respect to charities and religious outlays, I have ]>een coreftd to refrain 
from all direct interference. At the Thiibars, where the Sirdars and the lading 
Bankers were present, I drew attention to the fact that expenditure under the 
above heading had increased frojn 10 to more than 20 lakhs of rupees annually; 
but having said this I paused and left tho matter wlioUy iu the discretion of the 
Baroda community itself, adding that whatever the community deckled on this 
question I would accept. 

27. Daily, almost hourly, fresh traces of iniquity are discovered. But J, am 
contracting the area of enquiries, at all events for tho present, because I am 
untiling that any procoodmgs should be carried out which might ^involve 
numerous miscellaneous, arrests, and thus perhaps frighten the people in genial. 

28. The question of the Gontingont will require minute consideration, but it 

would be premature to enter bn it at present. I am therefore doing no more jtn 
tMs'maiHxJrtlianbollectiifformation. . 


29. As to the miiitaa^ striotly so-callod, that is to say, the orgahiised reginiienta 
and batteries, theao hare conducted themselves with perfect order, and I have not 
Kiceived a complaint against them. Their Commandcr-in-Ohief visits me every 
morning and reports. 

30. I am calling a trustworthy Native Officer of the Public Works Department 
to scrutinize and settle the claims of contractors and others heretofore em£>loyed 
under the Durbar in constructing bridges, palaces, &c. 

31. The adjustment of the accounts as between the Baroda State and its Banks 
or shops at Bombay I have confided to th(i Presidency New Bank of Bombay, with 
a re(|ucst that in the *wcnt of their needing legal advice they will consult Messrs. 
Heame and Cleveland. It seemed fitting that matters pf the above description 
should be entrusted to a State Bank in ecmmiinication with the Solicitors to 
Government. 

32. I fear I may still have omitted mention of some items of interest. But 
time presses. 

33. I am requesting my Private Secretary, Mr. Jeffreys, to drjiw up in connected 
form a (joncise narrative of the events which have taken place since I assumed 
charge of this State, and the nan-utivo will ha submitted to your Office as soon as 
it shall Iks completed. 

34. If I have not as yet mentioned particularly the names of the officers and 
officials who have aided mo in ray administration and other duties, this silence is in 
no degree consequent on forgetfulness or want of recognition. But I think that 
my acknowledgments to them and recommendations to Government on their 
behalf will be most appropriately made when the approaching Commission shall 
close. 

35. I respectfully solicit permission to avail myself of this opportunity for 
acknowledging the j)rompt and (sordial sup]iort I have received from Ills Ex¬ 
cellency the Governor of Bombay in Council in respect to the movement of trooj»s, 
and placing at my disposal officials subordinate to His Excellency's Government. 


Memouandtim. 


On Monday, the 1st Ft^bruury Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.K.I., Agent to the 

Governor-General nnd Special Commisdioner administering the Banida Shite, accompanied by 
Colonel Jjicob, Commanding the Field Force, Baroda, and other Officers of the Station, paid 
formal visits at the Imnsos of Gopalrao Myral and Haree Bhagtee, the two principal Bankers 
of Baroda. 

On arrival at Gopalrao Myral's hoiise, Sir Lewis Pelly wa« received by Yeshwuntrao Gopal, 
the present representative of the Firm, whi» also occupied the position of head of the 
Durukhdars of the Baroda State. Several of the Bankers and Durukhdars had assembled 
there to pay their respects to the representative of the i)aramount i>ow'er and the jiresent head 
of their own administration. 

After the usual compliments the principal persons present were introduced to Sir Lewis 
Pelly, who said that, agi-eeably to the .annual custom of the Giiekwar, he had great pleasure in 
paying a visit at the house of Goyjalrao Myral; that when he was at Banxia 5il) yoars ago he 
remembered the Finn was a most ancient and respectable one. This remark was received 
with much satisfaction by the young representative of the firm, who could not help saying to 
Sir Lewis Pelly *^your honor knows everything, therefore what need for me to say anything.” 

Sir Lewis Pelly explained that he was making tlie visit not only on account of an annual 
custom, but also out of respect to an old firm ; and thus continued :— 

It has become advisable at the present time, when there has been some disturbance in 
commercial matters, that confidence siKiuld be fully restored, and the best way to bring about 
this is to show that the State is in accord with the head merchants. There should not only 
he freedom with regard to the acquisition of profits, hut when you have got your jirofits you 
should enjoy them without znolestatbn. I am very glad to find that, simply by common 
sense principles, we have already reduced the expendifire by thirty or forty lakhs of rupees 
u year. This is without going into the budget, but merely by acting on the principle that no 
man shall have anything unless be shows he has a right. In regard to revenue coming in 
from the districts, we llave, inclusive of Nowsaree, realized 17 lakhs out of 22 l«■khB^ for the 
first kiM, It would be easy to get more, but I have especially forbidden the Revenue Officers 
to press the ryots or use stringent measures, so that the ryots can obtain rest after their great 
anxiety. Other reforms have been placed before me, but we must not qo too fast, or Seter 
t.haa the public mind can follow. It is my resolve not to do anything to give a shock or to 
lead people to think that we are goipg to alter the constitution. If wo can arrive at satis* 
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yet 1not prepftred to Bay what would be done. There are advaniaga^ and tJiere are 
disadyantageB, and there have been ^eat ahueefi. Thm. ie^ no doubt, an iinmense safety and 
concentration of finance by keepng it in one central Treeanry. th all dvilhsed States that la 
the practice; the object b^ng not to seek interest on balances, but to collect them in a centred 
place, and keep sufficient to meet sudden emergencies In these States it has been the 
to keep the money in the treasury or in the ^te IBank, which is its oomplemehh Here, 
however, as soon as the revenue comes in, it is handed over to five, six, or even more State 
Banks, and the reason assigned is that by so doing money gets into circulation,and interest is 
secured to the State. All this forms a question requiring serious consideration. -J. simll give 
no opinion on the subject until after the Commission has finished its present task, but I must 
then enquire which is the best way of dealing with the State's balances. I do not think tlm 
Commission will conclude its work for a month or six weeks. I should therefoi^ be much 
obliged if in the meantime the leading merchants would put their heads together and draw 
up one, two, or even a dozen memoranda containing their views, and send them to me, so that 
1 can arrive at some plan as to the best way in which the State can regulate the ciroulation 
of money. Every day I see that of all the States 1 have liad to deal with, this one ought to 
have a very good finance, instead of the revenue being wasted as it has been. Even the 
English districts in Quzerat are not so fertile as yours. It appears that when tlie Guzerat 
Districts were divided between the British and tijo Gaekwar Government, all the richest 
morsels fell to the latter. Thus Baroda possesses ns jmod a soil os is in all Western India. 
It is in close proximity to the sea, there is a rail-road clean through the countiy, and tho 
largest sea-port in Wostom India is within a twelve hours’ run. These are advantages which 
if you do not utilize it is your own fault.” 

TesUwuntrao reiterated his thanks for the honor done him, and said that tho announcement 
mode by Sir Lewis Felly the other day against annexation given great satisfaction to the 
people. 

Sir Lewis Polly rejdied, “ I am not in the habit of repeating myself, but what I then said 
is true. At the'same time, the paramount power will not allow a State like this to go to ruin, 
nor can it afford always to take the trouble involved in the recent proceedings. There must 
be no repetition of the st)rt of work that had been going on ; you all must behave yourselves 
like sensible men, and carry on your affairs with common sense.” 

This brought the proceedings to a close at Gopalrao Myrals ho\ise, and after the usual 
distribution of pan sooparee and a present of dress to Sir Lewis Felly, who touched and 
remitted it, the party proceeded to the house of Hurree Bhugtec. 

Sir Lewis Felly was received by the present representative of the Firm Muganbhai 
Poorshottam, who has just attiiined his majority. After the customary exchange of compli¬ 
ments, and the presentation of the lending merchants. Sir Lewis Felly asked Hurree Bliu^^e 
■whether mercantile transactions luifl resunicd its course, and what sort of year it was for crops, 
especially cotton. Hurree Bhugtec assured him tliat by the kindTie.ss of lus honor in removing 
restraints, conlidcnce had been restore*!, and the trade had not only resum«)d its former level, 
but under such a ■wise policy, would increase ; thni^ tlie ci’op this year was very good, hut that 
•as prices of cotton were falling, being now in London, it was doubtful whether jirofits 
would bo large. Hurreo Bhugtee observed in ))assing that the trade of Baroda almost entirely 
depended upon the Mahamja. 

To this Sir Lewis Felly replied, “ Not ho ; you ought to Imvo a good export trade; you 
havo a gocnl deal of cotton, and you have a revenue of lakhs a year from oj)ium. You have 
cereals of all kinds, and great facilities for growing sugar; and being so near Bombay you 
have an excellent chance lor a foreign trade.” 

Sir Lewis Felly here referred to the question of abolition of transit duties levied in His 
Highness the Gackwoi-’s possessions in KaUywar ; and said that all the other Native States 
in that province hod abolished s\)ch duties, and he saw no.reason why they should be kept in 
the Gaekwars mahals there. “ 1 am not going,” he confehiucd to say, “ to make a leap in the 
dark and abolish them. 1 want to glean information on tho subject; so far as I know, it only 
brings in four or five thousand Rupees a year, which is nothing in a State like this, and yet 
for a small revenue like that you keep up a constant irritation upon trade. It is not only 
unstatesinanliko.'but unprofitable. Tiie question has been before mo for some time, and tho 
Political Agent of Kattywar has been oonatantly complaining of it. I have however no wish 
to do anything until I feel sure.” 

The Hoaorablo Premabhai Heemabhai said that he know of jjo roason why sucli an impost 
should be retained, it diverted traiBc and was really an injury to tho State. 

Then followed the usual distribution of i>an soopareo and the present by the firm of a-dress 
to Sir Lewis Felly, who toudied and remitted it. The party I'ctumed to the Residency at 


about 5 o'clock p. m. 
Baroda, 

The 6th February 1876. 


(Signed) Manibhai, 

Native Assbiant. 
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No. 686 P.> dated 

Prom C. IT. AiicrasoN/Esq., to tho (Jottohent of India, 

Foreign Dgiartmeni to Colonel Lewis Pelit* K.0.S;I;,^ 
Govemor-Qoneral and Special Ctnrnn^Bsioner at Barod^ / ' 


I AM directed by His Excellency tbe Viceroy and Goremor-Genefed in Oonnoil 
to acknowledge receipt of your leito No. 9, dated 10th February 1878, reporting 
generally on your proceed^s since you assumed the administration of the Skte 
under tlm orders of tlie Govemor-GenertJ in Council. 

9. Your proceedings have been in complete accordance with the policy trf the 
Government of India and with the instmetions issued by the Govemor^Qeneral 
in. Council for your mdance, and I have the pleasure to inform you, by the 
Section of His Excellency in Council, that you have fully justified the confidence 
reposed in you, and tliat your procoe^ngs have the entire approval of the Govto- 
ment of India. 

3. The resignation of the late Minister rendered it unavoidable that, on 
assuming the Government, you should personally take on yourself much adminis¬ 
trative detail. But the measures which you have initiated have all been in 
accordance with the recommendations made by the Boroda Commiasion in their 
ro|»6rt of last year, and with the advice given by His Exoelhimiy the Viceroy to 
His ffighness Mulhar Bao Gaokwar, which His Highness expressed his intention 
to follow. His Excellency in Council is satisfied that, considnring the attitude 
assumed the ryots, Sirdars, and Military classes, the initiation of judicious 
reforms could not have been postjwned without danger to the public peace. 


No. 56 of 1875. 

Goveknment of India, Foreign'Depaetment, PoLmcAi. 

Mt Loed MAEQtrrs, Fort William, the 26tli Felxruary 1875. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 44, dated 19th instant, we have the 
honor to forward, for the information of Her Majesty’s Government, a further 
oolleotion of papers* connected with the state of affairs at Baroda, 

Wo have the honor to be, &c. 


No. 1. 

No. 65-345, dated Baroda, 8th February 1876. (Extjuct.) 

• 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pbw.t, K.C,S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. TJ. Aitchison, 
Esq., C.S.L, Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, 

In my letters as per margin I reported the measures I liad introduced for 
No. 30-113, ditei the 2 i(rt Jnnnary 1876 . enquiry into State ofime and for r8cov€tfy of 

No. 08 - 182 , dated the sad gtate jcwolry and cash concealed in the city 

palace of the Gaek^, , 

2. In your letter No. 311P. of 29th ultimo, His Excellency the Viceroy and 
Governor-General in Council was pleased to approve my proceedings and to await 
further information as to the nature of thtj chf^es which occasioned the appoint¬ 
ment of the Commitleo and as to the result of their enquiries. 

It will be in your reoolleotion that on the 14th ifitimo, the morning of the 
arrest of His Bughnoas, I instantly arranged that a body of our troops should 
outer the' town, and plac® a strong guard over the palace for its protection. I 
further lost no time m causing sejafe to be placed on the several apartments of the 
palace trhere it was‘known or i^pposed that valuables, bullion, or important 



3. It bad been my intention to permitlbese i^)artm^t5 to remain undisturbed 
until I ^ouM restore tbe Govenunent of the Baroda State to a Ka^ve 

4>. On tbe 17th, however, 1 learned i^bot 40 laMm of rupees bad been concealed 
in two .o£< tbe apartments; and tins JW>nnt was d^c^ve:^ and made over to me, 
as reported in my letter No. 8^183 of 32d ultimo. Me^time tbe Oenbml 
Treasury was found to contain somewhat' imder 2,000 rupees; in other words* ibere 
were no appmmrt funds for carrying on the tMiministmtion iinleas for the inooming 
revenue and for what might be discovered in ibe palace or elsewhere. 

8 . I>uring the days whicb intervened between the 14th and 20th ultimo my 
officers eontmued to receive intimations of all Sorts of plots and iniquities, to the 
end that it appeared to me that unless some means were adopted for methodizing, 
enquiring, and separating details we should certainly end in confusion. 

6 . I therefore, under date the 20th ultimo, appointed a Committee of Enquiry, 
with power to elect a Sub-Committee for enquiries connected with the palace. 

7. I have now the honor of enclosing an oiigmal report drawn up by my 
Assistant, Captain Jackson, who was principally employed on the onqtih:^ and 
searob, showing the manner in which tlie proceedings of the Committee wore 
conducted from day to day. 

8 . It will bo gathered from the report that the enquiries were conducted with 
great care and regularity, and that in almost eveiy instance of search concealed 
bulMon or valuables were discovered. The officers employed on the Committee 
merit all praise acowdingly. 

9. On the 29th idem 1 deemed affairs sufficiently settled at Baroda to abolish 
certain restrictions Which I had placed on the removal of goods, &c.j from the city, 
and at the same time I relaxed my endeavours to disoover conooaled valuables. 

10. On the dd instant I closed the Committee and issued a memorandum of 


instructions (as per copy now appended) for the soemrity of the apartments, and 
for the periodical inspection of se^. 

11 . On the evening of the 28th ultimo I observed in the Times of India issue 
of that date some remarks headed *' Mr, Soutor at work,” purporting to show tliat 
the writer had found free access to certain apartments of the pakujo, unattended 
by the officers of the Committee, and furtlmr purporting to recount a conversation 
passed between Mr. Souter and the corrosnondent. 

12. 1 called on Captain Jackson and Mr. Souter for explanation, and 1 now 
enclose in original a letter addressed by the Times of India correspondent to 
Captain Jackson, where the author distinctly asserts that, ho never did gain 
irregular access to any apartment, and wherein ho further shows the manner and 
conditions under which he was permitted to enter the palace. 

13. I have not as yet i*eceived a reply from Mi*. Souter. 

14. I ought perhaps to explain that although I have myself purposely refrained 
from visiting any of the palaces or residences of the Gaokwar since the date on 
which I assumed the administration of this State, yet tliat I understand tin* city 
palace to be in part a private residence and in larger s, congeries of public 
offices or rooms appertaining to the various departmtpits of State. 

15. As regards the palais, other than the rme iq^tho city, and also the shows 
and places of amusements belonging to the Court, I have, as a rule, discemn- 
tenanoed any visits to thorn. In the instances, however, of travellers, I have 
permitted visits to the country residences known as Mptee Bagh and Mukkui5)ara, 
under tbe condition that the travellers were accompanied by one of the members 
of my hous^old. It has ever been tho .custvm of the Gaekwars to consider these 
residences as show places. 

18. I fear Mis Excellency in Councdl may oondder that I have protracted this 
letter to an unnecessary length, but I do so as wcU for the protection of my 
officers as for the infcon^ioti of the Government of Ind^ In a capital like that 
of Baroda, during a crisis, it is scarcely possible for any officer to cai^ out the 
nuzn^us and oelicato duties devolring on him and at. tbe saime time escape 
oaluinmy. lime runs on, details arc forgotten by the actors, and documents 
njithority for aotion apa mislaid. < ~ 
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Meuorakpvm concerning the enstody of Highness GflckwAr’s Pidiwe and Qovenunent 

Oticos by BritisE offieialfi. 
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When the Gtaekwar was arrested on the 14ih January 1875 the sme precaaUons were 
taken by the partoount power as are usual on the d^tli of a Qaekwar. The tneasury, 

• Captain ««>?«• 

Rao Sibab (K^anan VHtai, AiaiMtiait Haperin- under seal by Bntish Uflioers,* and coniidea to the 
toudeut of roUoa, Abmedabad. Cl^ of a, British guard. 

2a The Bo-cabed palace of the Oaekwars in the city of Boioda is a labyrinth of small rooms, 
courts, passages, and staircoBes, containing not only the n)yal town residence, but nearly all 
the Government offices. In taking charge of these, therefore, it became necessary to seal about 
fifty rooms in tliis building, besides chests and boxes standing in passes. 

8 . It is necessary to bear this in mind, os the gmieral term palace in the public prints is apt 
to mislead to the idea that it refers to the premises of a private royal residence, whereas in 
this case it does not necessarily do so. 

4. All the rooms in tliis building containing anything of importance were secured on the 
14tU ultimo. On the 15th, the Treasury was opened to admit of concentration of the treasure 

in the outlying State banks in the town, six in 
number, as per margin. The Oaekwar s Suloekhana, 
a dispensary, and wardrobe rooms were also opened 
to allow a supply of clothes, medicines, and necessaries 
being taken to him. The seals in each case were 
broken and replaced in the presence of Captain Jack- 
son an<l Kao Sabeb Gujanan Vittat. 

5. On the next day (16th\ the Treasury was again ojiened by tlie same officers to complete 
the collection of the outlying balances as commenced the previous day. On this date the 
Qaokwar's State Jewarkhana or jewel rooms were handed over by order to the charge of 
Qunputrao Mahajan, former State jewel-keeper, wlio was directed to collect the jewels into 
one room, for which purpose he was allowed to fix his own seals to the rooms during the time 
necessary for this operation. He continued to o])en these looms in the presence of the 
Gaekwar*s officer of the palace guard until the 20tb January, when the Government seal was 
again attached over his. 

6 . On the same date, the 10th, the British guard over the palace was relieved by the 
Qaekwar’s regular troojis, who have been Ju charge of the seals up to the present day. 

7. On the 17th, on information received by Sir Lewis Pclly of a late transfer of 40 lukbs of 
rupees from the Goekwar's Bombay Bonk to Barodo, in Government Notes, an investigation 
was instituted, which finally traced the notes to the private wardrolie rooms of the Ranees in 
the palace. Captain Jackson, Mr. Gujanan Vittal, and the Gaokwnr's Setmaputtee opened 
two such wardrobe rooms, in each of whicli were found 200 lakhs of rupees in notes hidden 
in wooden chests. The seals of the rooms were broken, and again affixed by tlie officers 
mentioned. 

8 . On the 2()th a Committee of seai'ch was formed by order of the Goveruor-GeneraVs 

« . ««T n . • r 1 Agent, composed «s per margin, and called the 

Mr. Souter, C.S.I., Captain .Tackaon, Rao .r^ . ‘ i x i* n >t m • j 

sahob Gujauan Vittal. Khin Palik Akbar Ali, ibaquiry and Dotection Commtttee. They visited 
Bbao Poonekur. the palace the same day in order to remove the 

balance * of the Government Bank, known as Gunesh 
upees 1,40,0 - 0 . lshwar*s shop, within the palace, to the Central Trea¬ 

sury, and to search the dispensary for concealed treasure. In the latter room Rupees 1,50,000 
were discovered and removed to the Central Treasury. The seals in each case were broken 
and replaced by the British officers-before mentioned. 

9. On the 25th the Committee again visited the palace to search the Gaekwar’s bed-room 
for .papers, and dispensary for money. About Rupees 1,140 were discovered in the latter 
room, Desides gold plate to the value of Rupees 5,427, On this occasion, Mr. Cleveland, 
Government Solicitor, Mr. Trant, Reporter for the Timee of Jndia, and a Reporter for tlie 
Bombay Gazette, visited the palace by permission, and were allowed to see several rooms, 
including the Gaekwar’s bed and bath^wms, the dispensary, and room adjoining containing 
the late Gaekwar Khunderao’s jewelled uniform, and a room containing State jewelry under 
the charge of Qunputmo ifahajmi. Th^ were throughout accompanied by Captain Jackson, 
and entered no room witliout the permission of the Search Committee. 

10. On the 26th the Gaekwar’s wardfobe room was opened by Captain Jackson, to remove 

clothing and necessaries for His use. 

11. On the 27th the Gaekwar’s ba&-room and adjoining mirror room were opened by 
Captain Jackson, to allow an inspection of theta by Mr. Jeffierson, the Attorney for His 


Highness Mulbar Boo OaSkwar’s dmnoi^. 


12. On the 4tb Febroarv the seals the -Seenaputtee's kutoherry were opened by Captain 
Jackson knd Gujanan Yittal, to count aud take charge of the money lying in that office. About 
Rupees 21,000 were discovered, Oild afU^ they had been counted, replaced in the room, which 
was sealed and placed under a guard. . .. 

Is. On two oeoasions Boo Saheb (lujanan Yittal visite<l the }ialace by himself for the 


14. Shiee tJid 4tii tiie palaoe has iiot hw ida^ied to Bearch or mTO«dgfttii<m of aay tot. 

It viU Uierofore be seen mm tbe above toiutriu tlto tbe palaoe has never been wantonify 
invaded, and tot bo MalfOjccto tose ^ to eboige Of Qunputrao Mtojaa to i 

temporary purpose, has ever been broken without the ftftonce of a British offieer. 

15. With reference to a des^ption which appeared in the S^mea of India on to ^ 

ultoo, of a vidt to to palaoe and to ** tir. ^utor at work,** it is noaesaaiy to obmve toi 
this was written by Mr. Trant, the Eeporter retored to in paragraph 9. He haa dnee 
adnuttod d^at he did not intend to give anything more than an amusing description of his 
visit, and tot the statement that he went unaccompanied," except by a Qaekwar^i oMcer, into 

r » subject to Captain Jackson explains the manner m 

which he was admitted to the rooms of the palaoe. ^ 


' 16. It is hardly neoessary to say tot the zenana and ladies* apartments generally have 
never been entered, and tot all the proceedings of hrst putting the State property in to 
palace under seal were conducted in the presence of officials of the Oaekwar’s etoblistoent. 

17. In conclusion^ it should be stated that throughout the vriiolo prooeedinm connected 
with the pdace and its Government offices, care has been taken to make as little demon¬ 
stration of foroo as possible, it has been necessary for the sake of British responsibility to 
take every precaution to secure the treasure, valuables, and records temporarily under cbaige 
of the paramount power, but no step inconsistent with that necessity has been taken, and the 
British officialB, working with the Qaekwor's troops, have endeavoured to accomplish tbe safe 
custody of their charge with as little offence to tbe inmates of the palace us possible. 

18. No complaints, as far as the undersigned is aware, have been made regarding tbe 
proceedings reported above. 

(Signed) F. H. Jackson, Captain, 

Assistant Besident and Member of Enquiry 

Baroda, the 7th February 1876. and Detection Committee. 


(h.) 

Deab Captain Jackson, Baroda, 6th February 1876. 

In reference to our conversation this morning 1 beg to state that my visit to the Qaek- 
war’s palace on the 26th ultimo (as reported in the Tirtbes of Indian of the 28th ultimo,) was in 
consequence of a request I made to you. You kindly drove me and a gentlefiaan representing 
tlie Bombay Oasette (whoso name I forgert) from the Uesidency to the palace, whore we 
were joined by Mr. Souter and Mr. Cleveland. We all roiuained a short time in the dis- 
pensary, and you younelf tlien kindly took me and the other journalist through a few of the 
rooms, indudingthat in which the diamond necklaces were deposited. We were in no rooms 
whatever without you. 

The only other occasion on which I have visited the palace was on the 20th ultimo (as 
reported in the Times of India of the 23d ultimo), and then also 1 met you and 
Mr. Souter at the palace, aud was in no room without either the presence of you, or you and 
Mr. Souter. 

I am, dear Captain Jackson, 

Yours faithfully, 

(Signed) W, Teant. 


(c.) ^ ■ 

When Captain Jackson returns from the city and roporis that all the arrangomonis 
directed in the foregoing memorandum in regard to sealing have been carried into effect, no 
seal in to palaoe is to be touched under any pretence whatever, unless permission be given 
under my signature. . 

Either Captain Jackson or a British officer of Police is to visit the palace every Monday 
and Thursday morning, and satisfy himself that the seals remain intact'. The officer so visiting 
will report results of his visits to me direct in writing. 

The Jamdorkhana man Qunputrao should accompany the officer during this inspection; and 
if the Jamdorkhana man should be unpunctual, report riiould be made to such effiect, but the 
inspection should nevertheless be carried out. 

• (Signed) Lewis Peixy, Colonel, 

Agent, Govemor-Qeneral, and Special Commissioner 

Baroda^ 4th Febmary 1876. admmistering to Baroda State. 
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No; 0M P.,, dated Port \^illiam, 28d Pobnu^ 1875. 

From F. Hkkvbt, Esq., Officiating Under-Secrotary to the OoYornmezit of India, 
Foreign Bepajriineiit, to Colonel Sir L. Feut. Agent, Oovemor- 

Qcnertd, and Special Gommisaioner, Baroda. 

I ASC, directed to acknowledge the receipt of your lettCTj No. 65-845, dated 
8 th iufl^t, submitting on explanation oi the oircutuBtances under which the 
Committee of Search was appomted, and an account of its proceedings. 

>roYG8 
the 

Iteporters of the permission wnich was a<!Corde<l to tnem to visit certain 
apartments in the palace under the precautions which have been described. Bie 
proclamation recently issued by you wiU, no doubt, prevent the recurrence of 
matters such as those referred to. 



No. 8. 

No- 372, dated Baroda, 9th February 1875. 

From Ooloiicl Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Gtovornor-Genoral and 
Special Oommissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. TJ. AiTCHISok, 
Esq., O.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

In continuation of my letters, as per margin, on ilie subject of my visit to the 

No. 60-287. dated Uw ad February 1875. ladies of the Gaekwar family, I have the 
Without No., dated iho 8th Febmaty 1875. honor to forward, for thc information of His 

Excellency the Viceroy in Council, the accompanying memorandum showing the 

stops taken by me on receipt of information of the illness of His Highness the 

Gaokwar’s Ranee. 

2. Dr. Seward docs not appear to consider tliat Her Higlmess’ health was in 
any way seriouEdy affected, and 1 have heard nothing fiurther m the matter. 


( 0 .) 

Mehorandum. 


This afhemoon His Highness Mulhor Rao’s daughter Kama Saiiib paid a visit at the 
Kesidtiney, luid in the course of conversation stated that the Queen Mahalsa Baeo was sick. 

Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Govemor-Gonoral and Special Commissioner 
admiiUHtering the Baroda State, requested Kama Sahib to personally enquire and let him know 
the state of the Ranee’s hoaltli. 

In the evening, Kama Sahib’s Karkoon waited on Sir Lewis Felly, and reported that the 
Ranee had been suffering from fever, &c., for the last six days ; tliat the illness had increased 
lajterly; that she was being treated by Doctors Pallonjee, Adegee, &c.; and that, if necessary, 
she would request Sir Lewis Felly to oblige her by the aid of some Medical Officer. lie 
Karkoon, however, conveyed tho wiijii of the Ranee that some British Medical Officer might 
be sent over to see her. 

Sir Lewis Folly at once complied with the raquest, and issued instructions to Dr. Seward, 
^e Residency Surgeon, to visit the Bonee to-morrow morning at eight o'clock, the Karkoon 
being told to be in attendance. Sir liewis added that Dr. Seward enjoyed his foil confidence, 
and that the Ranee might speak anything to him which she wished to commonioaie to tho 
Agent to the Governor-General. 

Before leaving, the Karkoon begged that Sir Lewie Felly would behind enough to pay a 
personal visit to the Ranee. To tms Sir Lewis replied tliat be had already, in accordance 
with the annual custom of the Qaekwar, paid a visit to the ladies of tho Gaekwaa* fomily, and 
he regretted ibai, the existing ^tate of affaire, he was not in a position to comply with 

the Ifomee's request ait present; a^ that ho trusted that the arranjgema^ he had made of 
deputing Dr. Seward, who was a ^raonal friend of the Mahaitya, add also enjoyed his 
(Sir Lewis’) confidence^ would he ooiixddered satisfactory under the circumstanefes. 

‘ (Signed) Manibhai, J. 

A.A.1. _lO>Te i 


XT.i*_ k 


This morning Dr. Seward; aoeompaiiied by Native Aanstant, proceeded to the palaoe. 
The Impended memorandum by pr. Sewaxd .contains a summary of their interview with the 
Ranee IfahalsaBase. ■ « 

(Signed) SUkibe^i, jr*. 

Native Assistant. 


- - f. 

MnHOEANDUM for the inibrmation of Sir Lewis Feixy. 

■* ■ V. 

Dr. Seward, accompanied by Mr. Manibhai, this moining, February 5th; proceeded under 
instmctions from Sir Lewis FeUv; to visit the Maharanee Mabalsa IMee, the object of the visit 
having R])6cial reference to tlie Utaharaneo^s health. 

, Dr. Seward was also the bearer of friendly representations from Sir Lewis Felly, which were 
duly made; Mr. Manibhai being the interpreter. 

These representations, were to the effect that Sir Lewis Felly having already according to 
usage paid a visit to the ladies of the Qaekwar family, now felt that, under existing circum- 
stances, it would be inexpedient to pay what would be now regarded m a private visits ip 
He^r Higlmes^, but that being solicitous concerning the Mahaninec’d hoalthi and anxious to 
show his fWendly consideration, ho had deputed Dr. Seward, who enjoyed his hill conhdonce, 
to enquire into her condition in this respect, and also to be the bearer to him of any com¬ 
munication wliich the Maliaranee might wish to bo directly conveyed. 

Conversation was permitted to Ihs carried on only at first through male and female inter¬ 
mediaries on both sides of a jealously guarded purdah; whilst in tlm outer room and 
surrounding Dr. SewArd’s chair were many male attendants. 

This jmblicity very effectually prevented Dr. Seward either as a physician or as a friend 
from making any but very supeificial enquiries into the state of the lady’s health; and the 
Maharanee could but be equally embarrassed supposing it weie her desire to confide her 
Hynmtoms or messages of a confidential nature to him. 

intimatcdy a few attendants left the room, and the Kanee’s voice was for the first time 
hoard; she could not, she observed, remove any of the customary restraints u]X)n intercourse 
without tho express permission of the Maharaj. Bfae had suffered from attacks of fever, 
indigestion, and Hickuous; hut tiu’oo Wyadds were iu attendance, and if their ministrations 
failed, and slie needed Dr. Soward's assistance, she would intimate as mucin 

Touching other mattoi's Her Higlmeas observed that she duly received Dr. Seward’s dally 
communication regarding the heslth of the Maharaj, and sho begged to'know when an 
interview with her husband could be permitted. 

Dr. Seward promised that tho Maharanees wish should be mofle known to Sir Lewis.Felly. 

Tlie Ranee tlien desired Dr. Seward to convey to Sir Lewis an expression of Her Highness’ 
trust tliat the approaching enquiry might be npeedily bi-ought to an end, the Mahar^ return 
bo the palace and be restored to her. 

After further assurance to the Mahareneo that Dr. Seward’s coming was prompted by 
con.sidt^rations of friendly regard for Her Highness, and the aolicitudo of Sir LcvvIh Folly for 
])er health, Dr. Seward left with tho impression that Her Highness’ health wiki in no way 
seriously affected. 

(Signed) G. E. Skwabd, 

Residency Surgeon, Baroda. 


Barodal Pebruaiy^lfiVS. 




No. 4. 

4 

No. 08-375, dated Baroda, 10th February 1875, 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pbixy, K.0.S^I., .^ent to the GoTomor-Gcncral and 
Special Oommissioiier adminisioring the Baroda State, to C, U. Aitckzsok, 
Esq., 0.8.1., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department. 

With reforonoc to the previous oorrespondenoo on the subject of lijs Highness 
the Gaekwai’s palajpes, country residences, (Sbc., and especially to my lettcar 
No. 66-346, dated 8th instant, I have tlie lionor to forward, for the information 
of His Excellency the Viceroy in Council, a copy of tho Notification which I am 
issuing this day, tp be placarded over all of His Highness’ palaces, country 
residences^ pl^^ of iilibw^ i^id amusement, &o. 


■ ■ (a.) 

* Dated Baroda, lOth February 1875. 

NoTincATiOH by tiie Agent to the Governor-General imd Special OomspiMitmer 

administering the Baroda State. 

It is hereby notified that all persons are absolutely prohibited fn)m entering ffis Highnese 
the Gaekwar^ palaces, arsenals, country remdences, such as Motibaug, Chimunbaug, &c., and 
all other places of show or amusement aj^rtaining to His Highness the Gaekwar, except on 
duty and with the express permission of the Agent tr> the Govmmor-Geneial and Special 
Gomnusaioner administeiing me Baroda State. 


No. 6. 

No. 689 P., dated Fort Williain, 23d February 1876. 

From C. U. Aitohison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, 
Foreign Department, to Colonel Sir Lewis Pbllt, K.C.S.I., Agent, 
Governor-General, and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

In reply to your letter No, 68-376, dated 10th instant, I am directed to state 
that His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council approves of the 
Notification issued by you forbidding people to enter the Gaekwar’s palaces, Ac., 
except on duty and with yotu* express permission. 


No. 6. 

No. 11, dated BaTOda Besideney, 12th February 1876 (Confidential). 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pellt, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. U. Aitohison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department, 

In a telegram which Ills Highness the 'Gaekwar recently addressed to the 
Viceroy, a copy of which lias been sent to me by wire for information, I found 
the following passage:— 

“ My Ranee’s marriage ornaments and moneys seized.” 

2. I immediately called for report, and now beg to enclose Copies of unoflicial 
correspondence passed between myself and Mr. Richey on the subject. You will 
observe that the property in question has not been seized, but is being carefully 
protected. That request of money for current expenses has at once been com¬ 
plied with, and that other requirements have been anticiiiatiid. 

3. I spoke witli the Gaekwar regarding this passage in his telegram when 
His Highness replied that the telegram was framed by his Vakeel, 


(a.) 

Dated 5th February 1875. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Pellv, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special Commissioner, 

Baroda Cdemi-^fiieial), to J. B. Bxouey, Esq. 

The following pasHRge oocurs in a telegram sent by the Mabanya to the Viceroy 
“ My Ranee's marriage ornaments fOid moneys seized." 

Will you kindly enquire and inform’me as soon as possible if I am correct in supposing 
that as a faefc^ho Ranee's mairiage ornaments and moneys have not been seized. 


: ( 6 .) 

From J, B. RicnEV, Eaq. (^mi-ofiicial), to Colonel Sir Lewis PiEtLt, S.C.S.I., 

Agent, Govemor^Cf^e^, and Special CommlsHioner, Baroda. 

1 HAVE enquired, there seems to be nb foundation wbatever for the statement.* So far from 
anything having l>eeii seized such property was most carefiilly protected from being put 

U-__^ _” * 



Bednests from the queens for money for oui^ent ezpmHses hsve been at once oomplied mth 
aooormlig to tlmfr oustcmiaty 


P*S.—Would you like a reference to His Highness on tine point through Dr. Sevard t 
I may add that so fer from any complaint having come from the queens, arrang^ehts were 
made for their wardrobe requirameats Wng met hy orders to the wardrobe keeper in antlpi'p 
patipn any requ^ii^ bn the subject 


No. 7. 

Telegram, No. 607 P., dated 17th February 1876. 

From Foreiok Sbcuktauy, Calcutta, to Sir Lewis Felly, Baroda, 

Yotjr confidential letter. No. 11, of 12th February. You say the property is 
being carefully protected, Richey wi*ote the property was most carefully protected 
from being put under seal. 

Ambiguity should be cleared. Has the property boon placed under protection, 
or does it remain with the ladies ? 


No. 8. 

Telegram, dated 17th February 1875. 

From Sir Lewis Felly, Baroda, to Foreign Secretary, Calcutta. 

The ambiguity is owing to the careless stupidity of my clerk. The passage 
in Ruihey’s letter runs—^most carefully protected from being even tnu<di<4, Inung 
put under seal in the presence of the palace officials. 


No. 9. 

No. 13, dated Baroda, 13th February 1876. 

Prom Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and. Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

■ I have the honor to enclose a translate of a petition wliich is now being 
cirtiulated in the town of Baroda in view to collecting signatures. 

The original is accompanied in circulation by the documents out of which it 
appears to have been composed. Each author of a component p^ of the petition 
having apparently been permitted to have his say. 

The petition is curious as indicating the system which T have often deseribiid 
as having prevailed here of encouraging idlers. 

It Is also curious because it seems to accept as a fact generally known in the 
town that an attempt was made on the life of Coloiml Fhayre. 

(a.) 

Petition. 

To Right Honorable the Governor-General in Council. 

The following petition is submitted:— 

Our paramount power having now been placed under confinement, the Ruler of our Province, 
Shrimunt Mulfaar Rno Gaekwar, our present condition is similar to that of the living creatures 
struggling in a laige tank, the water in which has suddenly dried up owing to thf? heat of the 
summer. But trusting in the conditions of the prodamation issued here by our just 
Government, and in the spirit of the promise made by Her Majesty the Queen, we represent 
through this petition our great fear and grief, and submit the following petitions to Govern¬ 
ment wiih joined hands. 

2. A great deal of the revenue of our Gaekwar Government is spent on charity, and many 
indigent persons who are unable to feed and clothe themselves have leift their country and 
ave nving hire sfaiee a long time; and the number of such persons who have of old been 
mtpported by the Gaekwar Government being thousands and thousands, we 'tm uOable to 
state their number; the cry of these people on the day the Maharaja was tak«i^ tom tho mty 
is beyond our power to express. But as the usual kichdee allowance was coatlnued owing 



to our kind Special CQj^Dinisuo^, Sir Le^a Felly, bayii:^ iJie iiji^ day giW: lipawj^te 
ordurH to continue the usual cbaxi^ble expenses of we tiHiekwiir ^rar^oguB^^. 
blessing both Governments. The practice of dtstributiag (»wh every lortxugbt on YekaDuslue 
(11th day of the moon, occumim twice a month during the 2d and itb.quarbers), hoyr^ver 
still stopped, ahd wd hope tlmi &t too widl be continued. '* 

9. As the Administrators of the Gaekwar State the kind gehtlemaA promised in a Durbar 
that the policy of the Gaekwar Government of ever lookinjg to the intflieate of dieir snljeotB 
and continuing their annual cash and inam allowances, which in some initenoes have by the 
grantee been tremsferred to tlie daughter or other persons would he continued, we hope there- 
iV>re that our annual Incomes will be so continued to us ; it rests with Government to allow us 
bo realize that hope. 

4. Since Shrimunt Mulliar Boo Alaliaraj has been placed under surveillance by Government, 

we daily pray to Qod according to uur reli^ou that our Maharaja may be nronoimoed innocent 
of the crime attributed to him and return spun to his throne, and that the prosperity of the 
paramount British Government may increase day by day. Tn addition to our prayer to God 
we now submit the following prayem to our God<favoured, famous, and heroic paramount 
Government. » 

5. We understand from what is stated in the pnxilamatiou that oui* Maharaja is accused of 
being concerned in the attempt U) poison the late Resident, (]!olonel Phayre. But we believe 
that the blame of that offence does not rest on him. Fur the popular belief is that the 
attempt to pf)i8on the said officer was made out of revenge by the low mwi of ba<l charaoter 
wiio were about him, tlie reason being that these low men lost tlie income they derived by 
gratifying the wishes of His Highness owing to Colonel Phayre Imving taken notice of the 
cry raised ugaiiist them of gratifying the Maharaja's sensual desires, and put a stop to the dis- 
honor to whicli poor but respectable peojjle were tlioreby subjected. The only offence tliat 
can be hiid to the Maharaja’s charge in this instance is that he tolerated these mean men. 
Uovenuneiib will fchcrefoie take this matter into consideration, and giving jw luimb weight 
during the trial to the voice of the people as if it were the voice of heaven, pronounce our 
Maharaj innocent ofthe offence laid to his charge, and release him. 

6 . The friendship between the paramount and Gaekwar Govormuent has continued for a 
long time, and this old friendshif) was further confirmed in 1857 by the late Khnnderoo 
Maharaj ; but the com))auioiis]up of mean [)ersonH now threatens a rupture in that'friendship, 
and we fear that those disrespectful men may think of turning against thr^ Maliaraja at this 
juncture. If tliu kind Government will therefore boar in mind the friendship that lias liitlierto 
existed and try in every way to save our Gaekwar throne, tlio living of lakhs of people who 
earn their liveliliood under then) would bo continued by (iovornhiorit, besides whom no one 
else in the universe is able to do it. 

7. Our Maharaj not being on Jiis thione at {)fesent we are suffering much ; for whatever 
differences theiv may be between the mother and son, and although the father may in many 
ways take care of the son as the paramount power now takes care of us, yet as the affection 
of the son is on the mother, he cannot do anything without her; similarly we do not make 
our present req^ef^l in ignorance, but the Gaekwar (jovenmient has up to liis day really taken 
care of us, his subjects, as children. This representation of ours is tlfcreforc not merely of 
show or praise. 

8 . Since Sumbiit 1919, whe»i the prices of all articles rose, up to the time of prosperity, our 
Gaekwar Government, without the least selfishness, snffei’od loss amounting to lakhs of rupees, 
by ]iurchu.sing grain at famine rates and selling it io us at a much elieaper rate, in order to 
provide the ryots with food and clotliing, which prevented the poor from suffering the least 
inconvenience, owing to liigh rates, and kept them comfortable. Government wiU therefore 
consider undei' what obligations we are to the Gaekwar Government, 

9. The object of the Gaekwar Government in opening shops at various places was to prosper 
trade in their Province at all times, and tliat the repuUtion of the tra<ierB may never suffer. 
It h»s been of old the ])ractice that if traders were in want of money, lakhs were lent to them 
at 2J anuas per pent, by Government, aud if Government was in want of money they 
borrowed it from the Sowcars at 12 annua per cent. In addition to the old shops, our 
Maharaja opened two more shops and extended the business ; thereby demands for money 
have always been mot, and the poor and respoctablo find a livelihood. The paramount 
Government will therefore take those matters inVi considoration, and ascertain what the 
intentions of the Gaekwar Government were in respset to the condition of its subjects. 

10. The distribution of kluchdee, to the indigent, alluded to in paragraj^ 2 above, is 
not confined to the Hindoos only, but to all denominations alike. Aud, lately, when thm 
was want in Morwar, thousands of ind^ent persons emigrated here, and they are still provided 
with food by our Government; and ^though their country is now again prosperous, our 
Maharaj has not orderod them to return, hut has fed them as hitherto. ^u,wm observe what 
a wonderfully charitable, action this is. v 

11. Besides the above wonderful act. what a royal action it is that if any of its aubjeota, 

HindfK) or jMusstdman, or any other aaate, is unmarried, Rupees 600 are given to him for 
getting married. , v), 

12 . There are many mismanagement in this provinoe atepres^t, and if these ore re&nsM 
tlirough Colonel Phayrb, with the aid Of the old and experienced servants of the State, ail the 

—.ill i._ i.__ 3 1-1__ n_!_i .. ‘ ' 


No 10. 

No. 20, dat^ Barodft Bbsidem^, itth t^elbaniaiy 1875. 

From Colonel Sir J/. Tmjx, Ag^t^ QoV^norwGeiieral, and %ecial 

Commissioner, Baroda, to C. IT. ^I'onisoK, Bsq., O.S.I., Sooretoiy to 
OoTemznmt India, F(»eigii Department. 

1 kAVH the honor to enclose copy of a letter irpm Dr. Sermurd to my Fn^te 
Seoretacy in reference to a t^degram whioli appeared in the qf^India of the 
16th instant, stating that o^ing to the attachment of the wardrobe of His HlghnesR 
the Gaekwar he was unable to obtain even a cha^ of linen, and that His 
HighnOss had exprossM his annoyance at this restriction. 


(a.) 

Dated 16th February 1876. 

From Dr. £. E. Skwajid. M.D., with His Highnoss Mulhak Bao, to Pkiyatk Skcuetabt to 
the 'Agent to the Ouvernor-General and Special Commissioner ami Administrator, Baixida 
State. • 

A TSLKQBAM appeared in the Itess of iTidia of the I5tb February stating that owing to 
the attachment of His Highness’ wai drobo he was unable to obtain even a cluingo of linen. 

It wtu) further alleged that His Highness had expressed his annoyance at this restiiotion. 

1 have the honor to acquaint you, for the information of the administrator, Sir Lewis Felly, 
that the allegation had no foundation in fact. 

I am authorize<i by His Highness to say that lie made no such complaint, and to cause, if 
necessary, a public contradiction of the statement. I may further add that His Highness was 
much distressed at the appeuranoe of the misrepresentation quoted. 


No. 67 of 1876. 

Government of India, Foueion Department, 

POIilTICAIi. 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 26th February 1876. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 46, dated 19th mHtant, we have the 
honor to forward, for the information of Her Majesty’s Govtirnmoni, a copy of 
papers relating to the enquiry into the charges against Kis Higtmess Mulhar liao 
Gaokwar of Baroda. 

Wo Ixave tlio honor to be, &e., 


No. 1. 

No. 7, dated Baroda, 8th February 1876. 

(GonMential.) 

From Gcdoneil Sir L. Felly, E.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special 
Oomraijssiwier, Baroda, to C. TJ, Aitchison, Esq., O.S.I., Secretary to the 
Qoyem^ent of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE the bondif to forward copy of a letter received from Mr. Boi^terf dated 
6th idem, Mid of my reply of this day. 


;'W- 

No. 7i iWe(i Bar 9 di^^ ^*^7**' 

From Frank E Som^ Esq., GS,I., Ootniwflslioner d Mce. Bombw, on Special duty^ to 
Colonel Sir L. RffitT, KjO.Si., Agent. Oovemo^-Oeneml, and Special Oonwiiwioiwr, 
i^roda. 

I HATE the honor to report, that while engaged yesterday in taking dpwni the : 
of Dfunodhur Punt, I got into oonveiaation with, him which ultimately led to his cauticnidy 
sUting he fqlt sure Uiat it the lUaraja Mnlhar llao wore promised Utat his punishment 
would not be more severe than confinement as a State Prisoner in some part oi Hindooetan, 
and the aocioty of one of his wives or concubines would be allowed him, ho would at onoe 
make a oon&seion and acknowledge his pilt in having instigated the attempt to poison 
Colonel Phayre. Bamodhur Punt added that a day or two previous to Mulhar Kao's being 
arrested he, the Mahari^jB, had asked him, Bamodhur Punt, whether it would not be best for 
him to confess his crime at once. 

l^modhur Punt is most sanguine that if be is allowed access to the Mabajtya, in order that 
he may make him aware of bin real position and peimittod to assure him that his confession 
would not leml to wone consequenoos than above stated, he will freely confess the crimes for 
the commission of which he is now held a prisoner. 

I have deemed it my duty to report this circumstance, as it ap})ear5 in my bumble opinion 
that if such confession be voluntarily and freely made, it would in all respects be a most 
satisfactory solution of all diflioulties. 

(b) 

No. 6, dated Baroda,'9th Februaiy 1875. 

(Confidential.) 

From Colonel Sir L, Peixt, K.C.S.I., .^nt, Oovemor-Gkineral, and Special Commissioner, 
Baroda, to F. H. SoUTEB, Esq., Commissioner of Police, Bombay, on Special duty, 
Baroda. 

I HAVE the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 7, dated the 6th instant, 
and in reply to state that Bamodhur Punt Im ro^atedly during the past 10 days made 
similar offers of inducing His Highness to confess; in the first instance the confession was to 
be unconditional, subsequently conditions were attached^ 

2. I think I mentioned these circumstances to you on your return from Bombay. 

3. I could have preferred that you should have communicated to me this renewed offer on 
the part of Bsmodliur Punt in an oral and casual form when you attended at tlie Residency 
on the morning of the 6th instant to hear Bamodhur Punt’s concIu<ljng statement read out in 
my presence; promaturely giving written official form to matters like those now under notice 
is liable to entail embarrassment or other inconvenience. 


No. 68 of 1876. 

Goveenment of India, Foeeign Department, 

Political. 

My Lord Marquis, Fort William, the 26th FelHruary 1876. 

In continuation of our separate despatch, No. 57 of this date, we have the 
honor to forward,'for the information of Her Majesty’s Government, copy of 
papers* relating^ to the charges for the defence of His Highness Mulhar Rao 
Gaekwar. 

2. The correspondence is summarized and the grounds of our action are fiilly 
stated in our letter, No. 646 P., dated 19th February 1876. 

We have the honor to be, 


* No. 1. 

No. 60-225, dated Baroda, Ist February 1876. 

From Colonel Sir Lewis Felly, -K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. U. Aitohison, 
Esq., C.S.I., Seorotary to the Govenflnent of India, Foreign Depftrtmont. 

I HAVE the:«tionor to forword^tiie accomiMMiyiiig letter from Mr. Jefferson, 
dated 27th idttd, having ^feferen^ therewith sent of a portum 

of the costs of His Bighness Molldr Eao’s 49lBBce. 

2 . IMs letter sbouE hare ao^npanied my recent oommumoation with which 
the said estimate was forwarded, fmt as the letter was not then ready, it oouM 


(“■) 

Dated Baroda^ 27th Januaiy 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq,, Solicitor to Hin High nosB the Ouckwar, to Hknrt CLEVELAND, Esq. 

I HAVE prepared an approximate CBtiinat**. of a portion of the costa of tlie defence of His 
Highness amounting to Rs. 289,7(M), which we ro(iuire to be jiaid imniediatuly. I send you 
copy of the estimate herewitli. 

The fees are what we should pay were the State funds still at the command of His 
Highness the Qaekwar, and wo cannot doubt but that the Govorninent of Indio, in deciding 
that all proper legal expenses should be met in a lil>eral nianuer, were influenced by a con¬ 
sideration of His Highness* pi*esent position, and by a dcsini that he slnmld not lxi in any way 
ham|)ered by want of funds in his defence of the grave charges brought against him. 


No. 2. 

Dated Baroda, 3d February 1875. 

From Colonel Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.I., Agent to Governor-General and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. U. Aitchison, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Govcnimcjnt of India, Foreign Department. 

IIefeuuing to your telegram of the 28tb of January, 1 liavc^ the lionor to 
enclose a copy of a letter of the 23d of January, arldrcssed to inc by Mr. Jefferson 
of the Firm of Jefferson and Payne, the Solicitors acting on behalf of His 
Highness the Gaekwav, and also a copy of my reply to Mr. Jefferson of the same 
date. 

You will observe that in the last paragraph of tlic latter letter I reqm^sttrd 
Mr. Jefferson to .address his future communications to tinj Firm of Hearn, 
Cleveland, and Lo(;-Warnov as being employi^l in the approaching cmiuiry on the 
part of the Govemment of India, 

With rcfiu*ouce to the concluding words of your tdograin before mentioned, 
I })eg tf) say th.at I liavf' sent for an extra (dork lor tln^ KjxHdal purpos(> of copying 
all tlic lett(irs which pass hetwe(;n myself and Mr. Cleveland, and between 
Mr. Cleveland and tlic Solicitors omploycjd on bcdi.alf of the Gaekwar. 


(«■) 

Dated Baroda, 23d January 1875. 

From Mcssi’k. Jefferson and Payne, Solicitor« to His iligliness the Gaekwar, to Colonel 
Sir L. Felly, K.C.S.T., Agent to Governor-Gcjueral and Special CouiniisHioncr, Baroda. 

Referrin(3 to what passed at onr Mr. Jcfrei>5on’s interview with you this iinnning w«j 
have now tlie honor Uj submit to you our views with reference to the probable cost of the 
defence of His Highness the Gaekwar. 

Taking into considoiution the high position of tlie accused, and the gnivity of the 
accusations which His Highness ha-s to meet, wo purpose engaging Uiii services of tlio nr)st 
eminent Ooun.sel obtainable—one at least from England, ajid one or two from (.^'aleiitta, in 
addition to Junior Counsel and Pleadei’s from Bondiay. 

Without anything to guide ua as to the j)robablc length of the trial it is diilicuU for us to 
give you any approximate estimate of the cost of the defence but we think wc may name ns 
a maximum sum five lakhs of ruj)ces. 

As already intimated to you wo are now in communication with our Agents in London with 
the view of retaining a leading Counsel there, and we are particularly de.sirous of ttilegmphiiig 
not Inter than to-morrow our instructions for the gentleman to leave for Bondjay hy the mail 
of the 29th instant, as he would then reach India about the 18tli jnoximo. 

As the consideration of the question of the entire cost of the defence may involve some 
little time we should esteem it a particular favour if you could itifonn us by to-mon*ow 
morning that the expenses of engaging the services of a Barrister fron* England would under 
any circumstances be provided. In this event we should require to remit lii.s retainer fee, 
5,000^., by telegram on Monday. 


(5.) 

Dated Baroda, 23d January 1875. 

From Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent to Govemor-Goneml and Special Commissionei*, 
Baroda, (demi-official,) to J. Jefi’ERSON, Esq., Solicitor to His Highness the Gaekwar, 

I HAVE just I’eceived an answer to my telegram sent this moining to Calcutta, and 1. do not 
lose a moment in inibrmiug you tliat the Commission will proceed on the 18th February, and 
cumot be postponed for Counsel from Euglaml on behalf of the Gixekwar. 

The Government of India will meet all proper legal cxpense.s in a liberal manner, but some 
explanation will be required before authorizing such an expenditure as five laklis of rupees. 


I exjiect that a member of the Firm of Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Wamer will arrive here 
by tiviifi io-morrow, and 1 request that your future communications may be addressed to them 
as they are employed in the approaching enquiry on the part of the Government of India. 

No. 3. 

No. 1, dated Baroda, 5tli February 1875 (Ooufidential). 

From Colonel Sir Lewis K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special 

Commissioner, Baroda, to G. U. Aitchison, Esq., Secretary to the 

Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE the lionor to forward copy of a letter Irom His Highness the Gaekwar, 
daied 4tli instant, also a copy of tlic telegram therein alluded to, for the infor¬ 
mation of His Excelleney the Governor-General of India in Council, 


(«.) 

Dated Baroda, 4th February 1875. 

Prom llis Highness MtnaiAii Bao, Ga;(!kwar, to Colonel Sir Lewis PelTjY, 
K.GS.I,, Ag(Mi(., Governor-General, and Special Commissioner,Baroda. 

I AM greatly dislressod by what my Solicitors tell me relative to tlie Avithholding 
of funds for mv delVmce. 

i. 

They inform me Mr. Woodroflx^ will not act for me unless his fees he remitted 
at oneo. 

I am ('specially desirous that his services should be secured on my behalf. 

After the r<ipeated promises made by Jlis Excelleuey the Governor-General to 
afford me <jvery Opportunity of clearing my charatjter, I am at a loss to understand 
why the money necessary for my defence should not l>e paid, 

1 have proposed a tehigram to ilis Excellency which 1 send herewith, and I 
beg the favor of your causing it to be forwarded to him without delay. You 
will SCO from it what my wishes arc. 



Telegram.. 

Kruui IHm Highness tlio Gaekwar, Baroda, to flis Excellency the Vk^eiioT, Calcutta. 

Deei'LY paintul U» learn from my Solicitors that jn’eparations for my ilefeiioe at a stand-.still 
for'want of funds. Their rec^uirements for legitimate expenses not granted. Proniises of 
ainj^U^ opj»oi*t:Uiiity for vindicating my innocence thus practically ignored. Private purse 
attaclied. My Kaneefs marriagts ornaments and monios seized. My ryots and relations 
greatly alariiiod and tear to give my Solicitors aid |)ocuniai‘y or otherwise. My late Karharios 
from whoiu alone valuable information cun be obtained under restraint on matters conn(*.cted 
with old (charges and access to them not granted to my Solicitors. My character, liberty, and 
kingchunat stakt}. 1 cnti*cat Your Excellency to direct immediate advance to be made out of 
the Baroda State Funds of twolaklis of rupees. Solicitors undertaking to account. 


No. 4. 

No. 3, dated Baroda, 6th February 1875. 

From Colonel Sir L. J^elev, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to 0. U. AiTCUisoN, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
GoT(Tnment of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAVE the honor to enclose, for the information of His Excellency the Viceroy 
((f.) KromMr. cieveiaud to sii-Ltiwu reiiy, in Couiicil, copies of corrcspondoncc as per 

to Mr. cievoiand, Hiargin passed bctween Mr. Cleveland and 

me. 


dotted 5tli idciu. 


(a.) 

Dated Baroda, 3d February 1875. 

Krom Henrt Glevelakp, Esq., to Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly,K.C.S,I., Agent, Govomor-Qeueral, 

and Special Commissioner, Btirodo. 

As nMjucsted by you yesterday, I have tlie honor to submit in writing my opinion as to 
what would ho a fair and liberal allowance to bo made at the presout time to the Solioitors 
engaged by Uls Highness the Gaekwar towards defraying the expenses of His Highness in 
relu tion to the charges imputed to hiin, and which ara to be enquired into under a Commission 
from iliw Excellency tlie Viceroy. 

2. The ctiso ib au extraordiuaiy and exceptional one, and though in many respects similar 
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fcos to be paid to the Bolicitors and Coiuiflcl eogiiged in it» I can only bo guiiied by a con- 
aideration of what those fees would bo were it a trial iu a Court of Law, one in whicii the 
issues were of tho highest possible importanct^ not only to the itidividutii immediately 
concerned, but to the jinblic at large. 

3. The first question which arises is what should be paid to Counsel foi- foes, 

4. 1 have be(!ii in practice in Bombay sixtce 1858, and have never before known txii instance 
of a Counsel being bif>ught out from England specially to conduct a case iu one of our Courts. 

0 . Whether there was any necessity or not for engaging Serjoaut BalJaiitiue on bolnilf of the 
Qjiekwar is a question on which, I presume, you do not require mo to (•xpn‘ss an Ojjiuion, na 
the getting out of a Counsel from England was not olijcicted to by Government wlieu tlicy 
bcicame aware? tliat it was being done. 

fl. If it is admitted that the cost of employing Herjeaut BalLintine should be allowed, then 
I think the demand made by Mcasrs. JeffeiHoii and Payne for the money to bo paid on this 
account is not an unreasonable one. 

7. From the correspondejicc that has piissed between Messrs, deflersoii and Payne and 
myself, and from the conversatiem which J have hiul with Mr. JeHersou on tlu; subject, it a]>pcars 
that the lowest terms (ui which Sto joaut Ballantine could bi? retained arc* thosi* on which bo 
biis l«:(in engaged, namely, a retaining fee on Brief wbicli Mr. JelferHon thinks will bo market! 
5,000 rupees, Refreshei-s of l,()Ot) rupees a day, and his exi)onsos while away fnun England ; 
the i)aymeiit of 1,000 rupees a <lay to commence with on tlie day he left Loudon, vi/.., Tu(>stlay, 
the «*(itli of January, and to bo ctmtinutsd till ht» arrived in Loudr)n again. 

5. Mr. Jtifferson assures me that Mr. llawkins, Q.C., declined to come out unless he was pah) 
fifty thousand pountls. 

!). 'rh(? amount proposed to be paid to Stujoaiit Ballantine is no doubt very large ; but if be. 
wunltl not ernne out for a l(3s.s sum, and the Gaek war insisttsl on having liini, ! do n(»t soir 
tliat Mes.svK. Jeflerson and Payne could do othe.rwi.se than agree to pay tliefcits rt^quired. 

10. liiau onlinary ease in a Court of Law, if a client insisted on having Serjeant Ballantine 
as Ids Counsel, and was willing to ])ay the large sum he (ItMimnded, the Sulnstor would, Jis 
a matter of course, r<?tain him. 

11. Serjeant j>.dlantiTie, no doubt, in insisting oti so large a fee, tiiko: into eonsideration 
tho amount of business wliicli he will probably lose by being absent from England for st?vt‘val 
inonths. On his return he might expect to find hiuiself thrown out of cases in which lie 
would ofcluirwisi' have been engaged, and it might Ije some considerable tiiiu*. before he got ba(?k 
to his full ]iractice. 

12. The leading Oounsi^l on behalf of the Om kwar being unac«[ua.int.ed with India, it is 
of coin*se extremely ira])ortaiit for His ilighne.SH that tlie Junior should be a.n able and 
experiencA^d Barrister and of high standin^j in the professifm. 

ly. If Messrs. J(?ffer8ou and Payne deem it advisable in tho intt‘r(*st.s of their client to 
engage the services of a member of the Calcutta Bar, insteail of one from Ibnnbay, 1 sei* no 
iMipro])riety in their doing so. Messrs. Ji derson and Payne state tliat they do cjonsider it essential 
to the inbo'csts of their client to Iiave Mr. Woodrolfe of the Calcutta Bar as then* second 
Counsel, and Mr. Jeflci‘s<m informs me that His Highness tlie Gaokw’ar is al.so most desirous 
of having that gentleman engtigcd on liis behalf Mr. Jefferson also infoi’ins me that Mr. Wood- 
ruffe has positively refused to come nnlcjss ho he paul at tlie rate of 1,500 rupees a day. 

14. 'riiosc it^rms appear to me to be nrireasonably high; ami considering that it is the 
intention of Oovenmient to pay tluJir leading Counsel, tho Advocate-General, OOt) nipites, a.nd 
their second Counsel 500 rupees a day, it docs not seem to irn* to be proper to sanction a j»a.y- 
imjiit of 1,500 rupees a day for the .second (\uniseJ for the (lack war. 

15. 1 think that if 700 vup(5es a day were allowed for a second Counsel on behrdf of His 
Highness wuning from Calcutta, it would be amphi. Tf tin; se.tu)inJ (.Counsel w'ei'<3 pivjciiretl 
from Bombay, 1 sliouhl say 500 rupees a day wo\ild be fair and liberal romumjration for him. 

1(>. The advisem of the OaekAvar consider it necessaiy have a third Couixsel emjtloyed. 
Tiiis, I tlmik, they arc at liberty to do, but Ids fee should not, in my opinion, bo more than 
400 rupees a day. 

17. If Mr. Shantnrani Narayen, Pleader, be em]>Ioyed, T think he will be Imndsomely ]iaid 
if he receives 200 ru]»ees a day, and if a second Pleader is engage<l, 100 rujiecs^ a day will be 
ample for him. 

18. If you concur in my views os above expressed, 1 would respectfully suggest that J may 
be allowed to Aviitc to Messrs. Jefferson and Payne, informing them chat payment of fees on 
the above scale will be sanctioned by you, ]>rovided tlio Counsel referred to be actually 
employed and paid sucli fees. 

19. With rc^ird to tlie sum which is to be paid to Messrs. Jefferson and Payne for expcrnscs 
of providing accommodation for C<niDRel, witne.sses, cleiks, &c., I think if* about 10,00(1 rupees 
wei'e given them on accoimt, it would be sufficient for the present. 

20. If Messrs. Jefferson and Payne afterwaixls satisfied you that tliis sum had been pToi>erly 
expended, tlien, .T think, a further advance might he made to tlicin. 

21. I am (juite unable to form a.n opinion as to wbat will Iw the amount of such expense.-!. 

22. Messrs. Joffei-son and .Payne have already received on account 75,000 I'upees. Out of 
this, I understand from Mr. Jefferson, that 5,000 guineas have lieen sent to Serjeant Bal¬ 
lantine by a draft which cost 50,000 and 700 rupees, and 1,000^. paid to Serjeant Ballantine 
on account of his Refreshes by a remittance which cost 10,000 and 800 rupees. The rest of 
the 75,000,rupees, Mr. Jeffersim states, has been expended in telegranih, his own and Pleadei’s 
railway anci other expenses, &c. 



23. Assuming that the airangement said to have been made witli Serjeant Ballantine is 
mrriecl out, it would be necessary to make him, immediately on his arrival in India, the 
following payments :— 

Ra. a. p. 

Keo (HI Brief ------- 5,000 0 0 

Fee for 28 days up to tlie 22d of February 1875, at Jia. a. d, 

1,000 ruj^es u day - - - 28,000 0 0 

Less jrnid him on account - - - • 10,000 0 0 

- 18,000 0 0 

Other payments would also have to be made immediately, ns follows :— 

Fees to bo paid before the Oommissioa sits for (say) 10 days to 

second Counsel at 700 rupees a day . - - - 7,000 0 0 

Fees to be paid before the Conunission sits for (say) Itl days to third 

Coiinael at 400 rupees a day ----- 4,0(K) 0 0 

Foes to ho paid before the Oommission sits for (say) 10 days to 

Mr. Sljantaiiiiii Narayeii at 200 rupees a day . - - 2,000 0 0 

Fee.‘( to bo paid Inifore the CommiHsiori sits for (say) 10 days to 

sceoml Pleader at 100 rupees a day . _ - 1,000 0 0 

On account of exjienses fci* tents, vtc., ns above incntioiied - - 10,000 0 0 

Total - - 47,000 0 0 

24. 1 would, therefore, with groat submission, recommend that an advance of 50,000 rupees 
should be imule to Messrs, defferson and Payne at the ])i*c.seiit time, and tliat if tho trial lasts 
longer than 10 days, then that furtlier advaiieeH in order t/o pay fees, &c., at the rat(is I have 
above mentioned, should from time to time he made as iv<T|uired. 

(?>.) 

Dated Baroda, 5tli February 1875 (Confidential). 

From Colonel Sir L. PJSLLY, K.C.S.T., Agent. tlovernor-Genoral, and Special Commissioner, 

Baroda, to H. (Jlevkt.AND, Esq. 

1 HAVE tlje honor to acknowledge 3 'ouv letter dated the 3d instant, but received by me 
yosterdnj' (evening. 

2. I lose no time in informing you that 1 am pre]»ared to }>ay out of tlie Ti'easuiy to you 
tlie .sum of llupeea 50,000, which you recommend should be made at tlie present time to 
Mi'ssrs. Jeffersou nii<l Payne, tlie Solicitors for Hisjlligliness the Gm^kwar, ns an advanc/e in 
res]»ect of expenses incurred for the jmrjiosos of the approaching enquiry. 

3. I will send n (J(»py oi‘ your letter to the Government of India without delay, and 1 will 
send 3 ’ou a further nqily as soon as 1 am able to do so. 

No. 5. 

No. 646 P. 

From C. U. ArrcniftON, C.S.T., Secretary to tho Govornmont of India, to Colonel 
Sir L. PkijLY, K.C.S.I., Agent to tlu5 Governor-General and Special Commis¬ 
sioner at ‘Baroda. 

Sju, Dated Fort William, tlie 19tli February 1876. 

W^iTii 1 ‘ci'ercnee to iiiy tx^legraiu of the IGth, Ills Excellency the Viceroy 
and Governor-Goneral in Coinudl desires me to address you for the purpose of 
]ila(dng on n^eord the cornTnumTsations that have ])as 8 ed up to tho present time 
on i\u'. Hubjetd, of the (josls f.o h(! paid from th() Baroda TT’casury in order to 
f)vovHlo llis Ifigbnoss Miilhar Rao (lacdcAvar with (jvery' rt^asoiiablc facility for 
clearing himself from the charges nmde against him. 

2. On 39tli danuary last you teh^gra])hcd tliat the Gfickwar had retained 
Shaidxmim Narayen, who was to return to Bombay for furtlier Coimsel; and on 
28d January you telegraplied that Messrs. Jefferson and Payne, the Solicitors for 
lli(^ (bdence, had j)i*oposo<l to procure Counsel from England with a retainer of 
5,000 guineas, and that tiny requested permission to spend up to five lakhs of 
rupees." You recommend tliat the Commission should assemble as soon as 
pnuriieable, not later than lOtli Febmary, and asked for an early i*eply, as fJie 
Holicilors Avore urgent to telegraph for Counsel, and wished by the IblloAving 
morning to be informed that the expenses of engaging a Barrister from England 
would, under any (urcumstoices, bo provided. 

3. 1.U r('])]y, you AA-^ere oil ihe shine date requested by telegraph to inform the 
GaekM^iu’s Solicitors that the Commission would proceed 0 x 1 the 18th Febru£iry 
(the date originally fixed), and could not be postponed for Counsel from England. 
Y^on wert^ also instructed to allow liberally all proper legal expenses; but you 
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an expenditure as five lakhs of rupees, and you were requested, in case of doubt, 
to refer for instructionB. 

4. On 26th of January you telegraphed that His Highness the Qaekwar 
lamented the apparently unanticipat^ protraction of his confinement and sus¬ 
pense, and expnissed his regret that his trial could not be more speedily brought 
to an end. 

6. On 27th January you telegraphed that you had advanced Es. 76,000 to 
Mr. Jefferson, who demanded an immediate further payment of Rs. 2,89,000 as a 
portion of the <!Ost8, and that the Government Solicitor objected to this as 
extravagant, unnecessary, and unproccdontod. On the 28tli you were hifornu^d 
by telegraph, in reply, that Rs. 76,000 were considered ample at present, and 
that, witli everjr desire to afford the Graekwar full means of defence. Government 
could not consider any application for more without full rciasons for the appli¬ 
cation stated in writing. 

6. On the 29th of January Messrs. Jefferson and Payne telegraphed to the 
Private Seei-ctary to ihti Viceroy, complaining that their case was delayed for 
want of funds, and intimating that tlie Gatkwar, who liad no funds of his own, 
was anxious tliat an advance should ho mad(i, and that they required Rs. 2,90,000 
in addition to tlui Rs. 76,000 aln^ady si)ent. They also requested postponement 
of the opening of i\u) Commission till 22(1 Pebruary. On the .‘list of January 
you telegraphed that llis Highness the Gaokwar, after consulting his legal 
advisers, desired tlu^ sitting of the Commission to be postponed rather than 
hastened. On 1st Pebruary you telegraphed tluit the Gackwar had written to 
you to say that he was much 2 )ainpd to learn that a further payment had not 
heum granted, that any (hday in securing Counsel, which could only be done by an 
immediate payment of money, must imperil his defence, and urging that the 
money askesd for should he at once paid. 

7. These communications, which wore afterwards reccivfMl in written detail, 
were disposed of in my letter No. 335 P., dated 2d Pebruary, from wliich an 

extract is given in the 
margin for convenience 
of reference; and on 
4th Pebruary Messrs. 
Jefferson and Payne 
were informed that you 
had received the in¬ 
structions of Govern¬ 
ment, and would 
doubtless make the 
necessary communicai- 
tion to the Government 
Solicitor. On 4tli Pc- 
hruary a telegram w^as 
received by tlie VietToy Ironi His Highness Mulhar Rao, in whicli an advance 
of two lakhs of rupees wjis asked for. A (ioi)y of the telegram was submitted in 
your letter No. 1, dated 6th Pebruary, together with a hitter from the Gackwar 
to yourself, dated 4th Pebruary, in whicli the Gackwar stahid that he was 
jiariicularly desirous to retain the serv ices of Mr. Woodrotfe, who would not act 
unless his ices were paid at once. On tlie 6th Pebruary I Udegraphed to you the 
Gackwar’s message, and reqmistcd you to inform llis Highness of the orders 
already passed on the subject of^expensiis. 

8. The Government Solicitor, after reviewing tlie case, and on the assumption 
that Serjeant Ballaiitiiie was to he employed, advised a furtJier advance of 
Rs, 50,000, and that, if tiie enquiry should last more than ton days, additional 
advan(!ea should from time to time be mad(3 on the same estimates. On the 
6th Pebruary you informed Mr. Cleveland that you were prepared to make the 
advance of Rs. 60,000. 

0. Prom your telegram of the 7tli Pebruary it appears that the sum of 
Rs. 60,000, making in all 1^ lakhs, was paid on the 6th. But you added tliat 
the defence was still dissatisfied, and that Government would either have to 
accede to unlimited demands, or else draw a line and adhere to it. On tlio 8th 


“ 5. With I’espcct to the eoBts of the dotencc. you wero informed in my telegram 
<if the 2Hth .lanniiry that the Bum of Rs. 75.000 wiis BuHicient for the proBent, and 
that, with every dcBire t<» afford the Gtiokwar full means of deft-nce, the Cloveruor- 
Gcnenil in Cunncil could not consider iiiiy application fer more without full rcaBonH 
for the application stated in writing. No n^asoiiB have yet been given for the very 
extravagant demand of aii iinmedinte payment of Un. 2,90,000 mid peruiiBsiou to 
Bpeiid up to Rs 5,00,000. '['In* Govemor-Geueral in Coniieil does nut thiuk that the 
Ilanida Treasury should ht.* burdened with extravagant charges, hut he will leave it to 
Mr. Cleveland to say what would be a fair amount to allow on a liberal scale fur u 
defence conducted in nn ordinary and retuioiiahle way. The Ooveruor-Gcncml in 
Council, however, cannot but consider the Bum i>f li«. .■i,00,0(X> as greatly in excess 
of what would be required under any oiremnstanoeK. 

6. Messrs. .TefFerson and Viiyiie have applied for a postponement of the tuu»eii)- 
hling of the ('ominission till the 22d February. Jn your tcli^ram of tlie it5th 
January you reported that llis Highness Ute Gw'kwar was anxious that the assem¬ 
bling of the CoiumissioQ should be hastened, but in your later telegram of the Alst 
yo\t state that His Highness now wishes for a post|Kmemcnt. I'lider these circum- 
stuuees the (iovernor-Oenoral in Coune.il is pleased to fix the ll.'lil of Febnuiry us 
the date for the opening of the Comuiissinn at liarodu." 



yon telegraphod that Messrs. Jelferson and Payne had returned the Rs. 60,000 

which they Jiad pro- 

* These were— 

it w»s tn distinctly andorstood that it was not to he considered in any way as 
an ucknowled^inent on part of Government tixat the fees to ('ounscl and other pay¬ 
ments wluch Jefforson stated should bi* made were such ;n. oujrhl properly to he 
made, or such as would bo sanctioned by Government; that the (jiiestiou as to what 
ullouance would bt< uuide out of Uarotla l'rua'<ury for exitcnses must bu left to 
decisioM of Viceroy, and ihut the Its. 50,000, ns well as the U«. 75.000 prc\'in«Hly 
psiiil, must bo accepted as a payinotii on account of expenses of conducting procoetl- 
iufVri in an ordinary and reiisonable luantter; that both suiiih would have to Ik* 
iiccoiiutcd for by Jcfl'ei’Kon on the husis of the scale of fees, charges, uml expenses 
whi<!h mifrbt afterwords bt) sanctioned." 


viously accepted, inti¬ 
mating that they could 
not accept it on the 
conditions named by 
Mr. Cleveland,* and 
that they would at tmcc 
intimatt^ to th(^ GaeJewar 
that they could take no 
further stc'.ps for his defence. Messrs. Jefferson and Payne, however, offered to 
receive the Jls. 50,000 and otln'r moneys, subject to the e-osts and charges being 
sajictioncd 1)y the Court,—a ])roposal which you understood to mean that tluy 
wished the sum f)f Rs. 2,80,000 iV>rmerly askt'-d for to be advanced to them. 
^ i.. 1 I *i . 7 * T« .u •. While the matter Avas 

f “ Jfjform Mr. Cleveland that wc cannnt discuss with Mr. Jefferson the pnipriely 
«f particular items of his proposed expenses. Mr. .lefferson’s statement shows lK)th 
that hu has mtt contimiplated any ordinary or reasonable mmle of cfmducting the 
real businCHS to he done for the Qiiekwar, and that ho hita coutomplated husiness 
which has nothing whatever to do with tin* enquiry. We have endeavoured to form 
an estiujati' tif the exptmsc of rcpn*seriting the (.laekw'ur on the proposed onquuy. and 
have consniled Mr. Sanderson on the subject. Oiir opiuiou is tbut one and half lakh 
is a liberal onnnint to allow for such expends and that two lakhs is an exti'cme and 
lavish amount. We are prepared to alli>w the latter sum. We reekon that it is 
about four titiuis the uniouut which the machinery employi^d hy Us is culcnlated to 
COM. Jr Mr. .lellerson flings away tin- money in retaining an exiravuguut stuff of 
Couiuiel, In faking opinions on ])oinl.s wliich cjinnoi he raised, and in other useless 
ways, that is (iar hint and the (taekwar to see to. All thut he has done he has done 
7vithoul eonsiiltiup iw, and we have had neither tin* oppiirtunity nor the right to 
object lo it. The Gaekwar shiaiUl he informe<t of the position of affairs, oud should 
hu asked whether he wishes tlw remaining luom-y tn Ik* paid to Mr. Jellercon. if he 
dcjus, Mr. .leth*rson shouhl be askisl whether he will uinhu’iake lo eairy the defence 
througii. If he asw'nts, the money may be paid him by such advuneeh as he requires. 

If the answers an* diffiTenf from whnt is here anticipated, Inrlher iustrnctiows must 
he given. The above ninduid is calculated on the footing that the proceedings will 
not last more than a month. C’oinimiuicate with our legal a<lvisers. If fn>iu their 
pouit of view they are of Opinion that the course here prescribed is cle.iu*ly wrong, 
give their reasons. The responsibility of delay must rest with .lefferson on ueenunt 
of hLs extravagaut mode of proceeding,” 


T 

still under the con¬ 
sideration of GovtTii- 
TTK'nt, yfm tclcgrapliod 
on the 9tb, roqucstincf 
that a decision as to 
the (;osts of defence 
should ho deferred, and 


iiitimalbia: that the di^- 


rnniids AV('re exorhitiuit. 
The Govonunent of 
India, howt'ver, thouf^ht 
it advisable to com¬ 
municate to you their 
views, and the instruc¬ 
tions quoted in tlio 
mart'inf were accord- 


inpjly sent you by telo£?raph on ihe llib. 

10. In reply you telej 2 :raphed on the 12tb Jtliat Mr. Jefferson had been informed 
accordingly, but had mfulo as yot no reply. You added that your legal adAdsers 
were of opinion that, if tlu^ terms should be rejected, you should ho aiiihori/aid to 
guarantee Scrj(5ant Rallantine’s foes and reasonable furtlicr exponsos to be delt'r- 
mined by the 'raxing MastcT of tlu' Bombay Iligli Court; that Government weri'. 
committed to tlu‘ payment of Serjeant Ballantine’s fees; and that in this view 
two lakhs miglit not bt* sufficifnit. The iollowing instructions wctc sent to you 
by telegraph on the 13tb in reply :— 

“ Unless soinotlung htis been said to Jt^fferson whieli lias not been com¬ 
municated to us, w(^ are not committed to fees or to any otlier item of (ixpens(\ 
Principles of taxation cannot ap])ly to such a cast! fis tliis. Tlie proprisul of the 
lawyers is tantamount to a complete concession of whatever Jefferson demands. 
Tf Ch'veiand has doiu* anytliing to commit us to Balhintinc’s fees, we- must abide 
by it. In that case the maximum alloAvauce should bo a lakh and a lialf, b(!si(l(!s 
the charges for Ballantine. If »lefferson declines terms offered to him in my 
telegram of the 11th, and if legal advis(*.rs think we are committed to Ballantinc’s 
f<!es, and .lefferson declines the further temis (jontained in this teli!gram, inform 
tli(! Gat'kwar that Government will provides for his didence, and telegraph at once 
for instriustions.” 

11. Your Udegram of the Ibtli communicated the substance of the reply of 
Messrs. Jdlersoii and Payne to the message of the 11th, in which they stated 
that “ tliey huAe given Ids (Mr, Clevelands) letter of 11th their most anxious 

consideration, and n!ply to tin's efftH!t—that Gov<!mment must, have overlooked 
important j)oinls in making tlndr estimatt! of two lakhs—that they themHoives 
cannot slate with any approach to accuracy the amount that will be expended 
for defence. Alliliat they caji at present say is that two lakhs Avill he largely 
exceeded if proceedings last as long as a month. They say they do not see 
why Uu!y should be asked to take up the case on contract for a certain sum, 
such eoiu*se being unprefessioilal. Say they are unable to give the undertaking 
askcHl ibr, that they will do AVhat they can to keep the expenditure down, but 
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ontj item of expenditure wliich they think necessary in his behalf. They say 
they willj therei'ore, carry on the defence up to the last day to which the sum 
“ named by Cleveland in his letter will permit, and when that sum is expended 
“ they will, unless further funds arc provided, instruct Counsel to withdraw from 
“ the case and retire themselves; that on them who have depriv^ the Gaekwar 
“ of the means of defending himself, and not on themselves, will rest the odium 
ol* this result. They go on to complain that Government did not from the first 
fix a limit within which they could advance. They say they have been obliged 
to di 82 )en 8 e with Woodroffe’s services. They conclude by saying tliat Gaokwar 
“ will send a yad, asking for Its. 75,000 to be paid to them for delence.*' 

You added that your legal advisers adhered to their opinion expressed in your 
tehigram of the 12th, and considered Govemmiint committed to Serjeant Ballantinc 
being retained on the facts already Ix^fore Govemmout, and not from anything 
Mr. Cleveland liad since done. 

12. .In reply the following instructions werti telegraphed to you on the 16th :— 
‘‘ Your ttdegram of 15th. On reiterated opinion of legal advisers, guarantee 
“ Ballantine’s fees. Supply defence with advances for rcasouablo further costs on 
“ adviiie of Cleveland and Scoble. We look to tlum to protect Baroda revenues 
“ from improper charges. Tlu^ number of Counsel projjosed, and other items of 
“ Jefiersou’s (»stimate, sei'Tiis to us to Ixj extravagant and founded on mistaken view 
“ of limits of enquiry. But wo give you full lil)erty to act us you may be advised 
by Scoble and Cleveland, without further reference us.” 

16. Thus the matter at present stands. His Exoellency it) Coinicil, however, 

thinks it neetsssary now 

Fi?© to Serji-ant llanantiiu' tV)r 6r> dayn, tho time, hi* wiiJ he libmjnt from 
KngluncI, uulvulutin;; iho trial to lust 20 day«. at Us. 1,UU0 pur diem 
Fer to Mr. Woodroffu, of the Calcutta Htir, for on»r month - - - 

.Junior CoiinHci troni Ooinlmy, lat feu on Hrief > - Ub. 2,500 

liefrusher for 2.5 days, iucludiof; journcyn and one day for con- 
Kult^itioii - - - - - - - „ 


ti 


Hh. 

65,000 

45,UU0 


2iid ft*i‘ i)n Briff 
Befreaher for 25 days 


18,700 


2,000 

12,500 


Mr. Shanti'ram Naraycii for two months ----- 
For Mr. .lugonatli for two mouths - • - - - - 

Agunt’p uhnrgoH in Kuglund and fees to (louuik:! for opinions on canes sut>- 
nntti'd on liitsrnatioual Law - . • - 

Other Agent's charges i-lsuwlieiH; 

Shorthand Writer from Knglund 

'J'ruvelling (‘xpeusos of Sorjuant Ballantine and Sliorthund Writer to and 
from Kugluud 

Sundrv i;li:irgus, niicIi as vuiiwuy and suites td' tents, carriages, horsi's, 
Hervaots, and purveyor’s eluirges - , _ _ . _ 

Telegrams - -- -- -- -- 

Contingi'iicies, say -------- 

Total Hs. - 


14,500 
00,000 
2:>,ooo 

20,000 
r>,(Hio 

5,000 

4,000 

30,000 
^..'iOO 
25,t»OU 

2,80,7(10 


■N.B.- This ostimaU* is hast'd on tho supposition lliat the trial will last only 20 
ilays, and is oxcluHivc of Solicitors’ charges, expeiimis of (itfice and of lisiablisiimenl. 


to add his opinion that 
the estimate quoted in 
the margin, on wliich 
Mi^ssrs. J efierson and 
Payue based tlicir appli¬ 
cation for Its. 2,81),700 
as a portion of the cost, 
exclusive of further 
Ijirgo payments to 
Counsel, Solicitor’s fees, 
and otLcr charges, is 
extravagant, both in re¬ 
spect to the nuniLcr. 
of Counsel it was pro- 
j)osi‘d to (5nt(n*t-ain, tlu) 
fees allowed, and the 
charges gei i orally. Y o ii 
arc awiu’e from the cor¬ 


respondence that has 
taken plaeti between the Gfwcrnment of India and the Bombay Government that 
the fees which Imve been sanctioned at the recommendation of that Government 


for the Advocate-General an^ only Rs. 000 a day, ami for Mr. luvm-aiity Its. 400 
a day. Mori^over, Messrs. Jelfcraon’s estimate appeared to us to be, framed upon 
an t'lTonoous conception of the scope of the einpiiiy io be mad(‘ liy tlic Commission. 
While the whole matter is left in the hands of yourself and the legal advisiirs of 
Goveriuueut under the terms of ray telegram of ihe 10th instant, and while ii is 
the desire of the Govornor-Gcjicral in Coi;incil to supply on the most liberal 
tMilculation everything that is really required Ibr the dcleuce of Kis Highness 
Mulhar the Govornor-Genoral in Couruiil thinks it necessary to point out 
that it will be the duty of Messrs. Scoble and Cleveland to protect the Baroda 
revenues from charges of a kind so manii’estly extravagant and uncalled for as 
some of tljose in the estimate of Messrs. Jefferson and Payne. 

14. In some of the telegrams allusion is mmlo to (jther matters than the scale 
of charges to he allowed for the defence of His Highness the Gaekwar, such as 
the alleged seizure of jewels and the production of documents. Tliese subjects 
have been separately disposed of, and therefore no reference has been made to 
them in this letter. ^ ^ ^ 

C. U. Aitcuison, 

Secretary to the Government of India, 


£-\ A 


V 

^ . 

No. 64 of 1876. 

Govbenmbnt of India, Poeeign Depaetment, 

( Political. ) 

My JjOrd Marquis, Port William, the 5th March 1875. 

In continuation of our despatch No. 68, dated 26th ultimo, wo have the 

• No. 14 , dated 18 th February 1875. to forward, for the information of Her 

„ I6A.. uth „ „ Majesty’s Secretary of State, copy of two letters* 

from Sir Lewis Felly on tlio subject of the chai*gos to be incurred for the defence 
of His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar. 

Wc have the honor to be, &c. 

No. 14, dated Baroda, 13th Pebruaiy 1876 (Confidential). 

Prom Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special 
Commissioner, Baroda, to C. TJ. Aitchison, Esq,, C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department. 

I HAD hoped to be able to send you by to-day’s post the correspondence alluded 
to in the enclosed letter from Mr. Cleveland, but as you will percoivcj Mr. Cleve¬ 
land is unable to furnish it for the reasons stated by him. 

Dated Baroda, 13tli Februjiry 1876. 

From Henry CLEVFiLANO, Esq., to Colonel Sir L. Pklly, K.C.S.I., Agent, Oovernor-Gonernl 

and Special Commissioner, Baroda. 

I HAVE the honor to state that I find myself ([uite unable to supply vou witli tlio co]>y 
letters that luive passed between Mossi’s. Jefremm and Payne and myself whicli I was to 
send you in time to go by to-day’s mail to Calcutta. 

The copies that have been ma<lc aiti some of tliem so badly written that they jire almost 
unintelligible. 

The originals which I said I would send in case the C(;pios were not ready I think 1 had 
better not part with until I have provided myself witli fixainined copie.s, a.s it may lie nectw- 
sary to refer to the corres])onileuoo, and accuracy may bti of gi eat importance. 

Wlieii I lietjame aware about three days ago that the clerk wliom you had sent to make 
copies of the letters from day to day as they passed between iis h<id not done so, and that 
you could no longer spare him for the work, I sent to Bombay for some clerks, and to-day 
I expect them to be at work. 

I will lose no time in furnishing you with the coj>ies you require, but up to the present 
time I have found it impossible with the staff of clerks available here to get copies of 
*the documents made that wenj absolutely required for the defence and for our own Counsel. 


No. 10 A., dated Baroda, 14th February 1876. 

Prom Colonel Su*L. Pelly, K.C.8.I., Agent to the Governor-General and Special 
Commissioner administering the Baroda State, to C. U. Aitcuison, Esq., 
C.S.I., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department . 

I HAVE the honor of enclosing copies of the correspondence passed b(?tweon 
Mr. Cleveland and the Solicitors for the defcncie, referred to in my letter to your 
address of yesterday. _ 

Dated Baroda, 24th January 1876. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

Since addressing Sir Lewis Felly this morning I have received a telegram from my partner 
in the following words :— 

“ Have \indertaken to remit by wire six thousimd pounds to-raon*ow,” I shall therefoi-e 
require to be paid a larger amount than that mentioned in my letter to Sir Lewis. 

As we have at once to retain Counsel in Calcutbi and Bombay, I have now to request 
payment of the sum of Rupees 76,000 on account of the costs of His Highness the Gaekwai'’& 
defence. 

Sir Lewis Pelly has already informed me that he will cause the Residency treasury to bo 
opened this evening in the event of your advising that an advance should be made, and under 
these circumstances I w.ould ask that the money may be paid to-night. 

Dated Baroda, 24tli Januaiy 1875. 

From Henbt Cl|1vktji.nd, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

I HAVE just arrived from Bombay (7 F.M.), and find your letter to me of to-day’s date. 

8ir Lewis Pelly will at once comply with your request and make tlie advance asked for of 
Rupees 75,000. 

'Phe treiisury has now been opened, and if you will come over to the Residency you can 



I Hve explamed to Sir Lewies tbo moi^ Is pnid' ^ yob in 

advance towards defraying thSL'kigaf expensw of His Highness the Gaefcwar'S doftmec^ you 
will, on the finel settlement ^ your aucouht of these expenses, give credit for the ^peea 
75,000 to be n<vv paid to*you. 

I think it. light to mention this now os it seems to me not improbable that yow will ^ 
unable to get a Counsel out &om England in time to be present at the opening of the Com- 




Please let me have a line from you saying that you received tiie money on the terms I have 
above mentioned. * 


Sir Lewis Felly, I understand, has already intimated to you that the Government of India 
require explanation from you b^ore they will consent to advances to the extent you have 
asked for being made. ^ 


Dated Baroda, 24th Januaiy 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Ci-eveland, Esq. 

Yoini letter in just to hand. At this late hour (9 p.m.) it is impossible forme ^ obtain 
any mhans of conveyance to go to the Residency, and I must therefore defer receiving 
payment of the Rupees 75,000 until to-morrow. I will however be there in the morning 
at half-past seven o’clock, and will take the money on the terms named in your letter. 

Seijeant Ballantino will positively leave for India b}' Friday s mail, and will no doubt be 
here in time for the opening of the Commission on the 18th proximo. 

I beg you will convey to Sir Lewis Polly my thanks for his ready rosponse to His Highness 
tlie Gaekwar's request. 


Dated Baroda, 24tli January 1875. 

From Henry Clevfxand, E.sq., tcj J. Jefferson, FiSq. 

I ITATE communicated to Sir Lewis Felly the purjiort of your letter just received. 

Sir Lewis instructs me to say that the list of inqmtations against the Gaekwar wore 
sent to His Highness five days ago, that ho received no further notice until yesterday when 
you called on him and requested a maximum of fiive lakhs of rupees and a retainer of 5,000 
pounds. 

That again this morning you referred to him, and that although it is Sunday, and all 
treasuries and banks are closed, he still out of consideration to the Gackwar ordered the 
Residency treasury to be opened this evening. 

That in the meantime you addressed me as employed for the prosecution enhancing your 
demand from 4?5,000 to Rupees 75,000 without giving the slightest explanation as to tho 
maximum of five lakhs which had l>ecn required of yoji on the part of Government of India. 

I arrived here by train this evening at quarter to seven, and found that Sir Lewis Polly 
had the treasuiy ready for you, and that he immediately instructed me in tho terms which 1 
thereupon addressed to you before eight o’clock. 

You now reply that it is nine o’clock, and that it is iini»os8iI)le for you to receive the mone^y 
to-night, but that you will call for it at half-past seven to-niorrow morning. 

Sir Lewis PoUy considers it full time to check deimuids which are utterly irregular, and 
threaten to be indefinite in extent. 

I am to request that for the future the defence will maintain a decent moderation in their 
requests, and Sir Lewis Felly declines n second time within twelve hours to comiljit the 
irregularity of opening liis treasury at unofficial hours. 

Sir Lewis Polly begs me to add that he finds you have twice during the current Sunday 
addressed his Assistant, requesting printed copies of papers. 

Sir Lewis Felly has ordered his establishmeifb to decline all communications with you,,and 
expects that you will mnintaiu communication with tho prosecution in the maimer required 
in his letter of yesterday. _ 1 


Dated Baroda, 24th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, .Esq. 

It is now near midnight, and I am unwilling to disturb you at this hour. I have there¬ 
fore given orders to my j>eon to deliver the aoeompanying lettei’ to you soon after five o’clock 
in the morning. _ 


Dated Railway Station, Baroda, 24th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

The tone of your second letter of to-day's date, received at twenty minute post ten o'clock, 
liaa greatly BUtprised me. 

Granted tliat tlie list of imputations against the Gaekwar was sent to him five days ago, 
Sir Lewis PoUy could scarcely expect fiirther notice until yesterday, when I called upon him, 
seeing that I only arrived in Baroda on Friday evening, tho 22d inatant, by thcMnail train. 

At my first interview on the following morning I intimated to Sir Lewis, in answer to bis 
enquiry as to the probable cost of the defence, that I considered five lakhs of rupees ^ould be 
the maximum amount, and in compliance with bis wishes I shortly afterwards submitted my 
views in writing, 4 copy of this communication shall be furnished to you to-pJQiTOw. 




Sir Lewis was good moagh taivhm me in refdj Ms letter of the same dej; received 
Uta at night, that the Cbrenunent of India will meet all proper le^ expeaoiseB in a liberal 
manner, but some ea^danation be required before authorizing au^ an expenditure as five 
lahha of rupees. At daylight this moniing 1 wrote to Sir Lewis as ^ows 4 

** His Hi^ness" leading Oounael will leave England on the 28tit instant, and his tetainer foe 
must be remitted to-morrov. I have ther^ore to request that you will be rood enough to 
order au immediate payment to me of Rupees 54,000. The retainer foe is 5,OW2., and the loss 
in exchange will be almt 8 per oeni" 

About ten o’clodr I received from my partner a telegram advising me that he> had under* 
taken to remit six thousand pounds to morrow. I at once addressed a leithr to you, to the 
core of Sir Lewis Felly, informing you of my receipt of this telegramt and adding, ** 1 shall 
therefore require to be paid a larger amount than that mentioned in iny letter to l%r Lewis, 
** as we have at once to retain Counsel in Calcutta and Bombay. I have nOw to request 
payment of the sum of Rupees 75,000, on account of the costs of His Highness the Goekwar’s 
" defence.*’ 

This remittance of six thousand pounds, it must be bume in mind, will cost sixty-four 
thousand eight hundred rupees or thereabouts. I had not been asked for any explandl^n of 
the maximum of five lakhs, and at this stage it would have V>een quite out of place to have 
given it. Tlie terms of your letter written to mo after your arrival, and after you had luod 
my letter, were reasonable, and I complied with them as far as my position would permit me; 
but it was unreasonable in Sir Lewis relly to expect me at nine o'clock at night, the hour at 
which your letter reached me, to go to the Residency to receive Rupees 75,000 (offered in 
your letter, be it remembered, without the slightest remark or demur). After the explanation 
given by me that I had no means of going to the Residency at that hour, there was not even 
a common bullock gharry to be seen at the station, surely Sir Lewis could not expect me to 
walk a distance of somewhere about two miles at that hour in the night to receive payment 
of so large a sum as three quartern of a lakh, when he was aware that all banks and treasuries 
were closed, and that I could, therefore, have simply been the custodian during the remaining 
hours of the night, which I did not choose to be in a place almost wholly unknown to me, 
and without any guard to protect my property in the waiting-room at the Railway Station, 
whore I am living. I must decline to make any comment on the following part in your 
letter:— 

“ I am to request that for the futui'e the defence will maintain a decent moderation in tliei 
“ requests, and Sir Lewis Felly declines a second time within twelve howra to commit the 
“ in-egularity of opening his treasury at unofficial hours," further than to lumai'k that I 
should havo thought that the overwlielming interests of His Highness at stake at this crisis 
would have far outweighed any unofficial irregularity in connection with tho opening of 
Sir Lewis' treasury. 

As regards the last paragraph but one of your letter, I beg to state that if Mr. Richey had 
kept his promise there would have boon no necessity for me to address him twice during the 
current Sunday. I append copies of Mr. Richey’s note of Saturday night, and of my notes to 
him, which I regret should have caused offence, and I leave it to you whether I was not 
justified in writing to him. It is woj-thy of romark tliat I am still without the pronjised 
copies of the printed statements, although fifteen hours have elapsed since the time T was 

C romised to be put in possession of them, and acting on which promise I forwarded to Bombay 
y this morning’s train the only copy which- was furnished five days ago to His Highness the 
Qaokwar, the result being that since nine o’clock this morning I have been without a of 
the evidence against His Highness submitted to the Governor-General, a jxwition which you, as 
a professional man, must well know cannot but be highly detrimental to the interests of 
my client. • 

It was wholly unnecessary for Sir Lewis Felly to have given the order you mention now 
that the Solicitors to the Commission are represented in Baroda. 

In aceordanco with my first letter to you, 1 beg again to repeat that J. shall bo at the 
Residency to-morrow morning at half-past eleven o'clock, to receive payment of the 
Rupees 75,000. 

f 

Memorandum in Mr. Jefferson's handwritingi 

- 5,000 


Ballantine’s retcuner 

Foui- months absence at l,00QL 

His expenses - • 

Woodroffe, at Rupees 1,500 » day 
Expenses, say 

Two JuniorB,, vX Rupees 50Q each 
Pleader ^ - s . - 

Soliritors’ chaigee, aay \ f 
Establishment expehuttp' 


4,000 

1,000 




10,000 

- 9,000 

200 

- 6,000 

- 3,000 

- 5,000 

- 10.000 

£ 43.200 


^ y 

Memoroi^un ^ £ 

PJfiader - , ;' , _ ~ ^ . m ... n . .y^-. ., ■ -. |,500 

Jefferson and Payne, Rupees 500 a <iay for two months - - 8,000 

Sstablisfamenf expenses, tents for X)oan8eI, ^ - - - 1,000 

BaZIantine's Retamer Fee ^ - - - - * 5,000 

Two months at liOOOi. per month w . - . 2^00O 

His expenses, outfit, &a - - • - 500 

Woodroffe, one month, Rupees 1,500 a day ’ . . 4>,600 

His expenses - - - - • - • 1,600 

Two Juniors’ further Brief at Rupees 500 a day - - 2,500 

Expenses - - - -- - - - . 500 

£ 22,000 


Dated Baroda, 25th January 1875« 

From J. Jeppehson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

I ATTENDED at the Residency at lialf-post seven o'clock this morning in keeping with my 
promise, and after waiting an hour 1 was told by you that 1 could nut bo paid the money 
then. 

I now write to jisk when it will, suit .Sir Lewis Polly’s convenience to Iiavo the Treasury 
opened, so that I may be in attendance to receive the money. 

I need scarcely point out that even a few hours delay at this critical time may, and ()Ossibly 
will, involve an application for a |}OBtponement of the opening of tlie Commission. 


Dated 25th January 1875. 

From Henry Cleveiand, Escj.^ to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In reply to your letter of to-day’s date, T beg to remind you that as you had already been 
informed by me yesterday that the Treasury would not be opened this morning at half-past 
seven, there was no occasion for your taking the trouble to come to the Residency at that 
hour. 

Sir Lewis Pelly desires me to say that the Treasury is now open, and he is waiting to hand 
you the Rupees 75,000, which, as 1 have^ before said, you might have ha<l yesterday if you 
had come for it. 

It will bo exj>eeLod that for the future you make your roquisitioua in a timely and regular 
manner. 


Dated 25th January 1875. 

From Henry Cleveland, hlsq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

By the direction of Sir Lewis Pelly I l»eg to send a secioiul copy (»f statements of some of 
the witnesses. 

I regret that 1 am unable to furnish you with more copies, as none are ready, and it takes 
some little time to have copied such parts of the statements as cannot bo supplied to you 
in print. 

If you require further copies I must ask’you to get them made from the copy we sent 
to you. 


B. 

Dated Baroda, 25th January 1875. 

From J. Jeffkmok, I3sq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

I HAVE to acknowledge receipt of your letter of to-day’.s date, giving cover to one copy of 
the printed statements made to the Government of Indio. From the expression made use of 
by you limiting these statements to some of the witnesses, am .1 to conclude that this copy 
does not contain all the statements ? If so, I must beg of you to furnish mo with a copy pf 
such of the statements as do not appear in the copy you nave sent me. 

I shcdl be glad also to receive copies of Colonel Phayre’s statement, and of all the other 
statements and depositionB which were made by the Residency servants and others whilst 
Colonel Fhayre was Resident, as also copy of the medical examination of the contents of the 
glass. * . , 

Your immediate attention to this matter will greatly oblige* 


Dated 25th January 1875. 

From HENsy Olevelanb, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. f 

In reply to your letter of 25th, J used the expressiou *'somo of the witnesses,” beciiuse, as 
you are well aware, there will be other witnesses besides those whose statements I sent you, 
uiid a copy of which hod been forwarded to the Qaokwar before 1 was instructed in the case. 

The evidence of some of the witnesses who will be called has not yet been reduced to 
writing. After all the stataments have been oon^letod 1 sluill furnish you witli such copies 
or particulars of the statements os the Advocate-Qeneral may adviso should be supplied 
to you. 


c. 

Dated Baroda, 25th January 1875. 

From J. JEFFtfiusoN, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Ksq. 

As promised in my last letter of yesterday s date I now send you euclased copy of my 
letter of the 28d instant to Sir Lewis Felly with reference to the probable costs of the 
defence. 


D. 

Dated Baroda, 25th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

As Serjeant Ballantine'a Brief must be prepared and despatched to him at Aden by the 
mail steamer leaving Bombay on the 1st proximo, I am jiarticularly anxious to furnish my 
partner, in the courso of this week, with information which can only bo obtained by an 
inspection of the kbureetas and yadees written to and by His Highness the Qaekwar, by and 
to tho Governments of India and Bombay and the Kesldency during the four years of His 
Highness* reign, also an inspection of the public and private accounts of the Gaekwar. 

I have therefore to I'equest that you will obtain pennission for me to have tho inspection 
with liberty to make such extracts as I may desire. 

I have also to request that I may be furnished with a printed copy of the Proceedings and 
Report of the Baroda Commission of which General Sir Richard Meade was President. 


Dated Baroda Re 8 idenc 3 % 25th Januaiy 1875. 

Received from Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent to the Governor-General and 
Special Commissioner administering the Barova State, the sum of Government Riq)eeH 
seventy-five thousand, on account of tho costs of His Highness tlie Gaekwar*s defence in 
relation to the Commission ordered by tho Government of India. 

Recoverable from the Baroda State Government Rupees 75,000. 

(Signed) J. Jefferson. 


Datcil Baroda, 2Gth January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Clevei^and, Esq. 

I AM desirous of going over tho Gaekwar’s palace, and shall fe<d obliged by your obtaining 
an order for me and those who may accompany me, not exceeding four. 


Dated Baroda Residency, 2Ct.h January 1875. 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In answer to yours of 26tli, Sir Lewis Pelly instructs jne to state tliat if you will be so 
good os to funiish me, in the course of the afternoon, with the names of the persons who 
you desire should accompany you to the pcdace, ho will grant you passes for them, provided 
he secs no objection to tho persons nanusd. 

Mr, Souter has been requested to meet you at the palace, and he has appointed 12 o’clock 
to-nioiTow morning, when he with some of his subordinates will be there for the purpose of 
goiTig over the palace with you. 

Sir Iiewis Pelly, as administrator of the Baroda State, considers it necessary to take these 
precautions in oi^er to ensure that no improper character has access to the palace. 

Dated Baf^a, 2Gth January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

Mr. Shantakam Narayen has beeh obliged to leave this morning fbr Bombay, and as 


requegt the favor of your obtaimng from Sir LoviB Polly, and Bonding to me this motning 
a pass for Mr. Wassudeo Juggonnam, a pleader of the Bt^bay High Oomt. , 

Dated Baroda, 26th January 1875. 

From Hknry Clevkland, Esq.» to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

As requested in your letter of to-day 1 enclose a pass for lir. Wassudeo Juggonnatli. 

A. 

Dated Baroda, 27th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

• 

I WILL tliank you to furnish me witli copies of all the proclamations and notices which 
have l>een issued from time to time by the Qovemor-Goneral’s Agent under the order of the 
Government of India, and otherwise since the arrest of His Highness. 


B. 

Dated Baroda, 27th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Clevrtand, Esq. 

I AM particularly anxious to liave an inspection of the books and papers taken possession 
of by the Police from the houses of Yesliwantrao Yeola and Salim Sowar, Iwth of whom I 
undcratand aro now in custody at the Kosidoncy, and you will please make an ap|)ointment 
for giving me this inspection. 


C. 

Dated Baroda, 27th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Eaq., to Henry Clevei^and, Esq. 

1 HAVE received a telegram advising me that Serjeant Ballnntino left England yesterday. 

To ensure his being present at the opening of the OommiHsion on the 18th J have to 
request that you will suggest to Sir Lewis Pelly the desirability of having the opening 
postponed till Monday, the 22(1 proximo. 

I make this application thus early to prevent disappointment to all parties concerned. 

I need Hcarcoly add that in the event Serjeant Ballatitine not being present on the 
18th, we should consider it necessary in the interests of His Highness the Gackwar to instruct 
Counsel to move lor a jM) 8 tponoment to tlie day I have named. 


D. 

Dated Baroda, 27th January 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq,, to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

I REQ to draw your immediate attention to my letters of the 26th instant, with reference 
to copies of dejtositions, &c., and the inspection of khureetns, &c. 

If you cannot furnish me with copy of the proceedings and report of tho Baroda Com¬ 
mission, I will at once telegraph that an application be made to the Boml>ay Government 
for copies. 


E. 

Dated Baroda, 27th January 1875. 

From J. Jw'PERSON, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

As I understand you purpose leaving for Bombay to-morrow I hasten to request that 
you will at once communicate the contents of this letter and its accompaniments to Sir 
Lewis Pelly. 

I have prepared an approximate estimate of a portion of the costs of the defence of His 
Highness amounting to Rupees 2,89,700, which we reejuire to be paid immediately. 1 send 
you copy of the estimate herewith. The fees arc what we sliould pay were the State funds 
still at the command of His Higlmess tho Gaokwar, and we cannot doubt but that the 
Government of India in deciding that all |)roper legal expenses should bo mot in a liberal 
manner were influenced by a consideration of His Highness' present position, and by 4 
desire that he should not in an^ way be hampered by a want of funds in his defence of the 
grave ehargos brought against hmoa, 


J.l' 


(. ■ ApFQroxiwtac9|kUQate.s 

Foe to Serj^ot^t Syilaniiiiid^'for uxty-fiVe da^jtfae time 
he will bo absent from England, oiJoulating the trial * 
to last 20 days, at j^upees 1,000 par diem , • 

Fee to Mr. Wpodroffo of tlie Calcutta Bar for one month 
Junior Counsti &om Bombay— Ba ' 

- - - - 2,600 
Refroidker for 26 days, including journeys and day for 
consultation - ^ ^ 10,200 


Second fee on brief - 2,000 

Refresher for 26 days - 12,500 

For two months to Mr. Shantararn Narayen 
To- Mr. Yassadeo Juggunaili for two months - 
Agent^s charges in England and fees to Counsel for 
opinions on cases submitted on International Law ^ 

Other Agency charges elsewhere... 

Shorthand writer from England - - - 

Travelling expenses of Serjeant Bn^ntinc and short- 
hjuiil writer to and O’om England 
Sundry charges, such jus Railw.ay, six suits of tents, 
can*iages. and horses, servants’ and purveyor’s charges 
TeJegiums - - - - - 

Contingencies, say .... 


Rs. 

66,000 

45,000 


18,700 


14,500 

30,000 

26,000 

20,000 

6,000 

6.000 

4,000 

30,000 

2,500 

26,000 


Total 2,89,700 


N.B.—Tins estimate is based on the supposition tl)at the trial will last only 20 days, and 
is exclusive of Solicitor’s charges, expen-stis of Ollico and Establishment. 


Bated Baroda, 27th January 1876. 

From Henky Clevei-and, Es(i., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In reply to your letter of tltc 27th instjint (A.), I am instructed to say that the documents 
asketl for are with Sir Tj(!wiH Belly as administmtor of the Bjiroda State, and that he 
declines to produce them. 

In rej)ly to your letter of the 27th instant (B.), I have not yet had an opportunity of 
ascertaining whether there are such books and paj^ers as you asked for in the custody of the 
BoU<^. I will entjuire into the matter on njy 'i'efuni, and then communicate with you again. 

In reply to your letter of the 27th instant (0.), as Sir Lewis has already informed you in 
his letter of the 23d instant, the 18th Febniary is the day which has been positively fixed 
for the opening of the Coiumissiou, and it cannot be postijone*! for C>ounsel from England on 
behalf of the Gaekwar. 

With reference t(» your letter of the 27th instant (1).), regarding the inspection of the 
kliureetaa, yadees, ttc., the (hwornment of India has been telegi-aphed to for instructions, and 
hist night Sir Lewis Pelly received a tclegi’am from the Foreign Secretary in the following 
terms :—“ Jefferson hius received statement of oftences imputed to Gaekwar wliich will form 
" tlie subject of enquiry, and of the de|)Ositiou8, the papers for which he asks do not relate to 
“ the subject of the en([uiry, and no papers will be furnished to him which do not relate to it.” 

I am not therefore in a position to give you the inspection and production asked for. 

With regard to yoUr Letter of the 27th instant (E.), I am instructed to say that Govermuent 
are prepared to sanction a liberal expenditure, but tliey do not think that they should sanction 
the payniont of such large sums foi' Oounsers fees as you have asked for, and without consulta¬ 
tion with the Advocate-General, and perhaps mstructions from the Supreme Government, 
Sir Lewis Belly will not make the payments. 

I leave for .Bombay to-moiTOw morning, and shall not return till Sunday evening. In the 
interval please communicate with me in'Bombay. 


R 

Bated Batoda, 27th January 1876, 

From J. JcFPjiBsojlr, Esq., to Hskby Clbveland, Esq. 

1 in receipt your letter 9/ to-d|.y^B date*, and regret to find that you make no allusion 
to mine of the 25th, asking fot'^pies dr statement of Colonel Phayre, and of all the other 
stateme^ and depbaitions which .w*id mode by the Re^dency servants a^d others-i^hilst 
Colonel rliayre was R.esldeDt, as also a^opy of the medicaT examination of thq contents of the 
^ass, neither do you allude to my application made on 25tli instant for copy of the proceed- 



1 muat beg of you to reply to these uu^terei before you leeve for Bombay as they are most 
matetuil to me d^onoe, and the copies mast be despatched to Aden cn.Kmiday. • 

Dated Baroda, 27th January 1875. 

From Hekbt Clsvblani). Esq., to J. Jbpfbbson, Fjsq. 

I Have just (7.16 P.M.) received your letter of the 27th instant (F.) 

No copy has yet been niade of the statement of Colonel Phayre and of the further state¬ 
ments made by the Besidenoy servants and others. As soon as 1 reach Bombay I shall have 
these statements copied and laid bofui^ the Advocate-General, and it will depend upon his 
advice whether 1 supply you with copies or not. ' 

As to tlie report of the medical examination of the contents of the glass I have not yet seen 
thiu mysolf, but if on the Advocate>Qeueral seeing this ho should advise that a copy should be 
furnished you, I will let you have a copy without loss of time. 

With regard to the application for copy of proceedings aud rej)ort of the Baroda Commission, 
the telegram from the Foreign Secretary, copy of whi(?h I sent to you to-day, is an answer to 
one from Sir Lewis Pelly, asking if you were to be fumisJnid with coi)y of the Baroda Report 
and Commission. 

The Government of India therefore have decided that you should not be supplied with a 
copy of it. 


Dated Bombay, 29th January 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warnbr. 

Mr. Cleveland, in bis letter to Mr. Jefferson at Baroda, dated the 27th instant, states that 
he was to leave for Bombay on the next day, and would not be back till Sui»day evening, and 
in the interval we were to communicate with him here. This intimation you must bo aware 
throws difficulties and delay in the way of the conduct of the defence. 

Sir Lewis Pelly has refused to communicate with us dii-oct, and the result is, when almost 
hourly communications have to be made at Baroda, a delay of Tiot less than tliree days will 
occur. We protest against this delay as not permitting a fair defence and being opposed to 
the letter and spirit of.His Excellency tlie Viceroy’s proclamation. We further bog to bring 
to your notice that our appliaition for advajioe has as yet been only met by payment of 
Ruiiees 75,(M)0. The Gaekwar’s position as a reigning sovei-eign of a large State, and the 
serious nature of the charges and the strong steps taken against him, entitle us to employ the 
best legal talent obtainable aud you must well know that the sum at present given us is 
totally inadequate. The fees we propose to give ai'e hot high under the circumstances, aud 
we have not failed to endeavour to reduce them consistently with tlie assistance we require 
tor His Highness. 

While the Government has employed its most talented officers, legal and executive, and 
used the most energetic means and the vast powers at its command on the part of the 
prosecution, the Gaekwar has been deprived almost of every resource. All his friends are 
watched and looked upon with suspicion. It is not too much to ask therefonj that the best 
Counsel aud legal assistance that can bo obtained should be engaged on his behalf. Mr. 
Cleveland has the estimate of our out-of-pocket expenses liefore him, aud we can be called 
upon to account for all money roceived, and wo are. responsible that no money shall be 
expended save in legitimate legal expenses. We have ajiplied for iuspcetii'in of certain letters, 
books, aud papers which, had the case been before an ordiinuy tribunal to which we could 
have appealed, we submit we should have obtained insjiectioTL Thero can be no question, 
we submit, that wo are entitled to ins}ioct the lottejs and documents said to have been 
found in the liouses of Yesliwuntrao and Salim, aud now said to be in the custody of the 
Police, and which are, as the depositions show, intended to be used against His Highnass. 

Mr. Cleveland’s reply that he will enejuire into this on his return is obviously most 
unsatisfactory. Mr. Souter wam residing at the Residency with Mr. Cleveland, and an answer 
could have been given at once. We furtlier ur^ that we are entitled to inspection of the 
khuroetas, yadis, records, correspondence, &c., of His Higlmess with the Government of India, 
and copies of the Baroda Commission and report. This has l:»een refused on the ground tJiat 
they do not relate to the ^ubject-matter. It is true that the prosecution may not know 
what we intend to show by those documents, nor is it fair that we should be asked to state 
OUT object beforehand. In our opinion they are absolutely necessary for the defence, and we 
begthey may be given. 

We are also not furnished with Colonel Phayrd*s narrative of the alleged attempt at 
poisoning and the chemical evidence of the contents of the glass, and also of the further state¬ 
ments made by the Residency servants and others. Sir Lewis Felly in his letter of the 20th 
January iniStant to Hw Highnawi , stated that he forwarded to him a copy of the statements 
made to the Government of India whereon they had acted. It is manifest this-baenot been 
done, as CMonel Phayre's statement is not there, nor the Chemical 'Examiner's rt^ort. 

Without some information on these points, and copies of all other ctoposittona, the 
will so far from, as stated in Hie Excellem^y the. Viceroy's proclamation, havi^ had affixed 
to him evpry opportunity of freeing himself, be in jwint of fhet taken by surprise. 



Mr. Serjeant BalJantine will be here on the 18th proximo, and independently of tiiat point 
which we trust will have some weight, as it doubtless is most important tiiat he should bo 
properly instructed, there has bosu and is so much delay, in giving ns information and 
fiTrnisliing us with funds, that it will be impossible for us to 1)0 prepared by the 18th, and 
His riigi>ness will not have that oj'jportuuity of defence which Hia Excellency the Viceroy 
graciously declared that he should have. Wo therefore bog that our application for po8ti)one- 
iriont till the 22d be reconsidered and that His Excellency the Viceroy’s pleasure thereon 
be ascertained. 

We should be sorry to have to make the application to the Commission. Considering ihe 
urgency of the matter and the important’ interests at stake, we have sent the enclosed 
telegram to the Private Secretary to Hia Excellency the Viceroy direct In so doing we 
you will understand we mean no disrespect^to yourselves or to Sir Lewis Pelly, the responsi¬ 
bility resting on our shonlders is so gi'eat, and the time so short, that we felt every considera¬ 
tion must give way to the interests of our client. 


{a.) 

. Telegram, dated 29th January 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne, Solicitors to Gaekwar, Bombay, to Private Se(?retart 

to His Excellency the Viceroy, Cialcutta. 

We b(*g respectfully to appeal to His Excellency on behalf of the Gaekwar in relation to 
the conduct of the pro-secutiou against HLs Highness. Wc have been unable to obtain yot 
inspection of letters and documents intended to be used against the Gaekwar, and said 
to be found in house of Yesliwuntnio and Salim. Denied copies of Baroda Commission and 
report and inspection of khuretita and Guekwar’s own records, correspondence and. books, 
copy of Colonel Ph.ayre'R narrntive in regard to olhigcd poisoning, and Chemical Examiner’s 
report, also some depositions not yet furnished, nor proceedings of Colonel Phayre’s enquiry 
AM to poisoning manifest. All papers submitted to His Excellency on which His JCxceilenoy 
proceeded not ^mished to us. Sir Lewis Pelly declined to hold communication direct with 
us. Refers to Cleveland, who has loft Baroda, great delay in consequence. Our application 
for further advance not yet complied with. Undertake to account for all monies received and 
that same spent in legitimate legal cxj)onses. 

Require two lakhs and ninety thousand rupees for out-of-pocket estimate already furnished. 
Rupees 75,000 paid to us expended and large lin.bilities incurred. Gaekwar is anxious to 
nifdco advance, but as he has been deprived of every resource and stripped of eveiy rupee 
cannot do so. 

His Excellency graciously proclaimed that every opportunity will bo offered Gaekwar of 
freeing himself from grave suspicions, but respectfully submit if documents withhold, delay 
be made, and funds nf)t 8U])plied, Gaekwar practically undefended. Respectfully protest in 
his behalf. Postponoment absolutely necessary to the 22d on account of delay os above, 
and for properly instructing Counsel expected from England on 18th. Copy this telegram 
furnished to Crown Solicitor. Horewitli explanatory letter. 


Dated Bombay, 30th January 1875. 

From Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner to Messrs. Jefferson and Payne. 

We received your letter of the 29th yesterday afternoon. 

We regret that you should have been put to any inconvenience by our Mr. Cleveland 
having loft Baroda, but lie wits obliged to go to Bombay. 

As to what you say about advances for the defence, the Government of India have been 
communicated with; they consider Rupees 75,000 ample at present; and they state that witli 
every desire to afford the Gaekwar full means for his defence, they cannot consider application 
for more money without full reasons for its requirements stated* in writing. 

With regard to your application for inspection of letters, books, and papers, &c., the 
Government of India have ^so been communicated with on the subject, and >ve have informed 
you of their decision. 

With regard to the statements taken in writing by Colonel Phayre, we only obtained same 
yesterday evening from the Secretariat, and wo have lost no time in getting them copied. 
We can’t send same herewith, but will hand copy to Mr. Jefferson at Baroda on Tuesday. 

With regard to your remarks about Mr. Cleveland not having cousidted with Mr. Souter on 
the subject of the papers said to have been found in the houses of Yeshwantmo and Salim. 
Owing to Mr. Souter’s and Mr. Cleveland’a engagements it was impossible for Mr. Cleveland 
to consult Mr. Souter upon them before he loft woda. 

With regard to the last paragraph in your letter, we do not for a moment suppose that you 
had any other object in communicating witli Government than that stated by you. 

If any iustructions sliould be sent to in consequence of your telegram we will at once 
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Dated Bombay, 30tH Jaxiuary 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. HIcabn^ GunreLAND, and LEE-V7ABNm 

We are just in receipt of your letter of to-day at i post 6. We cannot reply to it fully 
now, but there is one point in respect to which we must call your immediate a^ntion. In 
regard to the statements taken by Colonel Phayre, jj^on say that you received them yesteiday 
evening from the Secretariat, that you have lost tio time in getting them copied, that you could 
not send them therewith, but woidd hand a copy to Mr. Jeflersou at Baroda on Tuesday. 

We refrain expressing our opinion at present on this extraordinary proposition. 

You are aware that wo are anxious^ send bofdte to Serjeant mllantine by the mail 
leaving Monday afternoon to meet him at Aden. ^r. Cleveland, in order to deliver them to 
Mr. Jefferson on Tuesday, we ]ire«ume will take l^em up with him to-morrow or Monday 
morning by the train leaving then, and this our ubtfect will be defeated. We therefore request 
you will hand the copies to us in Bombay on Monday morning. 


Dated 30th January 1875. 

From Henry Oleveiand, Esq., to Messm. Jefkerson and Payne. 

Your letter of this afternoon has been bi'ought to me at my house (8 p.m.), I hasten to reply 
to it. 

I WAS not awaiH) that you wanted to send the statements taken by Colonel Phayre to Aden 
by Monday’s mail, or 1 wouhl have made such arrangements as would have enabled me to 
iurnish you with a copy in time. • 

By mistake the original statement from which the co]iy was made at the Secretariat was 
not sent to me as 1 had asked that it should be, ho that I could not examine the copy to be 
famished to you, and I had no copy to take with me to Baroda which I wanted to do, 1 
therefore had determined to supply Mr. Jefferson with your copy at Baroda. 

I will now write to the Secretariat and ask tliem to have another copy made, and to let my 
partner, Mr. Lee-Warner, have it as eairly as they can on Monday, and 1 will request him to 
hand the same over to you. 


Dated Baroda, Ist Febniary 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveland, Esq. 

Referring to my letter to you of the 27th instant, B., I presume that you have now had 
an oppoHunity of ascertaining whether the books and j^apers 1 referred to aro in possession 
of the Police or not If the Police have got possession I will thank you to make an early 
appointment when I can inspect them. 

You will oblige me by sending me a reply to my letter of the 25th ultimo, asking whether 
the statements ^mished to me on that day were copies of all the statements submitted to the 
Government of India, and, if not, requesting you to furnish me with a copy of such of the 
statements as do not appear in tlie copy sent to me. 


Dated Baroda, Ist February 1875. 

From J. Jefferson, Esq., to Henry Cleveiand, Esq. 

I AM informed by Ills liiglincHs the Gaekwar that shortly after that lie had been told by 
Colonel Phayi’e of the attcmj>t made upon his life, the Gaekwar addressed a yadec to him 
conveying his feeling and offeriug his assistance in the matkr. 

1 must bog of you to furnish me with a copy of this yadee. It clearly floes not come within 
the class of docuinentH which the Government have autliorissed should not be delivered to us, 
and I trust, therefore, that you will at onco send me a copy. 


Dated Baroda, 2d February 1876. 

From Henry Clevei.and, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In answer to yours of the Ist, referring to one from you of the 27th January, B., Mr. Souter 
will have the papers found in Yeshwuntrao Yeolia^s and Salim Sowar’s houses taken possession 
of by the police ready for your inspection at 12 o’clock to-day, if you will come to me at the 
house which I am staying in ^olouol Barton’s). I am having copies made of papers to be 
furnished to you, and when I send them I will rei)ly to the last paragraph in your letter 
about statements submitted to the Government of India 


Dated Bwroda, 2d February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jeffebson md Payne to Heney Cleveland* Ksq, 
We shall keep the ^pointment you have made for this morning at 12 o'clock. 


Dated Baroda, 2d Fobruaiy 1875, 

From Messrs. Jeffebson and Payne to Messrs. Deakn, Cleveland, and Leb-Warner. 

Rrperiung to our interview with your Mr. Cleveland this morning, we beg to inform you 
that wo have Just received a telegram intimating that unless Mr. Woodroflle be paid bis fees 
at once he will rctir(\ 

On this and other grounds wo therefore trust you will expedite the j)aymout of a further 
advance to us. 

You are awai*e tliat one of our objects in retaining Mr. W(K)droffe is to provide against the 
contingency of Serjeant Ballootine l^ing unable to lead at any time during the sitting of the 
Commission. 


B. 

Dated Baroda, 2d Februaiy 1875. 

From Messrs. Jeffkiwon and Payne to Messm IIeaun, Cleveland, and Lee-Warneb. 

We observe from Boml)ay newspapers that Damodhur Punt has made certain statementa 
affecting tlitj Gaekwar. 

If tliislm HO, and it Ih the intention of the prosecution to use the statement, we beg we may 
l»o furnished witli a copy at your earliest convenience. 


C. 

Dated Baroda, 2tl February 1875. 

From Messrs. .Iepfebson and Payne to Me.ssrs. IIeaun, Cleveland, ami Lee-Warnkr. 

We !ii*e iiilbi'med that ^aua Khauvclkur, liurriba Dada Bulvuntrao Doo, and Naroii Bhai 
are at present under firrcMt. We arc instructed that they arc able to give us Information on 
several matters mattnial to the defence, and as we believe they are not witnesses for the prose¬ 
cution, we will thank you to obtain permission for us to have access to them. 


Dated Baroda, 3d February 1875. 

From Messrs Hearn, CbEVELANj), and Lee-Warner to Messrs. Jefferson and Payne. 

Consequent ou corrospondenev* pnssed betwej^n His Highness the Gaekwar and Sir Lewis 
Polly, and between you stud ourselves, the Government of India have again been applied to 
for instructions relative to the production of documents to you on behalf of the Gaekwju’, 

Sir Lewis P(‘lly has been informed that the Governor-Genoral in (k)uiicil considered that in 
nulliorizing binj to have pnaluced fct) you the documents which we have already expressed 
ourselves to be willing to produce he was placing at your disposal all the papers that were 
njat(‘rial for the Ottekwars defence. 

d'ho Governor-General in Council has now authorized us to furuisli you with copy of the 
coiTosi)ondcnce with Dr. W. Gray, the Acting Chemical Analyzer to the Bombay Government, 
also of Colonel Phaiyre’s statement of 10th November 1874, and those shall be furnished 
without loss of time. 

With respect to the report of the Baroda Commission, Sir Lewis Pelly is informed that His 
Excolleucy tlie Governor-General in (Council had a1>staincd from making it ])ubUc out of con¬ 
sideration to His Highness the Gtiekwm', and that His Excellency in Council is still unablo to 
see tluit it will be of any use for the purposes of the defence. As, however, you press for a 
copy, and a copy was furnished to the llaekwai' before the Government of Jn^a passed their 
orders upon it, the Governor-General in Council accedes to your renewed request, and we are 
authorized to furnish you with a oopy of the report and now send same herewith. 

With regard to the inspection of the Gaekwar’s private papers, accounts, &ic., instructioiM 
have also been received from the Government of India, and we sliall bo happy to confer with 
you with a view to making the neoessary arrangements for producing the same. 

With respect to tlm costs of the defeooe, the Governor-General in Council has intimated to 
Sir L('vtris Pelly that altliougli he considers the Baroda Treasury should not bo burdened with 
extravagant charges, yet in pursuance of his resolve to afford His Highness the Gaekwar 
every fair and reasonable opportunity of clearing his character, he will authorize a fair amount 



The CI<)>vemor^G«Q^ in Oottnuii adda^ oornddur the d«tiiiK 9 df pt 

&rvard you as greatiy in wees of itfhttt woOld bd teqnired ottder any oipnutfwen' 

We will take an early opportunity of ootidbrii% vith you as to the extant to whiok yonr 
lewirements will be met. 

With’regard to the postponement of the BS&eiid!ding of the Oommissiou till the iS$d 
February for which you have aplied, His Exoellen<y in Council remarks that His Highnesa 
the Qaekwar had expressed to Idm, through 6ir Lewis PelJy» his anxiety to have theassembUng 
of the Commission expedited ; but that as it now appeals that His Highness after consultation 
with you wishes for a postponement os above, the OovemQr*4^oncra] in Council has 1.>een 
pleased to fix the 23d of February as the date for the opening of the Commission at Bainda. 

Dated fioroda, 3d February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jsffbbson and PAYNis to Messrs. Hsabn, Cleveland, and Lke-Wakneh. 

We have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of to-day’s date, and will reply to it here¬ 
after. 

Witi) reference to the 7th paragraph, we now write to inform you that we will call upon 
you at 2 o'clock to meet you in the conference you desire. 

Dated Baroda, 3d February 1876. 

Prom Messrs. JEFFERSON and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner. 

We now beg to reply to your letter of to-day's date. 

It is satisfactory to us to learn that the Govemor-Ceneral in Council has at last admitted 
the justice of some of our demands and has authorized you to furnish uh witli copies of some 
of the papers called for; but with reference to the second paragraph of yt»ur letter wouhl 
again remind you that it is not within tlic province of ilio prosecution to say what documents 
are necessary and what unnecessary for the defence. 

We trust no further delay may occur in our being fuinished with the papei-a you par¬ 
ticularize in the 3d paragraph of your letter, and wc would again remind you that we are 
still without any reply to our letter of the 25th ultimo, asking whether we htwl been, furnished 
with copies of all the statements submitted to His Excellency the Viceroy. • 

We have to tliank you for copy of the report, of the Baroda Commission, anti not^^ the 
cause alleged by Governnumt for not having made it public. His Highness the Gaekwar 
informs us that tlio copy furnished to him by Gt>vernTnent was in his palace /in the day ol' his 
urrest; and by his directions we now beg that you will be gtxjd enough to cutpiiro whcth<?r 
this copy is forthcoming; and if Sf) request that it may be sent to His Highness. 

With refei*encc to the .5th paragraph, we l>eg to fix to-niorrow at 12 o’clock noon at your 
Office for holding th(i conference you de.sire. 

With reference to tlie Oth and 7th paragraphs wc cannot too repeatedly press upon your 
attention the fact that the present proceedings against the Gaekwaa* so far from being of iin 
ordinary nature^re extraordinary and unpai-alleled ; and if iiotliing but His Highness’ position 
and the interest which the British Government must have in the acquittal of His Highness 
fi*oin the serious charges injpiited to Idm be considered, we are satisfied that the measures we 
are taking for the defence cannot be regarded by Otwernment as extravagant or grcaU;r tlnm 
tlie exigencies of the case demand. Under these circumstances we hope you will concur with 
us in thinking that our demands as to c(,»$ts are fair and reasonable, ami that our preparations 
are only pi’oportionato to the interests at stake. We await with some anxiety Sir Lewis 
Felly's decision on this matter. 

It will afford us much satisfiaetion to convoy to Hiij Highness the Viceroy's detwminatioii to 
postpone the opening of the Commission to the 23d instaht. 

B. 

Dated Baroda, 6th February 1876. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner. 

We are wholly at a loss to understand the delay in furnishing us with copy of Damodlmr 
Punt's statement. 

You must be aware that tliis withhrdding of documents on the part of the prosecution 
is not only highly detrimental to the defence, but also tends to create in our minds the most 
grave suspicions. 


•Dated Baroda, 6th February 1875. 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In reply to yours of the 5th instant (B.), T expected before tins to have been able to furnish 
you with copy of Damodhur Punt's statement, but on enquiry at the Residency this morning 
1 find thai it is not 'yet completed. It is at the present time being taken down. 


I think it not advisajhle w c&^y reaaoiu.to you a copy of tbe sta^mdnta ia poets. ; 

Immediately it . is coin[detied yoa ehall have a copy of it, and I am given to understand that 
there is every probahility of its being fini^ed to^y. 

After thh explanation 1 presume you will no longer think that the not furnishing yan 
earlier with a copy of Damodhur Punt’s statement is such a withholding of documents as 
in described in your letter, or tliat there is any occasion for your enterWning the grave 
suspicions you speak of. * 


Dated Baroda, 5th February 1875. 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

After seeing you yesterday I wrote to Sir Lewis Felly requesting to know what sum 
would now be advanced to you in addition to tlie Rupees 75,000 already paid on account 
of the expenses of His Highness the Goekwar in meeting the charges against him about to 
be enquired into. 

I have received a letter from Sir Lewis Pelly this morning, in which he infonns me that 
he is ])rcpared to pay out of the treasury to you the eriuivalent in Baroda of 50,000 Govern¬ 
ment Rupees. 

1 have just seen Sir Lewis, and learn from him that he authorises this payment because 
His Highness cousiders that an imincdiato advance is urgently required, but in making it 
Sir Lewis wishes it to be distinctly understood that it Is not to be considered in any way 
ns an acknowledgment on the part of the Government of India that the fees to Counsel and 
other payments which you state should be made are such as ought properly to be made, or 
such as will be sanctioned by the Government of India. 

The question ns to what allowance will bo made out of the Baroda Treasury for the ex¬ 
penses must be left to the decision of His Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General, and 
the Rupees 50,000 now to bo paid to you, as well as the Ru{)ees 75,000 already paid, must be 
accepted as a payment on account of the cx))en8es of conducting the proceedings on behalf 
of the Goekwar in an ordinary and reasonable manner. 

This Rupees 50,000 as well as Rupees 75,000 will have to be accounted for by you on the 
basis of the scale of fees, charges, and expenses whi(di may hereafter be sanctioned. 

1 aui waiting to receive an appointment from Sir Lewis for you to attend at the Treasuiy 
at the palace this afternoon to be paid the cash, and will communicate with you directly I 
get it. 


' A. 

Dated Baroda, 6th February 1875. 

From Messi's. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearne, Cleveland, and Lee-Warnkr, 

We beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of to-day*s date, and with reference to the 
last paragraph, we hasten to request that the appointment for paying us the Rupees .50,000 
may not be made later than 4 o’clock, seeing that it is to be paid to us in silver. 

Dated 5th February 1875. 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

I HAVE the pleasure to inform you that you can have an inspection of documents to¬ 
morrow. 

I would propose 3 o’clock in the afteri^oon (Saturday) at Colonel Barton’s house. 

I am not able to tell you what the papers will he that J shall have to produce to you as 
they are to be sent to me in the morning, but I ex]iect they will include most of those asked 
for iu your letter. 


Dated Bajoda, 0th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner. 

We return to you form of receipt which we have adopted. 

We shall hand our receipt in triplicate U) our Agent, Mr. Wassudeo Crustnath Abbajee, 
who will be at the treasury at the palace to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock a.m. (t(ie hom* 
axranged with you) to receive the 58,812-8 Baroda Rupees, and who will hand over our 
receipt on being paid the money. 

We trust no further hindrance may occur in the payment of this advance. 


i. Duplicate. 


Baroda, 6tb February 1875. 


Received from Sir Lewis Pelly, Agent to the Governor-General and Special Comnnsuoner 


of the Baroda ourreiK^f on acobtutit of ^ expenies Hia the (Jaekwar in meeting 

the chaz^ to ^ enquired into hy a Oonunkaion directed to bo held hy the Viceroy, the 
same being received on the terms mentioned in Mr. OleVdand^ letter to me of yester^y'e 
date. 

. Witnesa • (Signed) J. jKPFKBScnr. 

Dinshaw Pbstonjee Kakjeb. • 


Dated 6th February 1875. 

From Henby Clsveland, £sq., to J. Jefferson, Esq, 

I ENCLOSE copy of further stateuients taken since those were given of which you have 
already had copy. 

The names of the persons whose statements ore now sent are —Atmaram bin Raghunath, 
Qhela Hemchund, and Damodhur Trimbuok. 

A copy of the accounts lefeired to in Damodhur Trimbuck's statements has been sent to 
Bombay to be translated. As soon as 1 receive the transhitions 1 will let you liave copy. 

The original statements 1 will produce to you at any time if you wish to see them on 
receiving fi*om you a few hours' notice. 


Dated 6th February 1876. 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

Referring to yours of 2d (C.), I have made the necessary arningements for euabling you 
to have access to Nana Khanvelkar, Huriba Duda Bulwuntrao Deb, and Narainbhai. 

Please send me a few hours notice of the tiuie which you would propose to tix for seeiug 
them. 

My clerk will accompany you to the phwe where they arc to l>e seen. 


Dated Baroda, Otli February 1875. 

From Messis. JEFFERSON and Payne to Metisrs. Hearn, Oleveiand, and Lee-Warnkr. 

We will thank you to inform Captain Jackson that Mr. Wassudeo Crustnath Abbajee 
cannot be at the Residency this morning at 10 o'clock as required in consequence of the 
appointment we iiave made foi* him at the .{adace at that hour. He will, however, attend at 
the Hesidcncy at 3 o'clock in the afternoon. 


Dated Baroda, 6th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messi-s. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lke-Warnbr. 

Owing to our Mr. Jedersou s indisposition we shall be unable to keep the appointment 
made by you for 3 o'clock to«day. 


Dated Baroda, 6th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner 

We are in receipt of your letter of to-<lay*B date. Owing to our Mr. JefferHon’s indisposition 
we aie at present unable to tlx u time for seeing the persdbs mentioned therein, but hope to 
do BO very shortly. 


Dated Baroda, 7th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs’ Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warnek. 

On reconsidering your letter of the 6th instant, we have come to the determination not to 
accept the Rupees 50,000 on the terms mentioned by you, as yon ore asking us to undertake 
a responsibility which we do not feel justified in doing. Under these circumstances we beg 
to hand you lierewith two faoondies on Bombay for the abrogate sum of Rupees 49,893-16-3, 
which we yesterday piirohased with the Rupees 58,812-8^Baroda Rupees) paid to us from the 
Treasury of the palace, and we shall at ouce intimate to His Highness the Gaekwar that we 
can take no inrtber steps for his defence. 

We are quite prepared to reoeive this and all other sums which may be paitl to us on account 
of the costs and charges of the defence subject to their being sanctioned by the Court. 


p.^.^We have blank endorsed the hoondiea 


Dftied Baroda, 7th February 1875. 

From Hbnst CkjcvELAm, Bsq., to J. Jetfbbson, Fsq. 

yoTTR letter of to-day’s date reached me to-day (Sunday) at noon. 

Before I (»n give you a reply'to it, I must consult with Sir Lewis Felly an^ take his 
iustructiona 

After morning service is over at Church, I will go to the Residency and see him, but I am 
not quite Sure that he will go into the matter with me to-day. If he will not, I will let you 
have an answer first thing to-mon‘ow morning; but in the meantime I do not accept the 
hooudies which you have sent as a repayment of the Ra)>eeB 50,000, and if so instructed, shall 
return them to-morrow morning. 

Dated Boroda, 8tb February 1875, 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

Referring to my letter to you of yesterday, T have seen Sir Lewis Felly, and he instructs 
me to return to you the huondies sent me yesterday, as he could not under any circumstances 
accept them in repayment of the Rupees 50,000. He would require the same amount of 
Babasai Rupees to be repaid by you into the Baroda Treneury which wei*c paid to you. 

1 therefore return the hoondies, and shall feel obliged by your acknowledging their receipt. 

Before giving you a final answer as to the scale of payments of fees and expenses w})ich will 
be sanctioned by the Government, Sir Lewis Felly considers it advisable to get an answer 
from Calcutta to a telegram whicli lie has sent this morning to His Excellency the Viceroy. 

On receiving His Lordsliip’s reply I will communicate witli you again without Joss of time. 

A. 

Dated Baroda, 8th February 1876. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warnkr. 

We are in receipt of your letter of to-day’s date, and with reference to the 3d parag!'aj)h, 
wo must, beg of you distinctly to understand that wc can only continue to conduct His 
Highness’ defence on the terms mentioned to youi* Mr. Cleveland this morning, viz., that the 
[jayment of our costN and cliarges shall be subject to the sanction either of an officer to bo 
appointed by the CKmimission, or an officer of the High Court, or by some one to be apjjoinied 
by the Government and ouDielves for that ])urpose. We beg that you will convey this 
intimation to Sir Lewis Felly at once. 

We have retained the hoondies returned by you to be dealt with a.s circumstances ma}^ 
require. 


B. 

Dated Baroda, 8ti» February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Wj^rner. 

To avoid further delay, and on the assumption that His Excellency the Viceroy will 
sanction our )»roposalH regarding the costs of the defence, we beg to appoint 2 o’clock to¬ 
morrow to see Hana Khanvulkur and Hariba Dada, and 4 o’clock to see Naraiubhai and 
Bulwantrao Dev. 


Dated Baroda, 8th February 1875. 

From IlENitY Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In reply to yours of 8th (B.), there is no objection to your seeing Nana Khanvclkur and 
others at the times appointed by you for that purpose, and I will arrange for your doing so. 

I have no reason however to suppose that His Excellency the Viceroy will sanction your 
proposal regarding the costs of defence. 


c. 

Dated Baroda, 8th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner. 

We will thank you to furnish us with copy of the statements in Marathee of Damodhur 
Trimbuck as originally taken down, and also copies of the several exhibits referred to by him 
in his statements, the originals of vfhich have been sent to Bombay for translation. 

We must also remind you th^ we are still without oopies of the khureeta from His 
Highness the Qaekwar to His S^cellency the Viceroy requesting the removal of Colonel 
Fhayre from the office of Resident, and of the yadee addressed by His Highness to Colonel 

T>U_..I_ Lt^. l-_ 1__11_] -AA_._A _I •_ 



l>»ted Boroda, dtb Jebroary 187& 

From MesBTs. Jeffebson and Patnb to UesBrs. Heaiw, Cueticland, and Leb-WabnEB. 

It ia now half-past twelve o’clock and we are still without .any conuntmiootion from you 
with reference to our proposals as to costs of the defence, we must beg of you to let us know 
His Excellency the Viceroy's decision thereon by bearer. 


Dated Baroda, 9th February 1875. 

B^iom Henbv Cletbland, Esq., to 3. Jepfbbbon, Eaq. 

I HAVE received yours of to-day’s date (A). 

I have not seen Sir Lewis Felly this morning, and do not know if he has had an answer 
from Cfilcutta to his telegram of yesterday about the costs. 

I will see him presently, and if he has received an answer I will lose no time in writing to 
you again. 


p,S ,—I have since seen Sir Lewis Felly and he has received no answer yet. 

Dated Baroda, 9th February 1876, 

From Henry CLEVEiJUn), Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In rej)ly to your letter of 8th (C.), asking me to furnish you with copy statoments in 
Maiathoe <rf Damodhur Trimbuck and of exhibits, &c., 1 beg to refer you to my letter of the 
Oil], in which I offered to produce to you the original statements at any time if you wished to 
see them oti receiving from you a few houiV notice. 

I do not keep the original statements by .me, and have had only English copies furnished to 
me, HO that I could not undert»i,ke to give you a copy of any part of tlie documents in the 
vernacular ; but you can get your Pleader to make Uiis copy if you wish to have it when you 
inspect the original. 

With regard to the khureeta and yadee of which you want copies, these documents arc not 
witli me, but are amongst tliose pa[)ers which I told you in my letter of the 5th instimt might 
be 80071 hero at 3 o’clock on the afternoon of Saturday, the 6th. 

You can make such copies of such of them as you want, but as most of them I understand 
are in the vernacular, 1 cannot undertake to supply you with copies. 

J am waiting for an a])pointment from you for inspection of documents generally. 

A. 

Dated Baroda, 10th B^ebruaTy 1876. 

B'rom Messrs. Jkffkrson and Payne to Messiu Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner 

We will thiink you to inform us where Bulwantrao Dev and Naj’ainbhai arc incarcerated. 

Dated 10th Februaiy 1876. 

■ V rom Henry Cleveland, E.sq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

In nimwor to your letter of 10th (A.), Mr. Richey infoimed me yesterday that ho would 
hfwo Bulwantrao Dev and !Naraini)hai at the Residency 7it 1 o’clock to-day, in order tluit you 
might have an opportunity ol’ speaking with them, and you said you would be at the 
Residency at one to-day for the purpose of seeing them. 

B. 

Dated Baroda, 10th February 1876. 

B’rom Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner. 

We i-ogret to inform you that we ai*e unavoidably prevented keeping oui- appointment in 
the city this morning to see the prisoners. 

We will thank you to inform Captain Jackson of this at once. 

c. 

Dated Baroda, 10th Februaiy 1876. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland and Lee-Warner. 

In the absence of any reply from you with reference to our proposals, regarding the costs 
of the defence contained incur letters of the 7th and 8th instant we deem it necessary, to 
address you again on the subject, and in doing so we desire to bring prominently before your 
notice the foUowing facts:— 



In our first letto*, dated the 2Sd of January last, to Sir Lewis Felly, on this subject, we 

wrote as follows:— 

** Taking into consideration the high }>o8ition of the accused, and tho gravity of the 
aoousations which fits Highness has to meet, we purpose engaging the services of the most 
eminent Counsel obtainable, one at least from England, and one or two from Oaloutta in 
addition to Junior Counsel and Pleaders from Bombay.** 

Wfi were favored by Sir Lewis Felly with the following in reply;— 

** The Oktvemment of India will meet all proper legal ezjHinses in a liberal manner, but some 
ex|)lanation will be required before authorizing such an expenditure as five lakhs of rupees.” 

Acting on this assurance we retained Mr. Woodrofie of the Calcutta Bar on the lowest 
terms he would accept, viz., a retainer of Rupees 20,000, and Rupees 30,000 for his services 
for one month certain. (Wlien submitting our approximate estimate we inserted Mr. Wood- 
rofie's fees ns being Ru]>ees 45,000, the writer being under the impression at tliat time that 
that was the sum to be paid to him.) 

In tho various letters we have since received from you no demur whatever has been made 
on the part of Government to tlie employment of Counsel from Calcutta. But in your letter 
of the 5tli Febj-uary intimating that Sir Lewis Felly was prepared to pay us a further advance, 
you wToto as follows: 

** This Rupees 50,000 as well as tho Rupees 75,000 will have to be accounted lor by you 
on the basis of the scale of fees, charges, and expenses which may licreafter be sanctioned.*' 

We refused to accept this second advance as the conditions under which it Was to 
be paid involved us in tho responsibility of paying Mr. Woodroffe’s fees without any 
assurance that they would be sanctioned, and we were thus pi-ecluded from employing the 
Counsel we think it absolutely necessary for the defence; ami w(i beg t(j give you notice that 
tho roaponsibility of compelling us to take this coui-se must rest with Government. * 

Moreover, Mr. Woodroffo has informed us that by the acceptance of our retainer he has 
already suffered a considerable |)ecuniary loss, and the Government must therefore also be 
prepared to meet all the liability attaching to tho withdrawal of our rotainor. 

D. 

Dated Baroda, 10th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Pavne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warner. 

In answer to your letter just received, we beg to state that wo must liave misunderstood 
the arrangement. 

We will be at the Residency at 2 o’clock to day to see the prisoners. 

Dated 10th February 1875. 

From Henry Cleveland, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

On leceipt of your letter of to-day (D.), I sent over to Mr. Richey, and he says the prisoners 
will l>e with him at four this afternoon, when he hopes you will be present and examine 
them. 


E. 

Dated Baroda, 10th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lek-Warner. 

We will thank you to furnish us with copies of tho statements made by Damotlhur Punt's 
KarcoouH, as also of Nonajee Vithul, Nooroodin Borah, Nuzboodin Borah, Uttumchund and 
Hemchund, Jewellers, yeshwontrao Yeola and SiJim Sowai', and in fact of all others who 
have been examined with reference to the alleged poisoning whose statements havo not been 
already furnished to us. 


F. 

Dated Baroda, 10th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payite to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lkf^Warner. 

We will thank you to moke an appointment to-morrow for our seeing Uttumchund 
Manekehund. 


G. 

Dated Bfroda, 10th February 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne to Messrs. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Warneb. 

? * 

His Highness the Gaekwar has expressed his desire of seeing Mr. Bran^n, one oi his 
Counsel who is coming^ Baroda this evening. 

\TT^ _ in i.1_i__j._VA-:_]_-.j__ 


_ r __ 





H. 

Dutcd Biiroda, 10th February 1876. 

From Messrs. Jeffekson and Payne to Messrs. Heaun, Cleveland, and Lee-Wakneh. 

We have been most anxiously awaiting all day to receive a letter from jmu giving iis the 
decision of His Excellency the Viceroy (m our jjroposal as to the costs of the tlefcnce. 

You informed us on the 8th instant that before giving us a final answer, Sir Lewis Felly 
wished for an answer to a telegram which ho had that morning sent to Calcntta. 

Wo are driven to ask the nature of the telegram sent hy Sir Lewis JVlly, and we are 
desirous of knowing whether our offer contained in our letter of the 8th has ev(*r Inien fully 
communicated to His Excellency the Governor-Oeiieml, Jis we think it impossible that a faii-er 
one could have been made, and that it is impossible to ha^e failed to elicit a speedy and a 
final answer. 

We trust tliat there will be no further delay with i-oference to this matter, ns fhe now 
fast approaching date of the trial makes it imperative that we shouJ<l once for {di settle about 
Mr. Woodroffe. 

We are still of opinion tbaj the fees we propose jjaying him are by no means exorhitaiit 
considering the extremely special circuiiistanees of the enso. 

In our interview with His Highness the Oookwar this eveni?»g, ho expressed the greatest 
anxiety to secure Mr. Woodrofte’s services, ami to know whether nny answer had been 
obtained from the Supreme Government with reference this matter. 

The meanest subject is entitled fxi select what C/Ounsel he jdeases, whose <h‘mands he can 
meet, and it S(*.emH peculiarly hard that a course should be adopt(Ml in ibU instance wlierc 
the accused bolds the high ]»ositioii be docs, which never has been and never could be adopt’d 
in the e»we of a sulject—we mean the seizing of the whole of bis Highness’property, public 
as well as private, and iji effect dictating to liim what Counsel he shall enijdoy. 


A. 

Dated Barodn, lltb February 1876. 

From Messr.s. jEFFEnsoN and PAYNK to Messi-s. llEAttN, C’leveland, and Lee-AVauneu, 

We cannot submit to one day's further delay in the matter of Mr. Woodnilib’s fee. It is 
absolutely necessary he should leave Calcutta the clay after to-morrow if he is to act for His 
Highness, 

Wo therefore now give you notice that unless we hear from yon hy 1 
forbidding us to Inciii' the cost of engaging Mr. Woihlrottbs services 
him to leave (.'nhmtta for IJombuy hy the mail train of the Kith. 


2 o clock t<i-day actually 
, W(; shall telegrajih to 


Datcti 11th February 1876. 

From H. C.’levei.and, Esq., to Messrs. Jefferson and Paynk. 

In reply to your lettei* (A.) of tbi5 llth, I beg again to refer you to my letter of the Stli, 
and to stele that the answer whicli Sir Lewis Pelly is waiting for to his telegram lias net 
yet been received ; until this come 1 am unable to say that the Government will consent 
to any other teriiis as to atlvances made or to be hereafter made than these contained in my 
letter of the 5th and your Mr. JeffersoiPs receipt of the (itb. 

With reference to the last imrugrajih in your letter, I have no instruction to forliid your 
incurring the cost of engaging Mr. Woodrofle’s services, but you must distinctly understand 
that if 3'ou do so you will do it on your own rosponsibility, as the Government have hitherto 
refusetl to sanction the payment of the fees which you stete Mr. Woodroffo demands. 


B. 

Dated Barodn., 1 Ith February 1876. 

From Messrs. jEFFEiraON and Payne to Messi-s. Hearn, Clevej.and, and Lme-Warnkr. 

We are aiixious to liavc an interview witli His Highness’ Ranees this morning, and will 
thank you to obtain permission for us to have one at the earliest hour possible. 


Dated Baroda, lltb February 1875. 

From H. CleVEIAND, Esq., to J. JEFFERSON, F^sq. 

In reply to yours of the llth (B.), asking for an order te admit you to sec the Ranees, I 
presume you will requij'e an interpreter to accompany you. If so, ])Ipase give mu his nnmo, 
as Sir LeAvis will not permit any iiei-son to have access to them unless his name be giv{'u. 



\ ) 


c. 

Dated Baroda, 11th February 1875. 

From McflSTB. Jeffkrson and Paynk to Mesars. IlKAnN, Cleveland, and Lee-Wabneh. ■ 

We are still without copies of the Reports of Dr. Sewai-d and the Cliomical Analyzer, and 
cannot help expressing our very great surprise at th(i delay which has occurred in fumi^ing 
us with papers which you must have had long ago. 

We will thank you to iufom us whether Ccjlonel Phayre made any report to Government 
upon the completion of the enquiry held by him. If ho did we will thank you to provide 
ufl wdth a copy. 

Wo arc in want also of a ®oi>y of the yadee from Bala Saliib Warker to Colonel Phayre 
with reference to an alleged attempt to poison him and the proceedings taken thm-eon, if any. 

We must beg of you to inform us wbetljer the AyaJi Ameena was examined <in any occasion 
before the 18th December IS?-!, and if so, we will thank you to send us copy of her state¬ 
ment or of any notes madi? of it that may he in existence. 

Wc will also thank you to let us know whether ther(! is any record of the confession 
alleged to have been made by Jlowjee Havildar <m the 2iid afid 2J3d Decembei- to Mr. Souter 
and Sir Lewis Pelly, respectively, and if so, you will please furnish us with a copy. 

We make the same application with reference to Mumoo, Jeuioflar, who is sai<l to have 
made unconditional confessions to Sir .Lewis Pelly and the CoiuiniHsiorier of Police on the 
24th December, and wliich do not ajipcjar to have been supplied to us. 


Dated Baroda, 11th P^bniary 1875. 

From 11. Oj.eveland, Esq., to d. Jefferson, Esq. 

In reply to yours of 11th (t*.), 1 have sent you eorrespondenee between Doctors Gray and 
SewM-rd and (’olonci Phayre and Government, and have explained to you that 1 coxihl n(>t 
Rontl you them before, s<» that you will see you wei’e in (srror in .sup]>osing that 1 had tlu? papers 
long ago. Co[»y of Colonel IHiayre’s Report to Government luis been sent to you. I am not 
instructed to send you a copy of his opinion in the case which he submitted confidentially 
to Governin(mt. 

As to the copy of yadee from Bala Sahib Warkor for which you ask, [ beg again to refer 
you to my letbsr oftlie .5th, oficring you ins])ectton of documents, also to my letter of tln^ 9th, 
telling you that you could see the kljureetas and yadoes and make copies of them, and tliat 1 
w/is waiting for an apj^ointinent for you to pro<Iuce them. 

As to your enquiry nh(uit the examinations of Ameena and others and confessions of 
Rowjesi and Oureem and othcTs, you liave been furnislitMl with copies of all the statements 
and confessions tliat wero made by tlu^sc persons and reduced to writing. 


Dated Baroda, 11th February 1875. 

From H. Clevkiand, Esq., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

I HAVE aeon 8ir Lewis Pully with reference to your application for leave to see His High * 
nesa thoGaekwar’s Ranees. If yon desire to see tl)em for the purpose of ohtainiiig information 
or evidence, in support of the Gnekwar’s case, Sir Lewis Pelly has no objection whatever to 
your seeing them, but he desires me to say that as ho has strong reason to believe that some 
of the State jewels are not forthcoming, he must have your assurance that you will not allow 
any jewels to bo made over to you or funds su])plied by the Ranees for the purpose of the 
dofence without his cognizance. 


Dated BiU’oda, 11 th Febniary 1875. 

From H. Cleveland, Ewj., to J. Jefferson, Esq. 

I BEG to send you the following copies of letters, &c. I should liave sent them eaj'lier, but 
there has been some little difficulty attending the making of them. 

J have liod to collect the originals, some from one place and some from another, and some of 
the copies are made from the djiiftfl of the lettem. 

Many original letters arc in the Secretariat. T have applied to have them sent to Baroda, 
but before thi.s can be done the order of Government must be obtained. 

1 am making application for this pnrpose. 

You are at liberty to examine the copies now sent to you against such originals as arc with 
me and against the drafts from which copies have been made. 

T will, of course, take care that all originals arc ready for production at the time the enquiry 
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Copy lottere, &c„ sent herewith, 

November 9th, 1874, No. 600 A., Letter from Colonel Phayre, C.B., to Secretary to Govern¬ 
ment, Political Department. 


9tb November 1874, Colonel Phayre 
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ditto 
Dr. Sowai’d 
ditto 
ditto 
Dr. Gray 
ditto 


to Private Secretary to Governor (telogium.) 

to Dr. Seward, 

to Colonel Pliayro. 

to ditto. 

to ditto. 

to Dr. Seward, 

to Privates Secretary to Governor 


„ No. 591 A,, Col. Pliayrt^ to Dr. (liny. , 

„ .Or. Gray to Dr. SewaT<i. 

„ Dr. Seward to Colonel I^hayiu. 

„ ditto to ditto. 

„ No. 602 A., Cob Phayre to Dr. Gray. 

„ Statement of Cohmel Phnyre (being Appendix C.) 
„ Dr. Gmy to ('oloneJ Phayre. 

„ No. 305 of 1874-75, Dr. Gray t<» ditto. 

„ No, 401 of 1874-75, Dr. Gray to ditto. 


D. 

Dated Baroda, 11th February 1875, 

From MefWTH. Jkff-KHSON and Paynk to Mt^ssrs. Hkarn, CleVKLAND, anti Lee-WarneR. 

Mr. Wassudeo JiJGaoNNTAH will accompany us as interpreter in our Interviews with the 
Ranees. 


E. 

Dated Baroda, 1 !th Feliruaiy 1875. 

From Messrs. Jefferson and Payne U> Messrs. Deaun, CeeveTiAND, and Lee-Warner. 

We will thanhfyou to furnish ns witl) C()|)y of the information alluded t(» by Colonel Phayre 
in his letter of the. 13th of November 1874 writing, or if not mmle in writing, of any 
iiutoB made of it by Colonel Pliayre. 

Dated Baroda, 11 th February IS75. 

From 11. Ci-KVEiiANP, to J. JiCEia-atsoN, Rstj. 

RefkriiiNO to your letter of* yesterday’s dat(5 ((b), T enclose luTOwith a j)a.ss obtained from 
Sir Lewis Polly for Mr, Branson t(» have access to ilis Highness tlie (hmkwar. 


Dated 11th Fe.hniary 1875. 

From 11. Cleveland, Ksij., to Messrs. Jefferson and Payne. 

A TELEGRAM has just been received (9 P.M.) by Sir Lewi.s Pelly fioin (.Calcutta, conveying 
the final decision of the Government of India <>u tlie t|Uostion of the amount to bo allowed for 
the expenses of representing Ilis Highness the GaekwsCf on the contemplated enquiry. I 
hasten to communicate it to yon. 

The Government of India liave endeavoured to fonn an estimate of the amount of cxpeAsee 
which should be properly incurred in representing His Higlmess the Gaekwar on the proposed 
enquiry, and have consulted their legal advisei'S at Calcutta on the subject. 

I’liG result is that the Government of India is satisfied that one and a half lakhs of Rupees 
is a liberal amount for such expenses, and that two lakhs is an extreme and lavish amount. 

T am instructed to state that Goverimieut are prcpai’cd to allow the latter sum, should it 
prove necessary. 

Sir Lewis Pelly has been directed by His Excellency the Viceroy in Council to inforni the 
Gaekwar of the position of affairs, ami to ask His Highness whether he wishes the i-emaining 
Rupees 75,000 to be paid to you. If he does, Sir Lewis Pilly will pay you that sum as it 
may be required upon your undertaking to cairy the defence through without further claim on 
Goveniment or against the Baroda State on account of such expenses. It being of course 
understood that your charges within this Hi)ecifiod amount of two lakhs of rupees will be 
subject to the same being allowed by the Taxing Master of tlio High Court as proposed in 
your letter of the 8th instant (A). 

I am instructed further to state tluit the above amount is calculated on tha footing that the 
proceedings will not last more th»ui a month. 





Government or India, Toreign Department. 

Political. 

Mr Lord MARtiUis, 

In continuation of our despatch No. 63, dated 6th instant, we have the 
lionor to forward, for the information of Her Majesty’s Government, copy of 
further papers relating to the state of affairs at Baroda. 

Wo have the honor to he, &o. 


No. 1. 

No. 99-021, dated Baroda, 5th Mansh 1875, 

Prom Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.S.T., Agent, Govcrnor-GcneraJ, and Special 
Commissioner administtTing the Baroda Stat(% to C. tJ. Aitcuison, Esq., 
C.S.I., SecMitaiy to the Government of India, Porcign Department. 

As promised in paragraph ,S3 of my letter dated the lOtli ultimo, I have tlic 
honor hercwitli to forward, for the information of fiovernment, a concise narrative 
of events wliieh liad taken place from ilic time I assuincMl (diarge of the Baroda 
Stai(^ up to the 10th ultimo, drawn up hy my Private Secretary, Mr. llou^el 
Jeffreys, Bamstcr-at-law. 

Mr. JclTrcys, who has been travelling in India, chanced to pass througli Baroda 
just before the commencement of the prosemt crisis; and I requested his aid as 
my Private Secretary. This Mr. Jeffreys readily afforded, and 1 have to thank 
him for his valuable and constant assistance in the arrangement of my dcmi-ufiliciul 
and confidential correspondence. 

Mr, Jeffreys will return to England immediately the Commission and other 
miscellaneous affaira here are (loncludod. 

I think Ilis Excellency in Council may d(?em the accompanying narrative 
to be concise and interesting. 


Brief Narrative of Events at Barotla between the 7th January anti lOth of Fcbruaiy 1875. 

Sir Lewis Telly’s official letter to the Porcign Secretary, dateJ the 7tli January 1875, 
con tabled a brief account of the state of affairs at Baroda, and a statement of the measures 
■which in Sir Lewis Telly's opinion were rendered nece-ssary by that stjite of affairs, ami 
specially by tlm evidence wfiich liad recently been obtained as to tlie attempt to ]M)iNon 
Colonel Phayre. This official letter witli enclosures consisting of Air. Souter’s report and 
Mr. Scoble’s opinion on the evidence, was carried by Mr. Houter to Calcutta, who arrived 
there on the evening of January 1 ftli. A telegram was sent by Sir Lewis I’ellj’ on the night 
of tlie IHli, further pro[)ounding his views as to tlie course to be adoiited. 

The Bombay (Jovcriiment had already been directed to hold themselves prepared to 
strengthen the force at Baroda, consisting of the 22nd Native Infantry and lialf a Battery of 
Artillery, wholly unprovided with ammunition, by adding a strong wing of British Infantry, 
a Battalion of Native Infantry, and a Field Batteiy, but the|e troops were not to be moved to 
Baroda until a re<iuisitioii was received from Sir Lewis Telly. 

After Sir Lewis Telly’s report had been received at Calcutta, mid it had be<5U decided 
to adopt decisive ineasmes, a detacliment of 7th Iloyal Fusiliers, about 400 strong, and the 
D if). Battery of Royal Artillery were despatched from Toona to Bombay, and on the after¬ 
noon of the J 2th these troops were sent in four special trains to Baroda, which place they 
reached at and after 6 o'clock in the moining of the 13th. in tho meantime the 9t)i Regiment 
Native Infantry were sent from Aiimedabad, and arrived at Baroda about 2 o’clock tlie same 
morning. The Fusiliers and Royal Artillery under Colonel Heibert and Major Hall were 
eneuuiped in a maidan just opjxisite to the Residency, wlule the Oth Native Infantry, com¬ 
manded by Colonel Thompson, had their encampment at a greater distance, and near the lines 
of the 22nd Native Infantry. 

On the evening of the 13th Sir Lewis Telly was called to the Telegraph Office to receive 
IVom the Foreign Secretary tlie words of. a Proclamation to be translated into the veniacular 
and ])ablisbed tbrougli the Baroda territories. 

By this Proclamation it was ordered that, in consequence of the evidence adduced to show 
that Mulhar Rao Oaekwar ■was the instigator of tho attempt to poison Colonel Phayre, His 
Highnc.ss Mulliar Rao should be temporarily suspended from the exercise of )x>wer, in order 
that a full investigation should be made into the truth of this charge, and tliat the admluis- 
Imtion of the State should in the meantime be vested in the Agent to the Governor-General 
ami Special Commissioner. Further instructions were contained in the telegram with regoi’d 
to the arrest and confinement of the Gookwar, tho jivaservatioii of peace, and the temporary 


That afternoon His Highness the Oaekwar expressed his wish to call on Sir Lewis Pelly at 
the time that the latter was engaged at the Telegraph Office, and was informed that he was 
unable to sec him. 

On returning from the Telegraph Office, Sir Lewis Pelly found liapoobhai, the Gaekwor's 
Kamdar, at the Residency, and the latter informed Sir Lewis that the Gaokwar had intended 
to call for the purpose of intimating to Sir Lewis that the doer hunt notified for the following 
day had been postponed. Sir Lewis replied be i-egretted that duty should have called him 
out when His Higlmess was desirous of calling, and that for his part ho deemed the times too 
Hcrious for hunting. Bapoobhai rejoined that the Gaekwar was desirous of calling on Sir 
Lewis at 8 o’clock the following morning. Sir Jjowis said he would bo prepared to receive 
His Highnosa 

Invitations were sent orally to the SirJju^ and princijjal Silledars, the hejuls of the 
commercial and agricultural po])u]ation and other indueiitial persons in the State to attend at 
the Residency later in the day. 

Between 7 and 8 o’clock on the following moniing Sir Lewis Pelly received the principal 
administrative officers of the State, the Offitier Oonimanding-iii-Chief the Gaekwar’s troops, 
also the two Durbar Kamdars, Rao Sahib Bapoobhai and Govind Kao Mama. Sir Lewis 
informed these officials of what was about to take place, and warned them that they would be 
hold respousiblo in case of any disturbance occurring. His Highness the Gaekwar oiTived at 
the Residency about S o’clock, and was i-eceived by Sir Lewis l*clly with tlm u.sual ceremonies 
in the presence of the officialK before mentioned. 'J’he Officer Commanding the Britisli Field 
Force, the Assistant Resident, and a few other gentlemen were also present. After a short 
conversation, in the course of which Sir Lewis Pelly expressed bis regret at being obliged to 
jKjrfbrni the duty which devolved on him, and the Gaekwar protested hia innocence of tho 
crime hiid to his charge, the Proclamation was read, at first in Guzeratee, and then in English ; 
and the Gaekwar was infonned that, os soon as on leaving th^ Residency, ho reached tho 
limits of the cantonment, Sir Lewis Pelly would inform liiin that ho was under arrest and 
temporarily deprived of liis authority, and that lie would be conducted to the bungalow of tho 
Residency Surgeon, I)r. Seward, who had placocl tho bungalow at the disposal of the authori¬ 
ties for this jmrjiose, after it luid been jiroposed by Sir Lewis Polly as being the house most 
suitable for tlie occupation of the Gaekwar during his confinement. 

Sir Lewis Pelly and the Gaekwar then left the Residency in separate carriages; at the 
point determined on they alighted, the Gaekwar was formally placed under arrest, and driven 
to Dr. Sow.ard'« bungalow. Ab(»ut ilu5 time that the Gaekwsu* arriviid at the Kesideney 
JJOl) men of the 9th Native Infantiy, eorniiiHuded by Colonel Hanson, were inan^hed into tlie 
city in order to ensure the ]>reMerval.ioii of pcjwo. 'Phe news was soon spread about of the 
arrest of the Oaekwar, and copies of the Proclamation wore posted upon the gates and in other 
conspicuous places, in order to inform tfie‘population of what had been done, and j)articnlarly 
to let it bo known that it was not tho intention of the British Government to annex tlie State. 
Most of the shops remained shut dni’iug the da}^ small crowds assombled in the streets, and 
much curiosity and eomo anxiety was apparent, but nothing occurred to interfere with tho 
]>eaceabie character of the proceedings. 

Captain Jackson, the Assistant Resident at Okbamimdel, was sent into the city with Police 
Inspector Rao Bahiuloo!' Gujamind Vithal to seal up all the valuable State property, wiiethor 
at. the Palace or elsewhere. Orders w'ere also sent to Bombay and Surat to attacli the Baroda 
State Banks at those j^lnces, and jirecautions were tnkeu to prevent, as bu* as possible, the 
8urref)titious I’emoval of any State pi’operty. 

In the middle of tlie day, the Sirdars and the principal persons who had been previously 
summoned together with a largo number of others aiiiountiiig to tw'o or three iliou.sand 
persons, assembled at the Rc^sidency, and a Durbar was lield in tho jirincipal room to which 
the leading members of all classes, mimbering about 800 persons, were admitted. Tlie 
Froclamation was read in the vernacular, and Sir LewisJ^elly mad© a short address in which 
lie explained what hod taken jdace ami roepired the co-oj)eratiou of the Sirdars and otlicrs 
in preserving the peace, and in preventing the HyK>!iation of State property and the removal 
of jewels and other valiiabJes. Sir Lewis Pelly dwelt upon the determination of tho Govern¬ 
ment not to annex the Baroda State, but to restoi’e a Native Administration as soon as tlie 
enquiry into the poisoning case was tei'ininaiod; and in the meantime ho assured those 
present that he would observe, as far as poasibh;, tho tradithms utal customs of the country; 
and he expressed a desire to meet some of the leading Sirilara at a future date to discu.ss the 
desirability of holding periodical Durbars and other matters. On behalf of the Siixiars and 
othci’s present, full satisfaction was expressed, cspecuilly on account of the resolution of the 
Government not to annex the State. A rcfiuest was mode that the two leading Sirdars 
should be allowed to guard the guddeo as liad been tfieir privilege in former times when tiie 
Gaekwar was absent i'rom tlio town. The consideration of tliis question was }K>stponed. 
Afterwards Sir Lewis Pelly wont outside the Residency, the Proclamation was again i*ead, 
and Sir Lewis Pelly made a few remarks in the same spirit as before. 

The regular troops in the pay of the Gaokwar uuder the command of General Devine had 
not shown from the first the slightest (lisj)ositioii to oppose tho new state of tilings, and the 
officers of those troops had willingly co-operated with tho British troops in keeping order in 
the city.* Consequently it was not thought necessary to retain any British troops at all 
within tho town, and on Saturday the Kith the body of ^2nd Native Intantfy who had on 
the previous day replaced the men of tho 9th Native Infantry mavchod out of the town which 


watt ieffc in charge oiVi^e lJaro<la troops. As a sign of confidence Bai'oda troops were also 
employed iis guards at the fesidcncy, tmeh of the rogimonts siiccea^vely supplyuig a dotach- 
incnl of 100 men week by week for this duty. It had, however, been thought desirable 
that the Oaokwai-’s guns should be brought into the cam]>, which was done during the 
15tli and the moining of the Kith by Colonel Hai dy, Coininauding the Baroda ArtiDoiy. 
All the gtins to the number of 2!) were posted in fi'ont of the lines of Royal Artilleiy and the 
Royal Fusiliers. Among the number were the silver guns made in the time of Khunderoo 
»ind the two gold guns recently made by the order of Mulhar Rau, each of which Is said to 
have cost three lakhs of rupees. These guns also comprised tluree breech-loadeis of peculiar 
construction, which had l)eeii turned out in the State ArseuoL 

On Satuiday morning at eleven o’clock the Sirdars and a few of the leading inhabitants 
of Baroda were assembled in Durbar at the Residency by the order of Sir Lewis Pelly. 
After mentioning that he had arranged with the Seiia]»uttee for the care of the guddee to be 
entrusted to the two leading Sbdars in conformity witli the wish which had been expresstul 
on Thursday, Sir Lewis Pelly dwelt at some lengtli on tlj(i present state of affairs especially 
with regard to the finances of^he State. 

When the admiuiatmtion of thc^ Shite was liand(.*<] over t(» the Agent to the Governor- 
Gcnejal the buiu found in the Central State Treasury amounted to rather less than two 
tliousaud rupees. There was reiisoii to suppose; that considex*able amount had iKsen abstracted 
a short time previous to this event, and rumours reached Sir l^ewis Pelly to the offect that no 
less than 8.5 lakhs of ruj)etis had Ixoen transmitted from Baroda U> Surat luid Bombay. On 
the morning of Sunday, i7th January, Sir Lewis Pelly received a note from Bombay informing 
him of a rumour that a few days before the sum of -K) lakhs of rupees which had been 
deposited in the Baroda State Bank had been conv(Tted into Government of India Notes, and 
in that form ha<l been sent towards Nnwsaiee. Up(»n receipt of this note Sir Lewis 
ordei'ed enquiries to be made forthwith in the city })y his head detective, and in the course 
of the same day a paper was ohtained which purported to be signed by the Senaimttee or 
Coinmander-iu-Chief in the presence of the Giiekwur himself and to be a receipt for 4-,()00 
Government Notes of 1,000 rupt^os each. 

The Sonaputtee, on being suninituied to the Ih'sidojicy and (pie.stioned, acknowledged hi.s 
.signature, ami under threat of criminal })rosecutioa ctuisentcd to hand tin; money over. 
Captain Jackson aiid ^he Ra<; Sahib wore sent to accojn[>auy him to tlie pahice, and were 
conducted by him to that porti<m of the l>uildiug occupicil by the Ranee Mahalsa Bai, the 
SenapuUce’s sister. At the diix;ctioii of the Senaputtee, a female hand was extended fnuii 
behind a purdah with a key, and near at hand tlio Stmaputtee pointed out a common box 
which was t>pened by this Lying at the bottom oi’ilus box a ImiidJe of ordinary dungri 

cloth was s«;ou, and in this bundle, were discovered two thousand jioUjh of «me tlujiisand 
nipees each. In another jiart of tlie ])ahu;(‘, not i‘ai* off fr<im heliind an(»thcr purdah, ain)ther 
key was handed over; a second l»ox was pointi.'d out by' tl»c iSeuaputtee and opejied by this 
key, and in this box, lied up iu a similar maiiiier, was found 2,000 more note.s of 1,000 rupees 
each. The 40 lakhs thus obtaiutsJ were immediately taken to iho Residency, and the next 
morning a Committee, consisting of two hmglish officers and of two Native officers, was 
appointed for the purpose of registering the notes. \Vhon this was completed and the number 
found to l>e correct the 41) hiklis were dejiosited In the Residency Treasury. 

On Monday, the 18tli January, a Durbar was assembled at the; Residency atteml(‘d by 
Sirdax’H, Silledajs, and otiier.s t<t the number of about 100, while a considetuble crowd of 
p(;oph‘ was colhjctted in the comp4tund. Sir L<;wis Pelly said that in yJacing seals as he ha4l 
done U]>on the doors of all the rooms and the boxes in which anything of value was stonsl 
it had been Ids intention that notliuig should bo touchofl or interfered with during the time 
that he should bo in charge of the Government, so that the pahice and all its contents should, 
ujwm the termination of the British rule, ho handed over to a Native administration in the 
slate iu winch lie had found it. British troops had bticn fijra short time stationed to guard the 
palace ami oUier [»laces hi the town, hut at the reijuest of tlu; Sirdars th(*.so liad been with¬ 
drawn and tlie Gaekwar’s troop.s substituted in tln ir place. Sir Lewis Pelly obseiwcd that he 
liad acted in a spint of good faith and chivahy towards the »Sirdars, and he had expected from 
them in return all the assistance and all tlie information which they could uHljrfl He had 
askeii the Six’dars who their recognized head waa, and they replied the Sonaputtee, Sir Lewis 
Pelly then detailed what ha<l just happened, and annniinced that these occurrences had forced 
him to the conclusion that it was im])oaaible to rely wholly upon the assurance which had 
been given him, and that lie would make furtlicr enquiries ^.with a view to tlic recovery of 
more of the State money which was supjioycd to be missing. Sir Lewis Pelly then asked the 
Sirdars present wliether they were cognizant of or a})proved of wliat had been done by the 
Scnajmttec. lliey unanimously declared that* they did not know of this proceeding, and 
that they wholly disapproved of it. The interview then terminate d. 

Upon the following day> the Ifith January, being the Bukree Eod festival Sir Lewis Pelly, 
accompjinicil by his staff’ and a considerable inunbor of the officers from the camp, paid a State 
visit to the Nawab Mcer Kamaloodoon Uussen Khan, tlie leading Mussulman Sirdar of the 
Baroda State, The guests wei» received with the usual ceremonies by the Nawab and other 
Icailing Mahoiucdnns of Baroda who li^ aasemblcd for the purpose; 

Sir Lewis Pelly after complimenting' the Nawab remark^ upon the excellent behaviour of 
Mussulman portion oi‘tlie population during the laat few days, luid expressed his belief that 
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Nawab briefly replied in behalf of his co-religionists, and after the ORual presentation of nuazur 
and the distribution of pan soparee the visit terminated. 

On ITjursday, the Slst January, an inteiview was held at the residency between Sir Lewis 
Polly and the six Sirdars and two Pogadars. Sir Lewis Pelly first mentioned tluit he hod 
given orders that oJ) arrears of pay sliould be at once paid to the Baroda troops, and that in 
doing this precautions sliould bo taken thaf. every man received his jiay. He spoke of the 
various amf)untB of State property which wore being recovertsd and placed to the credit of the 
State, and of tho collection of the revenue. He announcetl that a Connnisaion would be formed 
to onquire into all questions of alienation, casli allowances, &>c., to tlie military classes, and 
primarily to claims and debts of the Sirdars. Mr. Kichey would have the suj)erintendence of 
Ihe Committee and Pestonjee Jeliangir would bo its active President. He infonned them 
that he had decided to ])ermit, in conformity with tho usages of the State, the two principal 
Sirdars to guard the gadi as long as ho rcsidcti out of tlie town. Ho .said that pending a full 
enquiry into the subject a jiro rata, payment would be umde in respect of chits upon which 
money was due to the State. Wliile saying tliis, Sir Lewis Pelly was inteiTupted by a Smlar 
named Narayen Kajey Pandray, who said in an inipeitinont tone that such a thing had never 
been done before; the remark seemed to llnd no favour with tho other Sirdars, and he 
]>romptly asked pardon after Sir Lewis Pelly rojnove.d liim and mentioned that certain 
charges against him brought by the Gaekwar luwl been under the considei'Jition of the Viceroy 
and were yet undisposed of. Sir Lewis Pelly then came tn the subject of tho Senaputtee and 
the forty lakhs. Ho briefly recapitulated the. circumstances and announced, with the assent 
and ajiprobation of all ]fresont, that he should remove the Stmapnttee from his appointment, 
and moreover tliat the office of Senaputtee being an nimecessary innovation wf recent times, 
should be abolished and its duties performed as formerly had been done by the Buxees. Sir 
Lewis Pelly then mentioned his intfmtion of issuing a Wast^ Land Proclamation and of 
giviiig instructions to the Revenue Officers with regard to the collection of tho revenues. 
After adverting to the subject of charities, ou which subject he expressed wish to be guideil 
wholly by the wishes of tho diffi^rent classes of the ]M>pulatiou, the iuU'rview terminated. 

Narayen P.andvay, who had int<*iTU]>ted the proceedings, was voluntarily wmt by the 

Sirdars at a later day to make? a formal apology for his conduct. Upon the same day, the 
21st tJanuaiy, Sir Lewis Pelly hml an interview with some of tho Royenuo Officers adinims- 
toriug Mahals to whom he gave oi*al instructions concerning the collection of the rovonue 
pievious to their returning to their several jurisdictions. Tho question of the collection of the 
revenue in tho lb».roda Sbite had been one wliioh had e.N.citcd the afctoutiun of tho Government 
of India and of its Political Officers before and after Sir Lewis Pelly had been sent as Agent 
to tho GoN’ernor-Ocnoral and Special ( Commissioner, Baroda. 

Dining the time of the ndnillion in tlKoUuiit'il Stales the prices of Indian cotton rose to an 
cxtniordiiiniy degree frmn two to three pence to two shillings the pound. 1’he Baroda State 
includes a large exbmt of ground suiLtblc for th(' growth of cotton, and in consequence of the 
j isc of price, the cultivation of cotton greatly incieased, and a vciy remunerative crop wiwi 
jtroduced. Dining this period the cultivators were able to pay a very high assessment; and 
in 18()4 a Revenue Settlement was introduced upon the Imis of the high cotton rate.s then iu 
force. The income of the State being thus swollen b^^ means of these extraordimny receipts, 
tho expenditure of the State was lavishly and recklessly increased. 

On the close of the American war the price of cotton fell; but tho laud settlement remained 
in force. The expenditure of the 8tat(‘ having also increased, there was no attemjit at 
reilucing thi.s, and consequently the Government demaml upon the agriculturists became 
continually more difficult to meet, and the. m€>ans that the Gaekwar Government found 
necessary to obtain the suras demanded bccanu^ continually more* severe. Muflh good laud 
had fimdly to be abandoncid, the arrears at tho close of Sumbut 1 !).*!(> had amounted to 7() or 
80 lakJis of rupees, and the last instalment of the revenue for that year was almost wholly 
unrealized, and a sort of passive resistance to the payment of any revenue whatever became 
at last prevalent. 

(Complaints were continually being bi-oughfc to tho Residency on the ))art of tlie agri¬ 
culturists, but the Resident having power merely to expostulate, and not to. redress tho evil, 
tho difficulties were by this means only increased- Thi^ complaints of the a^iculturists were 
among the subjects to be enquired into by tho Baicwla CommiKsiou under the Pri'sidcncy of 
Sir R. Moade. In the report of that Commission the following passage occurs:— 

•'That the grievances of the agiieultural classes require careful examination and cou- 
sidoiation at the hands of the Durbar iu view ht tbe mitigation or removal of several of tho 
grounds of complaint stated by the persons of these ehisses who attendi’id the Commission, 
which appears to he well founded though not duo or but partly due to the present Chief, 
undoubtedly call for redress.’' 

These grievances include the present high rates of land assessment which demand revision 
and tho levy of general nuzzeranas under whatever name or on whatever ground by the Chief 
or the Minister. 

In the official letter No. ISSG P. from the Foreign Secretaiy, dati^d 25t,h July 18’74, the 
Resident is instructed authoritatively to advise the Gaekwar “amongst other things to 
prohibit the liarbarous processes employed for realizing revenue and to remove the cause of 
such difficulty by a moderate and equitable land setUement and a &ithful adherence to 
its terms in mture, all future cxocUotik of every sort or.description being absolutely inior- 
dieted, and* tho continuance of sucli op]>re8siye practices on the part of the Durbar officials 
being strictly forbidden,” 


When fciir Lewis Polly arrived at Baroda, a proclamation had already Iwen i^ued ]>ro- 
hihiting the barbaroua processes referred to, and iiicaaureB were under consideration with a 
view to the introduction of a moderate settlement upon an equitable basis, but little had been 
<ioiio towards abating the evil; no confidence was shown in the Oiiekwar’s promises, and for 
some time the Residency was throngtd by persons pt^titioning agJiirist it as before. 

The question was discussed between Sir Lewis Felly and thoOaekwars Aliiiisttjrfi, and 
filially a j>rcK:]aniation w^os issued which jn’ornised a reduction in tlie rate of assessments 
u'Imui such a reduction was found to be equitable, a pulJication of assessments, an absolute 
ami total remission of an’ems in respect of the five years from the commencement of liy2y 
to the close of 11)27, and finally that no arrears should be demanded in respect ol the years 
11)28-29-30, “ unless after full enquiry niiide into the particulars of each case and more 
})avl.icularly int»> the present condition of the cultivators coJicerncil, At the same time tlfe 
Kazee Shaliboodeen, then a.t the head of the Revenue Dejiiirtment in Baroda territories, was 
inaldng aiTangcmeuts for completing a satisfactory and equitabbi seitleiiient. Kven after the 
issue of tbe Proclaniation somci patels contimied their comY)lamts at the Residency, but M’ero 
infonned by Sir Lew'js Pclly tliat as promises of liberal treatment bad l>een made to tbem 
in bis presence by tlie Gaekwiir’s Ministers, be should exjicet tbem to retairn to their 
villages and onitivate tlu'ir land. Sir Lewis Pelly concluded bis letter of l!)th December 
by observing that want of conHdemx-. in tlie assurances of their Hulai* is one of the ju'ineipal 
causes of tbe discontent which has spread in the Baroda territories, and nothing less than an 
undeviating adherence to promises, wliiclj may now be made, can I'listore confidence. Of this 
truth the Minister is fully aware.” 

In reply to this letter tbe Government of India expressed their approval of tbe action takt'ii 
by Sir Lewis l^elly in connection with the laud revenue collections in tin* Baroda State. The 
resigiiatiou of Mr. Dadabbai and subse(pieiit events prevented much progress from being made 
in tbe settlement of tbeso diftic-ulties, and when Sii* Lewis Pelly assumed the julministration 
of tbe State, tbe (|Ue.stion of, the laud revenue was one which most urgmitly reijuind his 
attention. At the meeting of the Kith January Sir Lewis Pelly announced his intention of 
introducing, as soon ns might be convenient, a complete laud revenue settlement, but that, as 
tliat could not be done at tbe time, bo should make a rough settlement for tlie time being, and 
should take precautions against midmj exactions or fraud by obtaining for cncli village an 
approximately accurate statement of wliat revenue it could afford to pay. 

Following out this intention Sir L. Pelly now (tbe 21st January) called the Revouuc 
Officers together, an<l ga\x' to tlicm this uial uistruetioiis, a. meinorauduui of* which forms an 
enclo.sure to the lettc.T No. 33-133 of the 23d Januan^ The Revenue Officers Avere informed 
that the object in vii^w M’^as not so nnicli to increase tlie revenue as to render the deiiiand 
such that the cultivators might be enabled to pay witliont distress. Their attention was 
requested to tin* collection of statistical information in anticipation of the ^teiidtwl survey. 
Kvery eneourageiiKiit was to be given to the cultivation of waste laud, and tlic i^rovisions i/f 
tlie Proclamation before relturetl ti» with re.gard to arrears were to be carried out. Periodical 
roperls were to be submitted w^li roga.n1 to tbe condition of tbe ryots and otluiv nialters. 
Full enquiry was to he made into all cases of alleged oppression or misapiiropriation of public 
money on the part (>( tbe Governim iit officers. On the day previous to the issue of these 
onlers ynd.s were sent to tbe Soobahs of the differeid. districts, directing them as to the 
manner of carrying on their iluties, ami requesting tliian to furnish information on various 
points. A copy t)f a nuimoraiulnni was enclosed to them upon the subject of the jiowers 
respectively entrusted lo the Wuliivutdars, the Naib Soobab.s, and tlie Soobahs, in criininal 
and civil case's, in revenue matters, and in questions of adniinislration. 

Yads Averg also sent to tbe bigli Slate offi<‘ers and to the several Soobahs witli legard to the 
settlement of pending cases. 

Some furtliei* instructions for tbe conduct of Avork in tbe Revenue Department were drawn 
up by tbe Knzei? Sbababoodeeii and approved by Sir L. Polly. 

Pri^viously to tbe events r*f tbe Htb January a PToclaination bad been issued by Kazec 
Sliahaboodeen as )Sir Soobab of tbe Mahals of tbe Girckwar’s State, offering favourable terms 
to persons avIio should come forAvai’d to occupy and cultivate waste lands within the Baroda 
territories. This Proclamation was diited the 2d January, and it was afterwards confirmed 
by Sir LcAvis Pelly in a Notificatitm dated tbe 4th Februaiy JK7«'). 

While these provisional stejis wi*re being taken I'or the improvement both of tbe land 
revenue and of tlic position of tbe ciiltivator.s tliemselves, the question of a regular and 
complete revenue settlement was kcj)t in view. 

On tbe 29tli January an interview was held at tlie Residency between tbe Agent to the 
Governor-General and the principal bankers and heads of the mercantile eoln^)unity of 
Baroda. Sir Lewis Pelly informed those present that the stoppages and searchings of 
suspected goods by tbe Police, and which had before been necessary for the protection of 
State property, should now cease, and that for tlie future there would be no interference witli 
mercantile transactions, and that trade might assume its natural course. He mentioned tliat 
the Ncav Rink of Ikimbay had boon appointed Agents of the Baroda State for the jmrpose of 
Hcttllng tbe accounts of the SlAte Banks at that place, and that they bad l>een requested to 
conduct the matter with the least possible inconvenience to persons having dealings with 
those Banks. He mentioned that he had now about 65 lakhs of rupees available for State 
purnoscK, exclusive of Uie revenue which was coming in. He advert^ to the question of the 
Sirdar s claims and debts, and oxpresgod his Inq^e that these questions would Ije treated in a 
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upon two Very irregular mercantile transBiotimis whidi' had come under his notioo^ oati ;.bei»g 
the case of a sum of 5J6 lakhs formerly due to the Peiehwa^ the i^aim to wMch had proj»erly 
dovolvttl on the British Government as the Foishwa's successor, but which had in some 
inysterious way been claimed by a former Oaekwar of Baroda, and on his behalf compromised 
«nd partly paid; the other being the caelt of five lakhs which had been lent' by the present 
Gockwar to a firm at three per cent., while simultaneously a like sum was lent by that firm 
to the Goekwar at eight per cent. Sir Lewis Felly expressed bis hope that these irregular 
]*roceeding8 might not recur. Sir Lewis Felly informed those present of the visit he intended 
to pay to the leading bankers in the city. He then expressed his hope for the future 
])ro8|)erity of the Baroda State, and that he might in a short time band it over to a Native 
administration unchanged in its constitution, but with its administration reformed in such a 
way as not to interfere with its ancient usages and customs, except in so far os to make tlioir 
application more consi.stent with justice and equity. He announced that the rumour of an 
intention on the part of the Government of India to annex tho State was wholly unfounded. 
The Moonshee Buiwuntrai expreased the great satisfaction that all present felt at what liad 
been told them, and their gratification at being, assin^ed that there was no intention of 
annexing tlie State. The Honorable Fremabl^Pbomahhai, a Meml)6r of the liegislativo 
Council of .Bombay, advised the assembly to [)ut full trust in the words of Sir Lewis Felly; 
for he, as a British subject, aaild say fiom experience that the deeds of tho British Govern¬ 
ment accorded with their words. The assembly then sepai-ated. 

Upon the following day State visits were made by Sir J.<ewis Felly, accompanied by his 
Htaif and by a large niimher of officers from tho camp, to the ladies of tlie Gaekwar’s fannly 
and to some of the loading Hindoo Sirdars. To the first he was accompanied i»y several 
ladies of the station, who joinerl tho Ranees behind the purdalu In all the cases tlie visits 
were wholly of a complimentary nature, and the receptions met with everywhere in every 
way satisfactory. On the following Monday visits were paid iu like manner to Gopalrao 
Myral and Huri Bhagti, tlie two leading bankers of Baroda, and regarded as the repre¬ 
sentative of tlie mercantile portion of tins community. Tliis conclmled the series of visits 
which Sir Lewis Polly, in conformity with the usage of tlui Gackwar, thought proper ok 
administrator of the State to pay to the leading members of the dificrcut classes. 

Tn tho meantime active steps were being taken in prcjiaratiou for the sitting of the Special 
(kimmission alxmt to eriquirf*! into the poisoning case^ The constitution of the Commission 
and the principles by which its actions were to be guided were laid down in the 
cionfidential letters from the Gov'ernment of Imlia of the IStli and l.'ith tlanuary ; and 
appeiided to the latter were tlie lists of^offences imputed to His Highness the Oaekwar by 
Iho Government of India. In the latter of those lettei’s Sir Lewis Felly was informed that 
he would conduct the proceedings with sik^i advice ns tlie staff' jilaced at his disposal by the 
Government of Humliay might afford liitn, and that the Bombay Government hud been asked 
to carry out, with the Advtieatc-Gcneral at Baroda, tho iirosccution of the wise. Tlie firm of 
1 learn, Cleveland, and Lt*e-Warner were sulw^ueutly engageil as SoUcitoi*s for the Govern¬ 
ment of India, and Mr. Invemrity was ndaiiuxl as the Advoc^|-Gcucral s Junior. 

On the part of thi^ Gaekwar, Messrs. de/ferHon and Fayne were retained as Solicitors, ami 
the former of these gentlemen proceeded to Bai-oda; and on Saturday, the 2dih, liad an inter¬ 
view with Sir liuwis IVlIy, ]u*iucipally on tlic subject of tlio money wliich would ]h 5 allowtul 
by the Govcmmcnt of India for tlie costs of the Gackwar. lli* requested an immediate 
advance of Iliipce.s 7o,00(), and afior telegraphic communication witli the Governiiicnt of India 
it was agreed that this sum should lie paid over to them, which was accordingly done upon 
tlio 25th. On tlio 2fith, Mi‘. Cleveland airived at Baroda, and Mr. Jefferson was inforineil 
that all future communications must lie addressed to him. Mr. Jefi'ersou, within a few days, 
made application for a further advance of Rupees 2,89,000, which was refused. A further 
sum of Rupees 50,000 was paid over to Mr. Jcffei’son on tho 7th February for the costs of 
defence. 

On the evening of the 20th and the morxiing of the 2l8t, 160 men of tlie Ist Bombay 
Lancers, under Major Jenkins, arrived at Baroda, having been sent for priucipally for the 
purpose of escort duty. 

The Field Force at Baroda, under the command of Colonel Jacob, now consisted of— 

A DeUichmeut 5-0 Royal Artillery, 34 Officers and men; 

l).-9 Royal Artillery, 105; 

A Hetachment 2-7 Royal Fusiliers, 417; 

A Squadron, Ist Bumbay Light Cavalry, 102; 

9th Regiment Native Infantiy, 560; 

22ud Regiment Native Infantry, 025 ; 

and, including four Officers of the Stuif and on general duty, a total sti’cngtli oJ' 1,007. 
As soon as tlie ari’angeinent for the sitting of the Commission was matle, and it was tieoided 
that at least untilrthe closing of the Commission, tlie same force should remaiu in Baroda, it 
became a serious question as te> how the European troops should bo housed, as it was impos¬ 
sible for them to remain iu tents during the approaching hot weather. After consulting with 
Mr. Mellis, Supoiintending Engineer, who was summoned from Ahmedabad for the purpose, 
it was thought desirable to repair some old barracks which might be made capable of bolding 
350 men; and Mr. Beauclerk, Executive Engineer, took up hw quarters at Baroda to cairy 
out those repairs. For the sittings of the Commission itself, a bungalow wa.s chosen whicti 
had been used for transacting the business of the Cantonment Magistrate. Cousiderablo 
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alteraticmB irere made to'ezdasge thia bungalow, a&d 4a fit it up ^j^i^opnately fpr the paxpose 
to which it was to be ad^xfcwi 'while a» adjoining bungalow in the flame comjwund was 
appropriated for retiring rooms for the Offioere of the Commission. The Commission., when 
complete, was composed of Sir Rioljard Couch, President, the MaliarajaSiudia, the Mahariya of 
Jeypoor, Sir Richard Meade, Sir Uinkur Rao, and Mr. Melville. His flighn^s the GoeVwar 
placed hifl palaces of Mukkunpura and Motibagh at Utft disposition of their Highnesses Sindia 
and Je 3 aioor. 

The Gaekwar remain^ in the bungalow of Di’. Seward, and never left the compound. 
Arrangements had been made he should lx? driven out every day in the comimny of an officei*. 
but he had insisted upon his usual salute being given him, and as tliis could not be acceded, he 
refused to leave the com{>ound. 

In the city and elsewliero perfect tranquillity prevailed. At one time, upon the 2Sd January, 
there were rumours of a projected conspiracy, and of a rising of the Bbeela It ap}>eared that 
an uneasy feeling was abroofi, and precautions were taken to prevent a distuibauce oi‘ any 
kind, but the alarm proved to have been exaggerated, iuid there was no. cause for any veal 
apprehensions. 

Upon the day of the Gaokwar’s arrest, as was before mentioircd, seals were placed in tlie 
palace upon ail the rooms an<l boxes in which State valuables were supposed to be contained, 
and it was intended that these should remain intact until the Baroda State should be restored 
to a Native wlministnition. The affair of the 40 lakhs, togotliev with reports which wore 
current of other money and valuables l>eing similarly coucealed in the }jaiac(^, Induced Sir 
Lewis Belly to change the above policy and institute a search imder a duly appointed 
Committee. 

It was determined that a Committee should be appointe<l to puiflue inothcKlically investi- 
gatioDs into the numerous complaints and intrigues which were pressed upon the Police 
Officers. Part of the body should form a Sub-Committee for the special purpose of searchiug 
the palace for further property which might be there concealed. The Committed', was com¬ 
posed of Mr. Souter, Cfaptain Jackson, the Kao Sahib Gujanund Vitiml, Khan Bahadoor Akbar 
Ali Khan, and Bhow Poonekur. The Committee was appointed on the 20th January, and 
for som(; days actively carried on the search of the ])alacc, the seals l>eing remove^] for tlie 
purpose, and afterwards replatied. In the Dispensary of the palace the sum of a lakh and a 
half was found concealed, and smaller sums wero fUscoverod in other places. 

Care was taken tliat no damage should be done, and that things should Ix) as little as 
j>ossible displaced. 1'he ai)artment8 of the women were wholly undisturbed. Upon the 4tli of 
Fobniary it .seemed no longer necessary to continue this search, and arrangements were made 
that Captain Jackson, or some British Officer of Police, should visit the palace twice a week 
to sec that the seals were unbroken. 

At the same time evidence was being received by Mr. Souter and otliers relating to or supposed 
to bear on the poisoning cost}; ai^ong these was the question of the death of Bhao SiudhJa, the 
Minister of the lute Gaekwar Khunderao, who died iimler circumstances of gi*ave suspicion in 
1S72, and which, it was supposed, would throw light on that of (jolonel Phayre. 

Captain Jackson collected a considerable body of evidence that Bhao Siudiiia had bf^ui 
forcibly poisoned with arsenic by four pemons, but at wliose instigation this had been done 
was not dearly elucidated. The case was sent to the ordinary Criminal Com t. TJje chief 
object, however, of the Enquiry Committee, was to obtain fresh evidence bearing on the 
att6m])t to poison Colonel Phayre. 

Nothing, however, of any great importance was obtained until Damodhur Punt commenced 
his statements upon the 2^h of January. 

Upon the day after the arrest of the Maharaja, three of His Highness’ personal favorites, 
Nana Saliib Khanvelkur, the Ex-Pritinidhi, Damodhur Punt, the Private Secretary, and 
Huriba Gaekwar, tlio Bevenue Commissioner, under Mulhar jRao, were stopped at the gates 

“ .nnd-were afterwards uiacod 


c'rdc.r of the C/fiininal Court upon cei’tain diurges of forgery and emboz^ienmni. Aiier some 
days’ imprisonment Damodhur Punt oxpresMod a desire to make a fuU statement of all ho 
knew concerning the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre and other matters of a ci’iminal nature, 
on the condition that a pardon should be granted lum and an immunity for his iile and 
personal property. This was finally acceded , to him, and on the 29th he commenced his 
statement before Mr. Richey in the presence bf Sir Lewis Peliy, and continued it on the 
subsequent days before Mr. Richey ^nd afterwards Iifr. Souter. After the conclusion of the 
first djiy’s statement Nana Sahib, Huriba, and btiher persons who were by tliat statement 
implicated os being concerned in the attempt to poison, were arrested in the city, and placed 
in confinement in the Residency conkTOund. ^ ■ • 

Mr. Xnverarity with Mr. Clevelasd reached Baroda on the 31st January, and Mr. Bcoble 
(ainie ap on the 9th Pebniap>y, to J^^pore the evidence for the Enquiiy, and to deal with the 
legal questions which mi^t arise. 

At the Durbar held upon the 16th January, Sir Lewis Pelly gave a sketch of the state of 
the finances of the Baroda State. During the past year the local revenue, including that 
derived from opium and miscellanedus sources, such as octi'oi, and including six and a Imlf 
lukhs of tribute, amounted to an aggregate of 94 hdiths. 




W LaKba had men espanded iu ocrt»a^ i »« ^tM lAT^^^ 4 * 1 ^ ^ 

30la3chs had gone in Um building a^.i^airii^sjpaia^ »tod «ahernp«?POto^ 

Gaekwar, so that the whole Khangee a»pen*ta^ S5^*«nc«^ ^'^V- 

had been spent in charities, aad 4ft 2akil«< upon the amy. 3 he manner fa wtoh t2w,aoocw«to 

were kept was most unsatisfactory. A statement ha» been drawn np, and a C0py BeatU tte 
Government of India with the letter of the 2d February, but with regard to may of the 
items little or no reliance can Ih) pJftced upon this statement The memorandum of an inter¬ 
view held by Sir Lewis Pelly with the Fudnis or Financial Secretary of the 2Sd Januaiy, 
foming another enclosure to the same letter, throws some light Upon this matter. It appear^ 
that nil the revenue went first into the Kliangee or private Treasury, and only when it had 
been sifted through tlint it did pass into the liands of the financial officers of the State. 
There was no State debt, but many outstauditig debts and claimH at Bomliay, Baroda, and 
elsewbere, could only be satisfied in time, in thti OeTitral State Treasuiy a sum less thaji 
Hupees 2,000 was found; its emptiness seemed to bo accounted for by the Senaputtee^s forty 
lakliH and the other sums wliicli were 8up])()Bed to liave iKiexi disposed of, but which the 
GoverniD(mt were not at once able to lay their hands uj)on. It was found that there wero 
several State Treasuries in different departmonW, and it was determined to concentrate these 
in one, and a sciiemo was <lrawn up by the Joint Aocountants of the Administration for the 
organization of a Oentra) Treasury and Account Office, and this scheme received the sanction 
of the Agent to the Governor-General, and the proceedings received the approval of tho 
Governor-General in (youncil. 

On tho loth February, being the fi^stival of Wusunt Puncdimi, a Durbar was held at tho 
Residency, and was attended by tho principal Sirda.rs, bothHbidpo and MusHulraan, and by 
others of tho leading inhabitants at Baroda; no speech was made, but all the usual ceremonies 
were observed. 

(Signed) Howel Jeffreys, 

4th March 187&. Piivato Secretary to Agent, Governor-General. 


No. 70 of 1875. 

• Goveunment of India, P'oueign Depaiitment, 

Political. 

Mr liORj) M^iqxtts, Port William, tho 12th Marcli 1875, 

In continuation of our despatch No. 66, dated 5th'instant, we have*, the 
honor to forward, for ilic information of Her Majesty’s Government, a further 
(loUcclion of papers relating to tho proew^dings of the Commission of Enquiry 
into the charges against His Highness Mulhar llao Gaekwar. 

We have the honor to be, &c. 


No. 1. 

No. 33, dated Baroda, 6th March 1875. 

From Colonel Sir L. Pelly, K.C.S.I., Agent, GaVttmor-Genoral, and Special Com¬ 
missioner, Baroda, L> C. U. Aitcxuson, Esq., C.S.I., Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign Dopartmoni. 

With nd'erenee to a tiilc^gram published in the Times of India of the 2d instant, 
ndative k) a conversation which took place in the Comiqission room bctwcim 
Serjeant Ballantino and His Highness thxvGaekwar on the 1st idem, I have the 
honor to forward, for the information of His^Excellcncy tho Viceroy and Goveraor- 
General in Oouncil, copy ol' a letter addressed by Dr. Seward to my Private 
Secretary, and of my reply thereto. 


(a.) 

Dated 3d March 1875. 

From Dr. Skwaru, with His Highness Mulhar Rao, to PKrvATK Seorki'ARX" to the Agent, 
Governor-General, Special Commission^, and Administrator of the Baroda State. 

A telegram from the special correspondent of the Tvm^ of dated Baroda, 1st March, 


'«Witon the Commission rose Seijeazit crossed to speak to the yGaekw^ar; 

Dr. ^ward objected. Sexjeant Ballantine inojsted that he had a rignt to speak ^ Ids client, 
Hixl would do so. A short conversation ensued. The Qadkwar thanked Serjeant, Balluhtine.” 

It is necessary to inform you, that this telegram is a misrepresentation, and I will ask you 
to he good enoujfh to convey to Sir Lewis PeUy a knowledge of the circumstance t6 which 
the T'i/nm of lnS[n<t has given a mendacious gloss. « 

It will doubtless be within your memory that, having consideration for the Maharaja’s 
convenience and respect for his position, it bad been arranged that His Highness should rise 
with the Cominisaion and be conducted, by the officer deputed to attend him, through the 
Oommissioners’ Chambers to the front entrance thereto, where the Maharaja s carriage with 
an ade<^uate escort should be ready to convey him to his residence in a bungalow closely 
adjacent to the Ooniifiissioners’ hall. 

This arrangement was communicated to the Maharaj (and His Higlmess fully understood it) 
when 8ir Lewis Pelly came, jus is the Special Commissioners wont, to escort His Highness to 
the enquiry on the day preceding the occurrence which I now proceed to i*clate. 

On the rising of the Commission Dr. Seward made his way to that pai-t of the Court 
affording an entry to the ComniissionorB* dais, the Commissioners wei'e standing. 

Or. Seward ]>roceod(.^<l to His Highness’ seat, which could not he seen mom the entry 
mentioned, ami found him leaning over the mil in close conveimtiou with Mr. Baliantine, 
that is to say, Mr. Baliantine was speaking, and it must be inferred that some pei'sou of the 
group around was acting as interpreter. l)r. Seward, unwilling to intrude upon this con¬ 
versation, which he conceived might be a brief gi’ccting, djew back and for an interval 
waited expecting that His Jliglmess would liimself rcmemb<u‘ the armngement. 

The conversation, however, did not terminate, and Or. Seward coming forward mentioned 
that it had been’arranged that His Higlmess sliould rise with the Coininisslon, and pri>Hered 
a carriage to immediately convey Mr. Baliantine to the Maharaja’s residence atijacent, should 
he desire further conference. 

Mr. Baliantine, in Dr. Seward’s estimation, v^iy angrily expressed himself that he would 
resist any interference betwixt hiniHclf mid Ids client whom ho would see where ht^ cliose. 

Dr. Seward ventured to suggest that under present arrangements it was a question whether 
the conferences could take phuje thei'e, and irtentioned that the. Commission was then waiting, 
to which Mr. Baliantine i-eplied then‘Met ^the Ckinindssion wait. I choose to see my client 
here and 1 intend to do so 1 can tell you.Befer the question.” 

By this time the Coramissioneis hadiJeft, but Dr. Reward mentioned the matter to Major 
Bu<ld. A.D.C.,'in waiting. On hj/’return Mr. Balluntiue had left and Mr. Payno* was 
standing near and some other person. / 

The Coniiiiissinnei-s’ huicbeon had been purposely kept unprepared until His Highne.ss 
should pfuss through the refreshment room on his way (mi. 

Dr. Seward, whilst the niaUi'r WJis fresh in his memory, related what lia<l oiicurriul to 
Mr. Jeffi'eys, the Private Riseretary to Sir L(jwis. Sir Lewis Pelly will doubtle.ss see that 
the statements of tlie Ti/nies of huHii are inaccurate. 

There was no interposition iu the sense of a denial oi‘access, seeing that His Highness and 
Mr. Baliantine were in actual eonv<!rse, and a carriage wnis at once proffered in onler that 
client and Counsel might confer at the pixiiier jdace. 

The gnthering of persons arouml His Highness after the rising of the Commission had 
made the arrange;ment mentioned expedient, if nut necessary, and Dr. Reward sought as 
civilly and as gently as j)osHib]c to cui'iy" it out. 



Ho. 32, dated Bnroda, 5th March 1875. 


From (k)Ionel Rir L. PELhY, K.C.S.I., Agent, Governor-General, and Special Cominissiotier, 

Bai-odtt, to Dj-. Rkwabd, with llis Highneas MifLiiAu Kao. 


In reference to your letter of the 3d instant^ addressed to my Private Secretary, I Iiave 
the honor to inform you that T entirely approve of your jwoceeclings in the mutter, and am 
fully satisfied that you conducted yograelf wife y'om* uaual urbanity and good judgment. 

Sir Hichard Couch, the President of fe^ Commission, has now, in pursuance of tlie arrange- 
3ucnt previously n)ade with roe, docidod, that Hia Highness the Gaokwar slnUl rise immediately 
Jitter the ConiuiiRsion, and shall jiaas tlirough the piivate door througli wJiich 1 accompany 
His Highness to Urn Commission. Thi# course must be observed for the future. 


LlONDON: 

Printed by Gkoroe E. EmK imd Whxiam SporriBwoonE, 
PriuterH to the Queen^s most Excellent Majesty. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMISSION, 


WITH 

APPENDICES. 


COMMISSION OF INQUIRY INTO CHARGES LAID AGAINST HIS 
HIGHNESS MULHAR RAO GAEKWAR OF BARODA. 

Tuesdayt February 23rt^, 1875. 

PRESENT : 

StR Richard Couch (President), 

Hik Highness Maharaja of (iwAi.ioK. Sir Dinkur Rao, and 

Hrs Highness Maharaja op Jeypour. Mu. Philip Sandys Melvikt.. 

Sir Richard John Meade. 

Coumml for th4 prosemtion ,—^The Honourable Andrew R. Scoble, Advoeate-Oeneml of Bombay, 
and J. D. Inverarity, instructed by Mossra. Hearn, Cleveland, and Lee-Wamer, Solicitors in this 
matter for the Government of India. 

Cmtnsel for the dtfmce .—Serjeant Ballantine, R, A.. Branson, Henry l'. Purcell, Shantaram 
Narayen, and Wassudeo Ju|igonath, instructed by Messrs. Jefterson and Payne, Attorneys, 
Bombay. 

George Taylor, liarrister, Bombay, held a brief to watch the proceedings on behalf of the 
Ranees of His Highness the Gackwar, and Ayeajee, the infant son of the Ranee Luxtnabaeo. 

^ecretarif to the Commissnon ;—John Jardine, Bombay Civil Service. 

Interpreters ,—James hlynn and Nowroxjee Furdonjee. 

The Secretary to the Cfommissiun read the following Notification to the Commission by His 
Excellency the Viceroy and Governor-General of India;- 

To the Honourable Sir Richard Couch. ’ To Colonel Sir Richard John Meade. 

His HighnesH the Maharaja of (rwalior. Raja Sir Dinkur Rao. 

His Highness the Maharaja of Jeypoor. Philip Sandys Melvill, Esq. 

Whereas an attempt has been made at Baroda to poison Colonel R. Phayre, C.B., the late 
British Resident at the Court of Mis Highness Mulhar liao Gaekwar; and whereas the following 
offences are imputed agtfinst the said Mulhar Rao Gaekwar, that is to say;— 

1.—^I'hat the said Mulhar Hao Gaekwar did by his agents and in person bold secret commu¬ 
nications for improper purposes witli some of the servants employed by Colonel Phayre, the 
Resident at Baroda, or attached to the Residency. 

J I.—That the said Mulhar Rao Gackwar gave bribes to some of those servants, or caused such 
bribes to be given. 

III. —That his purposes in holding such communications and giving such bribes were to use 
the said servants us spies upon Colonel Phayre, and thereby improperly to obtain information of 
secrets and to cause injury to Colonel Phayre, or to remove him by moans of poison. 

IV. —That in fact an attempt to poison Colonel l^hayre was made by persons instigated thereto 
by the said Mulhar Rao Gaekwar. 

And whereas the Viceroy and Governor-General in Council has temporarily assumed the 
administration of the Baroda State for the purpose of instituting a public inquiry into the truth 
of the said imputations, and of affording His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar an opportunity of 
freeing himseff from the grave suspicion which attaches to him. 

Therefore the Viceroy and Governor*General of India in Council appoints you the said Sir 
Richard Couch, you the said Maharaja of Gwalior, you the said Maharaja of Jeypoor, you the 
said Sir Richard John Meade, you the said Sir Dinkur Rao, and you the said Philip Saudys 
Melvill, Esquire, to he Commissioners for the purpose of inquiring into the truth of the said 
imputations and of reporting to the Viceroy amf Governor-General in Council how far the same 
are true to the best of your judgment ami belief. And the said Viceroy and Governor-General 
in Council appoints you the said Sir Richard Couch to be the Presidimt of this Commission, with 
full power to appoint times and places of meeting, to adjourn meetinp, to adjust and arrange 
the method of ptocedure, to settle the course which the inquiry shall take, to call for and to 
receive or reject evidence, documentary or othoiwisc, to hear such persons as you shall think fit 
on behalf either of the Viceroy and (lOveruor-General of India in Council, or^of His Highness 
Mulhar Rao Gaekwar, and generally to guide the whole course of the prdceediugs of this 
Commission as from time to tfme shall appear to you to be proper for the purpose thereof. 

And whereas certain other matters of importaneo pending between the British Government 
and His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar were inquired into and reported upon by a Commission 
appointed by the Viceroy and Governor-General m Council by orders dated 28rd October 187S; 
and whereas the inquiry which you are appointed to make is not connected with such matters: 
For tlie better understanding of your functions, the said Viceroy and Govemor-Generat in 
Council hereby declares his desire that you shall not extend your inquiry to other matters ^an 


V * / 


the ofieacee imputed to His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar as aforesaid; and that you shall not 
permit any such other matters to be submitted to you for coDsideration or inquiry. 

And the said Viceroy and Govemor-C^neral in Council desires that, in the event of any of 
your numbtf Vy pickness or other cause from .taking his place as Commissioner 

or frbm %dnia£mng aslloidiaiPBioneT till th(« ednclusion bf }^6ur inquify, ^ou< and the otherCom- 
roissioners shall neverthelesB conduct and complete your inquiry in the same way as if the number 
of Commissioners present or remaining were tne wliole nunmer appointed thereby. 

And the said Viceroy and Govemor-Gleneral in Council hereby appoints John Jardine, Esquire, 
of the Bombay Civil Service, to be yjqir S^np^rvi > ■ ^ ' i 
By order of the Viceroy and Govetnor-Greneral of India in Council. 

(Signed) C. XJ. Aitchibon, 

Secretary to the Government of India.' 

Tie Ad^at4S-Gener(d ,—My Lord Chief Justice, Your Highnesses, and Gentlemen of the 
Commission, it WW* becomes my duty on behatf of the Viceroy and Governor-General of India 
in Council, as briefly as the importance of the case will admit, to state the nature of the evidence 
it is proposeil to place befVtre you in regard to the charges which the Government of India have 
found it necessary to prefer against His Highness Mulhar Rao Gaekwar of Baroda. As the 
Commission has gathered from the Notification just read, evidence has been laid before the 
Government of India tending to raise grav^ suspicions against His Highness, and these suspicions 
relate to four charges which have also been read, and which may, perhaps, be reduced to two— 
tliat, in the first place, His Highness through his servants and directly tampered -with the 
servants at the 'R'elsidency, and other persons attached to the Residency, at Baroda, for improper 
- purpose, and, in the second place, that His Highness, both directly nnd by the agency of his 
servants, instigated cox^n persons to t^mmit the higli and serious crime of attempting to poison 
the British Resideot In stating to tho Commission the main features of the evidence whim will 
be adduced before them, I do not at present propose to give any but the briefest summ^ of the 
cas^ Albeit this is hot a judi(dfil inquiry and the functions of tno Commission will be discharged 
by way of report to the Oov^ment of India and not in giving judgment in this Court, I think it 
will be more convenient if in the present; state of the inquiry 1 should simply state what the 
nature of due evidence is that will be laid before you, and tell you briedy who the witnesses are 
by whom that evidence will be given. There are matters referred to in the Notification just read 
wliich are of great importance, but which will be used by me only for the purpose of fixing dates. 
For instance, in regard the principal matter, mentioned in the Notificatton—naiuely, the 
assembly of a previous Commission of Inquiry at Ikiroda—I refer to it only to fix the date at 
wliieh the evidence shows tliat the attC'inpts tfi tamper Avith the Residency servants began to be 
made, 'i'liat Commission assembled unopr orders issued by tlie (Tovernment of India on the 
5i3rd October 1873, and met in Baroda during tho two following montlis of November and 
December. It was during these two months that by means of two jassoos or confidential ser¬ 
vants named Salim and Yoshwtniirao,—one a Mahomctlnn and the other a Hindoo—negotiations 
were opened Avith cortaih of the Residency Kcrvaiits. These negotiations were not confined to 
the mere formal oilicial servants of the Residency, but extended to the private servants of the 
Resident, Colonel Phayre, and his wife. At the time to which 1 refer Mrs. Phayre was residing 
in ^loda. Her ayah w'Hs bne of the persons with wliom these nogociations were made. 
'Hiis ayali subsequently l>ecame the servant of Mrs. Boevey, Mrs. Phayre’s daughter. This 
ayah, whose name is Ameena, had heen fiir a considerable time in the servicti of Colonel 
Phayre’s wife, and she seems to have enjoyed the confidence of her mistress, and we shall find it 
in evidence that she used to visit His llighness Mulhar Rao in the city. We shall show that 
these visitations were made on three occasions. The first occasion was during tho sitting of the 
Commission, and consequently towards the end of 1873, The second Visit was made alter the 
close of the proceodinga of the Commission and after the return of His Highness Mulhar Rao 
and Colonel Phayre fto«i a visit to Nowsaree in May 1874. The third visit was at a later 
period—a period fixed by tlie ayah with reference to the Mahohiedan month Ramzan, and not 
long before the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre was made. On these three occasions the ayah 
was introduced to the presence of His Highness tho Gaekwar. She saw him, and personally 
conversed with him. That she was conductea to his presence by one or other of the two conr 
fidential jassoos before alluded to, and tiiat slie did go to the Palace (or Haveli) on these ttoe 
occasions will be establishod in e^denefe by the testimony of persons who accompanied her. On 
the first occasion she was accompanied by a chobdai* of the Residency, Faizoo Ramzan, imd she 
was driven from the camp from a point near the little school on tne road leading from the 
Residency to riie Railway Station oy certain drivers. On the first occasion to which I have 
referred—namely, during tne sittings of the Commis.sion, she was driven by Khabd Poo^abhoy, 
was accompanied by the chobdar, and •#aa introduced by the fjassoos to the Gaekwar. Me will 
tell you that was asked to endeavour to get Mrs. Phayw to use hor infiuence with her 
husband Colonel.Phayre on behalf of His Highness Mulhar Rao in certain mattqrs then pending 
between His'Hi^neas and Colonel Phayre, On the second occarion she was taken to the Palace 
by Salim add ji^csidetocy Mon named Shaik Khureem, and again introduced to His Highness 
the Gaekwar, wj^b whom she had another eonArersation. On the third occasion she was again 
induced to go by Salim,"^and she was driven by a cart-drivef named Shaik Daood and accom¬ 
panied by her servant l^y naihed Chotbo. On that occasion a more impoiVant conversation than 
that which had taJeen jplaOe previously'was held, and T think it will be^t for me if 1 leas^e^tbe 
Cbminisrion to hetf this part bftito std^ ftom her own lips. The Commission will undemtahd 
from Ibe statements 1 Mve made that these three visits of the ^ah to the Gaekwar>iU be 
Bpokeh to by persons other thmt this who will, 1 belie'im; estabush b^Ond doubt tbit those 
vmHs were made. After the first occasion it does not appear that' any pecuniary present was 
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paid to Y« 0 hwuQtraiOf of which one^halfwaa {naui to Khureem, the otlMff hudf 
After the third occasion a further payment of Eupeea 50 was sniw to her. , < In further ooitalM^ 
ratiou of this statement 1 propose to calh Shaik Abdooi^ the husband of the ayj^ to whhn the 
related what had paaeed between her and the Mabaraj^. <This can .be done stnaer sectioii 157’’^T 
the Evidence Act Btit not oidy doea the , evidenae of. this ayah find: suj^i^ froib the VerlM 
testimony 1 bavo just ^stated, but most imporUmt oorroboratiqa^. I think, will be toand^infcertniB 
documents which wore disoovmed'^'theayahts.roem aiter ;ber arrest These docun^ts consist 
of £>ur letters Two of them are address^' by the nyslL to her husband, and two by the husbodd 
to the ayah* and they all point most eonohisiyQly 'to we establishment of.oommunioationa,between 
the ayah and the Maharaja by means of >Sahm> and Yeshraruhtrab.. .Of the autheoticity of these 
letters 1 think the Gommission^wjU have rery liUle. v<loubtb‘ The circumstances under which 
these letters were found will be detailed to the. Cummissioti. The writing of the two letters 
addressed by the husband to the ayoli will he described by the huabandv who recognised his own 
handwriting. That they were de^mtcbed through the post appears to be clear from the postal 
marks. 

SerjeoAU BaUantine said be wished to guard himself agtunst the supposition that he concurred 
that these letters were evidence in the case* It would probably be his duty at a subsoouent 
part of the proceedings to contend that those letters could not m evidence in the case. If now- 
cver, the learned Advocate-General contented himself with asserting that the letters were 
admissible as evidence, and did not go on to state their substance till produced in evidence, he 
would content himself with making no objections at present. 

Tk4i AdvoMte-Gurieral .—I shall certainly contend that these letters are most important evidence 
in the case, but at present, in deference to tlie objection expressed by the learned Serjeant, I 
shall do no more than allude to thorn as a mere corroboration of the ayah’s story. 

Berjeant Bailmvtlne signilied his concurrence in the course proposed to be followed by the 
Advocate-General. > 

Tits Admcate^Gmural resumed.—No doubt the ayah will bo siJbjectod by my learned friend 
Serjeant BaUantine to a severe cross-examination, but 1 think it right to stite here iti regard to 
her evidence that, at the time her preliminary statement was made she was suUering from severe 
illness and considered by medical men in attendahoe on her to be in dangin* of her life, and 1 
cannot help thinking that^tlmt circumstance will have an im])ortant inHucnco on the mind of the 
Commission in determining the amount of weight which ought to lx‘ attached to her evidence. 
I have now introduced to the attention of the Commission tlic fact of two persons at the 
Residency, one a private servant and one an oflicial—namely the ayah Ameena and the peon 
8haik Khiireem—receiving presents of money from the Maharaja for the •a.^sistanco they were 
expected to give him. Another of tlie Residency HCrvants, witli regard to whom attempts at 
bribery were made, is J*edr(» de fcsouza. Colonel Phayre’s butlor, who had been in Colonel Phayre’s 
service for twenty-fivo years. The same jassoods entered into negotiations with him, and although 
he states that he refused to go the Palace he received from tluj servants of the Gaekwar a 
present of Rupees (JO Babashi, equal to aboiit Rupees 50 Government of ludia currency. 1 now 
come to a more important class of evidence, ao<l tliat is evidence connected not mc^rcly witlx 
the attempt to obtain information of what was going on at the Residency, but with the attempt 
that was eventually made to take away the life of Colonel Phayre, i think the Commission 
will have no doubt that such attempt was made. I think the Commission will also have no doubt 
• that ib was only by the mercy of God that the attempt w'as frustrated. It appears that that 
attempt took place on the 9th November last, but wo have evidonco to show that similar attmupts 
iiad been made on the two days previous. The agency employed for this purpose was that of 
certain peons attached to the ilosidency, notably a havildar named Kowjec. Communications 
appear to have been opened with him by Salim and Veshwuntrao before the Commission sat, 
and these communications appear to have Ifeeu ent(;red upon in September ISTS, ' lie vvas 
tjikeh by Salim to the Palace, and then, according to his statement, was asked to supply informa¬ 
tion of what was being don© at the Residency during the sitting of thefOommission. That ho 
agreed to do. For his assistance he was asked to get hold of the jemadar, named Nursoo, who 
had served under many successive Hesideuis. According to his statements he, during the period 
the CommisBion sat in Baroda, paid three visits to the J^lace, on each of which occasions he 
had an interview with the Maharaja and conversed directly*with His Highness. After the Com¬ 
mission had concluded its labours, and befoi'e His Highness the Maharaja and Colonel Phayre 
went to Novrsarec, Kowjee visited the Maharaja three times,'and about the same time, being 
about to celebrate his marriage, he received a present of Rupees 600 irom the Maharaja'tni*ough 
Yeshwuntrao. At Nowsaree he continued his communications with the Maharaja and his 
seiwants. A^r his return from Nowsaroe.he continued in thq same course, and, not long after 
his return from Nowsaree, a sum of Rupees 800 was handed pver by the sanje Yeshwuntrao to 
the jemadar Nursoo, who had been induced to join in., the conspiracy, and this money was 
divided between Nursoo, Rowjee, and one Jugga, a pq,nk«hwallah, who from the nature of his 
employment had ample means of hearing what was said at the Ucpidency table, and who seem¬ 
ingly at the close of the day used to nut hia information in the form of a letter which was 
handed by him to Rowjee, by Rowjee to Yeshwuntrao, and by th^ last to the Maharaja. After 
^ arrest of Salim itie was handed over by His Highness the Mohftraja the British autho¬ 
rities, and r^n his house being searched !>y Mri Honnusjee Wadia, who was then Fouzdar, 
a bundle of papers was discovered and sealed ujp. Upon exanaination of l^the bundle jsuine of 
these news-letters were discovered. TTirce are in my possessiop. One cjf them is admittedly 
in the handwriting of Jwgga^ the punkahwallah, and the otolp two are in a kandwritihg which 
has not yet been identified. L^st the learned Seijeant should make the same o^ei^ion tbgt 
he made regarding the four letters found in the jiOBsession of ;kyah, T shklVhbt- 'ftlludfkVtb 
the contents of those letters further for the present, thopigh afterwards 
hiduee the Commission'to receiib them. As I bafO ia^aoy A 
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Rnpeos 400 was made to Rowjee after his return from Nowaaree. 1 shall call evidonoe to show 
that at the time it is alieg^ that these paymeuts were made, Kowjee, though in receipt of only 
a small income for lus official services, was in possession of considerable sums of money, spent 
large sums in ornaments, and lived in a style quite inconsistent with the wages he was getting 
(or his services. 1 shall also prove that in his visits to the Palace he was accompanied some- 
times by Jugga, the punkahwallah, and at times by a man named Kabhia, whom, he says, he 
used to take with him, because he was afraid to go into the city at ni^ht by himself. That he 
obtained these ornaments will bo established by the evidence of fnends who bought them, 
and by the two goldsmiths who made them. With regard to the Jemadar I shall show that he, 
while in attendance on Colonel Phayre at Nowsaree, received from the Maharaja, through 
Yeshwuntrao, Rupees 250 as a present, and, after his return from Nowsaree, received his pro¬ 
portion of the Rupees 800 which 1 have already mentioned as having been divided between 
him, Rowjee, and Jugga. 1 think, therefore, tW the Commission, if they believe these 
witnesses, will have little doubt that communications fur improper purposes were made by His 
liighness the Maharaja, both directly and by his agents, with some of the servants employed 
by Colonel Phayre, or attached to the Residency, and that bribes were received by those 
servants for the purpose of obtaining from them the information to which 1 have referred. In 
regard to some of the communications which were so made by Rowjee, either by himself directly, 
or by means of the news-letters written by Jugga, evidence will be obtained from the letters 
themselves should the Commissiou determine to receive them. In regard to other matters of 
great importance, other evidence will be given by witnesses—by oiio, at all events, who received 
ill this manner an important official document, and read its contents to Uis Highness. Among 
(loeuriients communicated in a similar way there was at least one official document of consider¬ 
able iniportanco, to which I shall not at present refer further. I come now to the most im¬ 
portant branch of the case—tho attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. That attempt was discovered 
ny Colonel Pliayre on the 9th November, although it would appear from the evidence given that 
two previous attempts had been made to poison Colonel Phayre on 6th and 7th November. 
The person by whom the poison was attempted to be administered was Rowjee, tho havildar of 
peons, to whom 1 have already once or twice referred. The method employed for administering 
the poison was this: Colonel Phayre was in tho habit, every morning afttjr a walk or a ride, of 
proceeding to his office adjoining the main building of the Residency, where he had dressing 
accommodation. It was the duty of one of his servants named ifhdoolla to prepare every 
morning a tumbler of sherbet made of pummcjlow juice. Abduolla will tell you how lie made 
this sherbet and disposed of it. He used to put it on a table in Colonel Pliayre’s inner room 
and there leave it for his master. Upon the morning in question Abdoolla prepared this sherbet 
as usual. Of the various servant.^ who were employed about the bouse it ap))earB to have been 
tlie duty of Govlnd, hamal, to attend to this particular room. I sliall call (iovind, and be will 
toll you how he was occupied on this uioming. Rowjee, though lie had no immediato occu¬ 
pation in that room, was in the habit of going into it from time to time either to arrange pens 
or paper, or do some other little duties, so that his going into the room would not be caTculaled 
to excite suspicion. The |>osition which ho used to occupy in tho Residoncy was on tho outm* 
verandah,* wncrc a bench was placed for the acconiniodatinn of peons, and from that bench 
Rowjee would have a view of Colonel Phayre’s room, so that by simply remaining in the posi¬ 
tion ordinarily occupied by him he could sec much that was done inside, and particularly wliat 
was done with the sherbet when Colonel Phayre returned from his morning exercise. Oii tho 
morning in question, it will appear from Ruwjeo’s evidence, ho introduced into the goblet the 
poison which was so nearly iatal to Colonel Phayro. His method of administoring the poison 
was as follows: Having roceivod it from certain persons, he first of all made a solution of the 
poisonous compound in a small bottle and shook it so as to cause the particles of the poison to 
mix as thoroughly as possible with the water. He then pourod this solution into the goblet 
of sherbet which stood ready for Colonel Phayro. That there was poison put into the gdirlet I 
do not think tlie Commissior. will have the slightest 4loubt. Colonel l^hayre took two or three 
sips of the mixture. He did not like the taste. He thought it possible that the sherbet had 
been made from some bad pummelow, and threw a portion of it away. He sat down to w'ork, 
and in a short time symptoms exhibited thcmsulves which he had noticed on the two previous 
days, the Gth and 7th, and which he had attributed to poorlincss. His suspicions were rousod. 
Ho experienced great nausea and a dizxy feeling in the head and otlior curious symptoms, wliich 
led him to think that he had taken something that bad disagreed with him. He examined the 
goblet and noticed a sort of sediment in the small quantity of sherbet lei't iu the glass. He at 
once wrote to Dr. Seward, the Residency Surgeon, and asked him to come over to him. That 
note was given to a peon named Mahomed. When Dr. Seward heard the symptoms from 
Colonel Phayre, he took away the goblet at once to bis own residence, and made an investigation 
of tho contents of the glass, which satisfied him that the sediment was composed partly of arsenic 
and partly of some glittering substanOe which chemical authorities ssy was diamond dust. Not 
satistied with this examination, Dr. Soivard sent the remains of the sherbet, with the tumbler, to 
Dr. Gray, Chemical Analyser to the Bombay Govemroont; and Dr. Gray, after carefully 
(examining the sediment, arrived at precisely the same conclusion as Dr. Seward. 1 think, there¬ 
fore, that the Commission will have litde doubt as to the scienti&c part of. the evidence, and will 
a^ree that in this shq^bet on the morning in question a poisonous dose was introduced which 
might have taken away the life of Cci|onel Phayro. I shall now proceed to connect the Maha¬ 
raja and hm servants with this attempt upon the life of Colonel Phayre. It will, 1 think, he 
found beyond a doubt by poromission that on the^ morning of the 9tb November the,two 
men, Yeshwuntrao and Saliin,'who hatl been employed in all the previous negotiations wiiii the 
Residency servants, eame unusually early to the Residency. Their presence there at tliis hour 
will be tostified to by a number of witnesses. On bein^ asked by one witness why they had come 
so early, they said they had come with a present of fruit, as it was the Dewalee. But the excuse 


arrival at the Residency that this present of fruit arrive. It did not arrive nntil hi^-^pdiit 8 
the moiTting, whereas these men catne to' the Residency somewhere aboutd oVloek f bave 
men^oned tiiat Colonel Phayre sent a note to Dr. Seward by die peon named Mabomed« We 
hnd at once addressing himself to Mahomed. He rcouestiBSibim to go into the town and 
buy him some biscuits. The peon consented, but delivereu the note first to Dr. Seward, and 
then went into the city. Whether he reaUy went for the biscuits, or to give information, is A 
matter which the Commission must determine. Another point that, T think, I shall establish 
upon conclusive evidence is this: after Colonel Phayre had tasted this sherbet and set dowlS 
upon the table the glass containing the remains of it, and after the tnossago had been sent to 
pr, Sowardi Salim went on his horse and rode at full to a part of the city in which Rowjec 
lived with Jugga. What he did there I am not in a position to state to the Commission, althougli 
1 may say that evidence is furnished by the Maharaja himself in a statement he made to a 
witness called Damodhur Trimbuck or Damodhur Punt I shall allow this statement to bo 
made by the witness himself. But that he did go to the locality of the Palace will, I think, be 
proved beyond doubt He returned to the Residency after this visit, where he saw the Assistant 
Resident, Mr. Crawley-Bocvey, with whom he had some conversation. I now come to anotlior 
class of evidence in regard to this part of the case. I have said that the poisonous substance 
intended to be administered to Colonel Phayre was arsenic. Of the poisonous qualities of arsenic 
I need not tell you. But of the diamond dust I may mention tliat it has always been considered 
an efficacious means of destruction by the natives of this country. Dr. Norman Chevers, in his 
“ Manual of Medical Jurisprudence for India,” says:—“ Altliough this material has no place in 
“ Dr. Taylor's treatise, it is certain that a belief in its deadly potency existed long ago in 
“ Europe, and that the same idea is at present of considerable - prevalence in India.”' He then 
goes on to say that it ia considered ihat the Pijwder of Succession of the Itcdian poisoners was 
diamond dust. He states that Benvenuto Cellini relates tliat an attempt was made to poison 
him, when in prison at Rome, by the administration of pounded diamond in his foo^ and 
gives a number of other illustrations tending to show that in India diamond-dust was considered 
a competent noison. We are able to trace the source from which this diamond dust and arsenic 
was procuron. The evidence of Damodhur Punt, who formerly held the office of Private Secre¬ 
tary to the Gaokwar, and also had charge of His Highness’ private treasury, will prove that an 
application was made to hpn direct by tiio Maharaja to obtain arsenic. Damodhur Punt tried 
to obtain two tolahs from the Fouzdaree, which was then under the control of Mr. Hormusjee 
Wadia, but although a written order was sent fpr this poison, and it was said it was wanted for 
a horse, the poison was not supplied. Damodhur Punt, however, states that he subsequently 
obtained the required quantity from a Borah, and by direction of th(5 (raekwar gave it to Salim. 
With regard to the diamond dust, Damodhur Punt will tell you that it was purchased from 
Heinchund Futteychund, a jeweller, and that by direction of His Highness the Gaekwar it was 
given to Yeshwuntrao, Salim's assneiato. The arsenic and diamond dust thus obtained appear 
to have been compounded together and han/ied over by Salim to Rowjee on two occasions. The 
witnesses Nursoo and Kovyee will stale that it was by the express directions of Mulliar Rao 
tliat Salim was ordered to give these powders to them. 'I'ho first supply came to. Salim from 
N ursoo, wlio handed the powders over to Rowjee, and it would seem that tlio powder thus supplied 
was, it can be show'ii, administered to Colonel Phayre on the 7th November. That powder, as 1 
liave already said, did not take effect; and Salim and Rowjee, when they next saw ifis Iliglmess 
suy that they wore somewliat severely blamed by the Maharaja, who complained that tho poison 
had not been efficacious. On the same occasion that ho made this complaint, he said be would 
send for a further supply, and that further supply was handed over by Salim to Nursoo, who in 
his turn gave it to Kowjee. Kowjeo said that of the powders so obtained, some of them were 
used, and some remained with him. Of those that remained with him, one has been found. 
After the result of Dr. Seward’s analysis Rowjee was arrested upon suspicion. His belt was 
taken from him, and in a small pocket under one of the cross-pioccs a small packet was found 
wrapped up in paj-Kjr, which was found by Dr, Gray to contain seven grains of white arsenic. 
8.uthorities show that a fatal dose of arsonic is contained in two or three grains. But in this 
small packet there were, aa I have told you, seven grains. Of course it must bo obvious to the 
Commission, and to all who have hearef the statement I bavo been making, that the evidence 
against Uis Highness will depend very ranch upon the degree of cmdibiUty to be attached to 
Damodhur Punt, Nursoo, ana Rowjee in regard to this attempt upon the life of Colonel Phayre ; 
but I think that when the Commission has heard the manner in which that evidence has been 
given, and the entire absence of any connexion between the three persons, who have each told 
their story independently of one another, and yet with a large amount of agreement, it will be 
seen that, albeit a certain amount of doubt must attach to the testimony of persons giving their 
evidence under the circumstances of the witnesses just named, nevertheless the witnesses are 
telling a true story. I may say that the statements of Rowjee and Damodhur Punt were made 
under a promise of a free pardon, yet that of Nursoo Jemadar was made voluntarily after he 
had been told that no pardon would be granted to him. The evidence of Nursoo will, therefore, 
be a very important element in the considerations which will lead the Commission to form an 
opinion upon this case. There is one other circumstance in regard to Nursoo. He had been 
many yealrs in the service of the Residency, and held a high position among tho official servants 
at the Residency. After he boil given his evidence under the circumstances 1 have stated, he 
felt so strongly the disgrace he haa incurred, and tho falsity of allegiance of which he had been 
guilty, that he attempted to drown himself. There is u deep well near the Residency. One 
day ne broke away from his guards and jumped into the well, from which he was rescued by the 
police. I think that if tbe Commission were to visit this woll and took evidence as to its stse 
and depth, it will conclude that Nursoo must have .ntended self-destruction when he leaped into 
it But the evidence of Damodhur Punt not only corroborates the evidence of Nursoo and Row- 
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afaall be^^le tirsbow tbl» paymevtte wem* n^e outof tiie pnrate ,pui«e;to Yesfammtrao 
and Salim. 1 shall ba able ie riiow that most of these paymeikts were 'made on ^dhtos oomspond-' 
ing most nearly to those on fflnch peyments to the ayi^, Nursoo^ and R^ee 'werre made. The 
sums are not enaotly^ althoOgh they are nearly>the sacbe, but 1 think it is not an unreasonable 
inference from tho sums entered and the sums iH^nrsed that the disburnng persons retained a 
poifdoiiiittrlheiri^tseHsien. 1 shall show that subsequent to the inqi^y being institnted into 
this attempt to BoisOn Goionel Fhayre, by order of the clerks and officers who had charge 
these aitoounts. mnmsy^-attempts were made* to deface these en^s by pouring ink ovm:‘ the 
p^es where < ^im^s name occurred ; but: the object of it» I tliink, cannot be doubted hr Ihe 
Gommisaioh. I shall showy-moreover, from these accounts how the payment, or a part Of tho 
paymbni .was made to the jeweller Hemchund Who furnished the diamonds -uHhich were evmi-> 
tnally powdered into the diamond dust And with regard to these accounts i ehall' sbdw iVom 
the entires how the monies were disburset^ and that such entnes entirely correspond with the 
stateraent made by Damodliur Piint with regard to theiii at tho time when he haa no access to 
these: accounts, ^nd when be was peaking from memory with regard to them. 

1 shall'show from diese entries how the moneys were obtained. 

Tha^yment roade to Hemchund Putteychund was a payment of about Rupees 9,000, and 
there aro^^ a number of cross entries in regard to that payment which 1 may perhaps here 
shortly describe. There was an account kept caUed the Saving Account—Khosgeo. Two items 
from that account wei'e appropriated to the payment to Hemchund of the Rupees 8,000, 
which he waa to receive in part settlement of his claim for the diamond suppHect One of 
these items was*'an item to saving upon the discount in respect of goods supplied to the 
OaekWaf’s comndasariat, and that amounted to Rupees 1,856-12-.% from which Rimees 160 was 
to be deducted for-oil for lighting the tower over the gateway which adjoins the ralace. And 
thm ilB an endorsement in tho handwriting of Damodhur Punt directing that this sum shall be 
oredited to the Khasgee account on the lOth of Magsnr Vud. The other item was an item of 


jeweUef'an entry was made, nut in so many accounts snowing payments to tne jeweller, out 
shdwiwg payments of an entirely different cnorociter. These two sums were the aggregate of 
those two sums which wero directed on the 8th Mogsur Vud to be paid to one Rameshwur, the 
manager of the Swami Narayen's temple, in order to give a feaot to a number of Brahmins, but 
no such feast was given. Tne entries will show that the total derived from those two sums wtis, in 
point of fact, applied to the jiayment of Rupees 3,1)00 to tho jeweller Hemchund. It will not also 
wlto be noted by the Commisrion that the order directing this total sum to be paid to Rameshwur 
for the feast to bo given to the Brahmins is dated on the day previous to that on which one of 
tlm items was brought to account—the ono being brought to account on the 0th and the other 
on'the 8th I The order for payment of the two l)ear8 date tho 8th ? Hemchund, the jeweller, will, 
of course, be called, .md his evidence will, I think, be important, as showiim the way in which 
this purchase of diamonds was sought to be kept secret Ho will tell the Commissidh that he 
was applied to and that he really consented to take out a portion of liis own books in order that 
this entry miglit be cancelled. His books will be produced and he will state to the Commission 
the circumstances under which his books wero tampered with, and by whose desire they were so 
tampered with. 

1 now come -to another piece of evidence, which, 1 think, has a material bearing upon the case, 
as affecting His Highness personally. It was the habit of His Highness to visit Colonel 
Phayre, tho Resident, twice a week—on Monday and on Thursday. The attempt to 
poison, as 1 have alr^y stated, took place on the 9th November—which was on Monday 
—and on the Monday His Highness paid the usual visit. Colonel Phayre was still suffering 
from tho effects of the poison which lie had imbibed, but he did not know at that tin^e, as 
he had not heard from Br. Seward what he had taken. He received His Highness as usual, 
and was much struck by His Highness in the course of conversation describing to him 
almost exactly the symptoms under which he was suffering, and saying that there wa» a great 
deal of sickness a^ut tire town of such a character os Colonel Phayre was at that very moment 
8i|ffcriDg from. He said that ho had himself suffered in the*samc way. It is curious that such 
a conversation should take place. Cdloncl Phayre did notjtell Mulhar Rao what ho bad taken, 
or what his suppositions were at that time—he may have thought something had been put in his 
goblet He had no definite idea that he had partaken of poison, not having then seen Dr. Seward. 
But if Damodhur speaks truthfully, the Mahaitija knew prfectly well then that the attempt had 
been made'and had failed, because bn bis driving back from the Residency to the Palto he 
picked up Damo^ur Punt on the rood and had a oonversarion with him about it That con¬ 
versation Damodhur Punt will himse^ relate, l ^nk it will strike &e Commissioa that sudh ah 
attempt as'thisj-^-an attempt to poison the Resident,—was a circumstance that would rapuffy get 
wind m the town; it was a matter thgt could not remain long hid. It is curious, however, that 
it was not unt3 the f<d1l>wing Thursdly, when tiie second formal visit of the wedk cana^ round, 
that His Highness m^uie the slightesfallu^on to Colonel Hiavre on the subject He (hd not ^ 
at once on bearing of the repoi^ nor did he Oommumcate with Colonel Phayre. He waited till 
tfaeitime ofhk otmnary risit ph^:and &en saidhe had heard of it on the previous day, 
Vednesday. ^it.occason Ifis T^ghness was accompimied by ^ then Dewan Mr. Dadabboy 

i convursatib " . . » . ^ 



tintil two <laT8 afterwards, namel^m l&e 3.4tfa Kovdmber, on il^hich ocoaston a !>urW Jjraid^was 
Bent by the M^araja to Colonoll^ayre m &eBo words: 

Translation of Durbar Yad No. $0ff7, dated 14tb Nomnber 1&74, received on ^^t day in 
evening at 6.46 p.m,:— 

•* At a formal interview with you the day before yesterday I learned from you^ the par^ulare 
alraut the attempt made by some bad man to poison you, for which I am sorry, but it was the 
favour of God that his cruel design did not moot with success. 

** If it becomes necessi^ for you to obtain any assistance in proving the criminars guilt the 
tome will be given, 'rhie is written for your information,” 

Dated 14th November 1874. (Signed) R. Phaykk, Col., Resident, 

The only comment 1 make upon that letter is that it is a curious circumstance that it comes so 
late. I have now gene through the main points in the evidence which 1 shall proceed to lay 
before the Commission. 

1 do not at present propose to do more than make this brief recapitulation of the points to 
wht(!h the witnesses' attention will l>o directed. After the witnesses have been heard upon the 
subject and the cross-examination of my learned friend, I believe 1 shall be allowed, with the 
sanction of His Lordship, to proceed to sum up the evidence; and, in ease my learned friend 
should call any witnesses, to reply on the whole case. I shall not furthur take up the time of 
iho Court, but proceed to call witnesses without any further delay. 

No. I.-- Amina states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examination-in-ebiof. 

By Mr* Imerarity ,—My name is Amina. I remember when the Barodii Commission sat. 
At that time I was in the service of Mrs. Phayre as ayah, I remained in Mrg. Phayre's service 
until she went to England. After that 1 entered the service of Mrs. Boovoy as ayah. Mrs. Boevey 
was daughter of Mrs. Phayre, and lived at the Residency. 1 continued in Mrs. Boevey’s scrvico 
until Colonel Phayre wont to Bombay, I know Mulhar Rao Gaekwar. He used to come twice 
a week to the Residency. Once, while I was in the service of Mrs. Phayre, 1 went to the Haveli 
(Palace) of the Maharaja. I also went to that place 'when in the service of Mrs. Boevey. 

I went to the Haveli on two occasions during the time 1 was in Mrs. Boevey's service. I believe, 
as I have not been long in Baroda, that 1 went to the old Haveli. I believe that it is the old 
Haveli. I went to the oldllaveli on all three occasions. On the first occasion I was in Mrs. Phayro's 
service. T don't remember exactly when, but I think it w'as half-past nine or ton o’clock at 
nig lit This was about the close of the Baroda Commission, At that time I was living at. the 
(Kothi) Resideiu^. Faizu Cliobdar accompanied me. Wo wont on foot as far as the well. 
Tim well is at some distance from the Residency, close to the school, on the way to the city. 
There was a wheeled vehicle at the well. *1 and Faizu both wont in that carriage to the Haveli, 
Faizu was a fellow-soivaiit at the Residency, but he was employed there before mo. I was 

newly employed, I'he man pointed out* to me is the 

• A man is broHjrht into Court and idcntifiwl Faizu to whom I alludo. 1 had not seen at that time 

!))■ rtie vfitni'SH as Kaizu. anything at Baroda, but the {ffariwala) driver got up to 

a gate and stopped there. After the carnage stopped Salam came. Salam, J, and Fai/.u then 
went to the Haveli. I don’t remember just now, but I believe the distance between the carriage 
and the Haveli was 100 or 1.50 pjuies. Salam used to come with the Maharaja twice a week 
thii Residency. 1, Salam, and Faizu walked from where the carriage stopped to the Haveli ; 
and we entered tlio Haveli. We went upstairs. 1 and Salam went upstairs. Salam desired 
mo tti stay a little while, and Salam went away saying ho would inform the Maharaja of my 
arrivid. Salam returned along, with the Maharaja. 1 here is a eniull place where one can sil, 
something like a room, on the top of thp slairs. Just above the stairs is a email place—like a 
room ; it was lliere 1 sat. 1 did not observe whether there was a door in it. I and Faizu wore 
told to stand in that Binall place while Salam went to inform the Maharaja. Salam rctnrnod 
with the Maharaja. The Maharaja sat on a bench. I and Faizu sat down on tho floor, Salam 
remained standing. Tho Maharaja then asked me whethw I had heard the Madam Sahob saying 
anything about the Commission. I said, know nothing and I have heard nothing.” Then 
the Maharaja said, “ Do you say something to tho Madam Saheb on my behalf.” T said, “ I caii- 
“ not say anything or explain anything.” The Maharaja then said, “Should the Madam Saheb 
“ say anything at anytime, inform me through Salam or through Esh want. Rao.” That is all 
that took place as regards me on that occftsion. 'rben something occurred as regards Faizu. 
Faizu said something about his son who was then in the service of the Moliaraja. I did not take 
particular notice of what Faizu said. 1 do not know exactly how long Faizu and J remained 
in the small room, but I believe it was about half an hour, Eshwant Rao is a personal 

messenger in the service of the Maharaja, and used to accompany him twice a week to the 
Residency. After leaving tlie Haveli, Faizu, Salam, and I returned to where the gari was 
standing. Faizu and 1 got into the gni*i and went home. The gari stopped at the place whore 
we first got into it. 1 alighted and wont lo tho Residency. On the second occaeion when I 
went to the Haveli it was after the Maharaja returned from Nowsari.* It wiw in the month of 
June after the Maharaja had returned from Nowsari that 1 went to the Haveli. Salam asked 
me and. Karim Naik to come. Karim Naik was a peon serving under Mr. Boevey. At that 
time Mr. and Mrs. Boevey were residing at tho Residency. Mr. Boevey was tlion an Assistant 
to Colonel Phayre. On that occasion Karim Naik accompanied irie to the Haveli. This *.vaB 
in consequence of Salam's invitation. Wo went on foot aa far as a spot near tho school, and then 

* Mr. Sooble sUte» tlmt Counsel sgree thtit llis tlu? Uiiokwar was ut Nowsari fWnn the 2n(i April till the 16tb 

Muy 1S74.—J. J., 23/2/75. 
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we got into ft gm* It yfm not by day but by nigbt 1 believe it wes. about nr 
past, or half-past oight It h too long ipe to rommW e^uAy.> Tne dri^ of the 

carriage called for Salam eaine.^ Tb<ui. Salam, 1, Kitrafla IVaik got into llie g^ 

We west close to the Haveli, near the staircase. It wasruninga little at we tini& U was 
somewhere near.^alam’s house that Salai^i joined ua The house is in the town. Wa all throe 
alighted from the carrii^ and .went up upstairs. We went up one flight of stairs, and Laving 
got to the top of that mght, Salam desired me and Karim Naia to remain ,^ere. We 'went up 
two flights. It was there we were told to stand. Salam said he would go to inform 
Maharaja of our arrival. The Maharaja came and sat on the same bench whereon he sat, on 
the previous occasion. We were asked to come up u few steps to where the Mohari^a was 
sitting. I and Karim went and sat there, opposite to wboro the Maharaja was seated on the 
benem Salam stood. The Maharaja asked me whether the Madam Sabeb had said anything 
about the marriage at Nowsari. T mean Mrs. Boevey. I said to the Maharaja that 1 him 
heard nothing about it I further said, “ Mrs. Phayre has left for England.” I said, “ When she 
** rotutns from England something' good will happen to you. She is favourably disposed towards 
“ you, and so is Colonel Phayre.” Then the Maharaja said to Karim Naik, Do you say some- 
“ thing in my favour to Mr. Boevey.” 1 then said that Mr. Boevey did not attend to anything 
that any one might say; and Karim Naik saiil that he (Karim Naik) could do notliing. I then 
made salaam to the Maharaja and was about to go downstairs. Then I heard the Maharaja say 
to Salam, Do you give them a sum.” I understood tliat to refer to the marriage of tho 
Maharaja. Then after th.at .Salam, T, and Karim Naik went downstairs to where tho gari was 
standing. J heard Salam then say to Karim, ** Do you go to-morrow evening to Eshwant Roo’s 

house ? ” After that we got into the gari and went homo. On the evening of the following 
day Karim Naik told me that he had brought 200 rupees from Eshwantrao’s house, where tlic 
money had Imeii given him by Sabun. 

Oil the morning of the following day Karim paid me 100 nipees and kept 100 rupees for him¬ 
self. Tho time e*f my third visit to tho Maharaja was about eight or half-past eiglit of the 

evening. It was then I left the Residency. It was in 
„ * ,1!!^ ^ the Riimzan* month. Salam came and told me that the 

**'* 'erne. Maharaja urgently required me to come to him. Nobody 


wont with me except a boy named Chotu. 


y named Chotu. 1 and my husband and Chotu went on foot. My 
husband wont by tKe road loading to the bazaar to got a gari. lie got one, and I and Chotu 


(( 


(h 
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got into it near a banyan tree. My husband’s name is Sheik Abdulla. We went to the Aral)- 
khftna (Arab’s hotwe) near the Haveli, which place Salam had appointed for us to go to. When 
wc got to tho Arabkhana the driver of tho gari called out to .Salam. He came. 1 and Salam 
(Mitered the Haveli. We went U]>BtairH ; Chotu remained in tho gari. Ho did not come with us. 
1 and Salam went to the samo place whero we sat on previous o(?casions, Salam called out to 
the MaJiaraja, and tho Maharaja came and sat ou tho bench where he sat before. As .1 eat tbt' 
salt of the English (irovernmcnt I ifrill tell you all that occurred without suppression. '^Tlie 
Maliaraja first asked me this: Has the Madam Saheb been saying anything about the child ? ” 
Th(' Madam Saheb was Mrs. Boevey, and the child was oik« bom to the Maharaja. I said, 
The Madam Saheb has said nothing and f know nothing.” 1 then said, When the senior 
Madam Saheb (meaning Mrs. I^hayre) comes something good Will occur to you. She und 
Colonel Phayre both wish you well.” I then said to tho Maharaja, “When the Madam Saheb 
comes buck sounithing good will happen to you—do you attend to what the Saheb says—don’t 
be afraici.” Then Sab wn said, “ Can any charm be used ? ” Salam it was who first spoko about 
charm. Salam said. “ Should a charm be used, will the Salieb’s heart be turned ” but J did not 
exactly understand his meaning. T then said to Salam as well as to the Maharaja, “ Don’t you 
“ use any Jada (arts of sorcery) for the Saheb, for they will have no effect on a Saheb.” The 
reason T gave for that was this, that the Saheb people had faith in God. I'hcn Salam said to mi*, 
“ Should anything bo given to a Saheb, what do you think the oftect would be ? ” At this 1 fedt vei y 
much alanued, because before that I bad heard .something stated by two persons, i then said, 
“ Maharaja, I am going away.” 1 don’t see the Maharaja here now; if he were here ho w'oubi 
corroborate mo. Then Salam addressing me said, “Hear what the Maharaja will tell you, and if 
“ you attend to him you will have enough to live on for the rest of your life.” Salam tH<m said 
i(» me, “Your husband will also got employment, and you too .will not hjive to serve any 
more.” I said in roturij to Salam “I hav(» not lajen starving all this time back ; “T have fijM'iit 
“ all my life liithortw serving the English.'” Just then, as 1 was about to ^ away, I said to tht^ 
Maharaja, “ Don't you listen to what anybody may tell you to do to the Saheb, for if aiiytlilng 
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gari as far as the banyan (irud) tree; then we alighted and went homo. I saw Salam again wfien 
b(^ came with the Maharaja to the Residency. He then came to me on that occasion to tlie 
dispense-room and said to me, “ I have placed Rupees 50 under your cot” He meant scant, ue., 
Baroda rupees. My cot was in my room. I was not in my room. My room is near the kitchen 
in the compound. I wont to my roon^ and under my bedding 1 found Rupees 50. My husband 
Wits not living with roe when I went to the Haveli on these three occasions. Ou the first occasion 
\w Avas in Bombay. On the second owasion he was in the service of Major Blakeney at Baroda. 
On the third occasion he was living iirmy house,—1 mean my room at the Residency. I informed 
my husband that I b^ been on th^e Wo occasions. I refer to the Srst two visits; that which 1 
made first and that after Hie Mftjpiraja’l retimi from Noweari. I don’t remcmW where my bushed 
W .18 on the other occasion. WhoA wo-were opart we corresponded in writing. The first letter 
«as written when 1 w^ent to Bombay, f I don’t know bow to tead. I went to Bombay- when Mrs. 
I’liayrc went there—in March of last year. It was when Mrs. Phayre went to England. Sy^ 


p^m 

woen 



doi^ t rememb^ whemr my toa U and ae^l^ q^e.4iiy b^ter ;or Ow 
to be Wittra irw i^turned to me by tbe Pjost Omoe., .1 believe you 
tbink" ' , . . ^ •?- V* , .. . . -.9 




I neni my bueband two letters Bombay, though 1 tun not quite sure^ e^d, one V^en.bse 
was at Mdbable$hwur* I canH be sure. I remember making a statement te It^- Souten, - '!^^^ 
v^ry ill at that time. Dr. SeWard kno^ the state of my ^^th then. He a plaster" on my 
stomach and leached mcu ^ ^ 

Cross-examination by Serjeani JJallantine,^! spdnt the Euj^s 50 found in my b^ during the 
^Uutizan month. I gave religious mendicants a feast. Mynusbandwas Uymg wijth me at the. 
time. He knew of the rupees. I used to manage the house expenses. I tola him I found' the 
Rupees 50 under the bedding, .ind that Salim bad told me I would find them there. I have been 
five times to Enghind {here witness sheds tears]. I told my husband that Karim Naik told me 
the. Rupees 100 were a pret-ent given on the occasion of the marriage. 1 did not tell hiin ^t it 
was for poisoning Colonel Phayre, for there was nothing said about poisoning, i did not under¬ 
stand, that there was a suggestion that Colonel Phayro should be poisoned. I had some apprehension 
in my own mind from what tliose two ptn-sons said. On the third occasion 1 thought of wlmt 
they said. 1 understood from what they said to me-that soroottiing was to be donembout poisoning 
Colonel Pliayre. 1 was much alarmed. 1 did not tell my husband. How could 1 tell uim mure 
uncertain bazaar gup ? When the Mahariya spoke to me on the third occasion 1 remembered^ what 
these two men hod said to me ; hut the Maharaja did not then speak about poison. On the third 
occasion it somewhat dccuiTed to me that it was suggested to me to assist in poisoning Coloual 
Phayre. ' My husband was not at tliat time in the Residency service. I did tell my husband that 
Salaro said something about giving something to turn Colonel Phayre’s heart.. 1 understood that 
poison was intended, and this (conclusion I came to from what Pedro and Raoji said- Without these 
two men had said this, } should not have suspected that the Maharaja intended to poison. The two 
men 1 mean arc l^edro and Kaoji. Pedro and Raoji were not the persons who told me; they were 
two other persons. When J mentioned Pedro and liaoji I was not thinking of what I stud. - 1 am 
not qiiite well yet; my arms and legs are swollen. The two men who spoke were Karim Naik and 
the Ka/i of Chanwad. This was a^ut a month heforo my third visit to the Maharaja. They did 
not mention the Saheb, but it struck me that Colonel J^hayre was meant How could I tell my 
Madam Saheb or my Saheb ? i did not think that any one in our bungalow would poison him. 
That was my only reason for not tolling him. 'Fhe persons tVom whom 1 got the infortnation 
told me that Pedro and Raoji were in great favour with the Maharaja; but 1 did not think Ihey 
would poison him. T was not aware of such things in. native territories. I never heard of suen 
an occurrence before. 1 did not think such a thing could happen to a Saheb. I was much 
frightened at what the Maharaja and Salam said, t folt frightened at what the two men said. 

I had no ground for holding it tru(^ but 1 thought it might he more biuaar gup. 1 felt frightened 
when before the Maharaja. 1 thought if 1 inentionea it 1 might be kilW outright. 1 being a 
woman was frightened. How could 1 tell*the Saheb or Madam? 1 did not thmk anybody in 
the bungalow would do such a thing. 1 said te my husband that 1 thought something might be 
giv«m. I told my husband this ; but it seemed to me that nobody in the bungalow wOiild do such 
a thing. 1 doirt retnembor how long after this was. 1 did not mentlou poison at all to my 
Imsband. 1 said that something might he given. T don’t rornember whether I mentioned to him 
about poison. T don’t remember whether J. lueutioiK^d poison to my husband at all. 1 mentioned 
' that it had been said to me that sonicthing might be given to the Saheb to turn his heart in 
order that‘the Saiieb might be induced to do some good for the Maharaja. J mentioned this 
to luy husband on the (lav following my third interview with the Maharaja. 1 said luitiiing to 
liim about it the night before- 

(Signed) Joiik Jakdink, 

Baroda, 23rd February 1875. Secretory to the Commissioners. 


No. 1 .—Amtna recalled and Solemnly Aflfinued. 

OrosH-oxamimition by Scrjtmit BfUiuntim ,—I know nothing about the putting of poison 
into Colonel fiinyre’K glass, but 1 heard about it. I don’t remember the exact time. I was 
then living at the Jtesidcncy. 1 heard of it afterwards. 1 did not mention what I have told 
about tlio poisoning to anylH)dy wh(;n I li(jar(i of it. To whom could I mention it ? The 
iiiquiiy wart regarding tlio ^loisoning, not witli regard to my going and coming. For that 
i-ooson whose name could 1 mention? t was' aware that Colonel Phayro (juostionod 1113 ' 
husband. Whose named could 1 mention in order that my husband might tell him ? I don’t 
remember whether I said yesterday that I mtmtioned it to my husltand. 1 have not seen my 
husband siD<je yesterday. I was cautioned not to have comumnication witli my busbaud. 
T was KO caubioiied by Khan Bahadur and the sepoys. 1 had no talk witli tho police since 
yesterday. I was not allowed to cxmimunicate with any one. 1 adhere to my previous 
statement, that I suspected poisoning from what two men t(dd me, not from what the Maharaja 
said. At ray third interview the Maiaiaja did not say anything to nie about administemg 
poisem. I told the Maluwoja that he should do mithiiig to cause injury to the Saheb; in 
which case he would be ruined. I have stated what I said. Wlien the Khan Bahadur and 
Mi\ Souter came and inquiry was set on foot as to this going and coming, I stated what 
occurred. TOs wns after Mr. Skmter arrived from Bombay. I wua veay sick at the tdme. 

It is agreed that tho witness’s first statement to Mr. Souter was taken dowji m Uie ^&tb, 
Deoembei' 1874. 'I . ! 




Mr. ^ not 1 made my statement to Akbar I Jc^ Jum in Bombay 

sinco Mr. Forjett’e ta^ 1 identify Akbar Ali as the man nailed ^ Aeikr: ^ I 

remember 1 made a statement to Mr. Souter two days 

• Aouwniai^difl.Mdid^atiMbj-witnett. ^jjg *|)ove to Akbar Ali. Befmn making the 

Htafcenibnt to Akbar Ali I was in confinement. I had not been confined before that. 

By Mt, MdviU, Commissioner.*—I said to Akbar Ali when I firet saw him that I could not 
make my staieinezit. I was very ilL I said I would make it aftewards. It was on that day 
I was placed in confinement 

Cross-examination resumed.—1 fii-st said that I was then very sick, and when I recoveied 
I would make a statement. It was then Akbar Ali put me in confinement. I don’t remember 
whether I was confined l*efore or after making the statement. I was lying on my cot at the 
time very ill. "When Akbar AU-came to meandspoke, he said tti me I must not go away. I 
was firet confined in my room, and my liusbond was not allowed to come near me, and, as far as • 
I can remember, I was taken two days after, to the hospital. I made a statement to Akbar 
Ali on tlie firat^ay to this effect, viz., that I would tell everything. Afterwards I was taken 
to Mr. Souter. I told Akbar Ali that I was very ill. I don’t know what exactly occurred 
just after. I believe I was taken to another r(x>m; I was very sick. Aitei’wards all the 
people came to take my statement I merely stated to Akbai- Ali that I had gone; but being 
ill could not moke a lengthy statement It is true that 1 made a statement to Akbar Ali 
in presence of a caHman and a boy. I did not tell everything then, because 1 was very sick. 
Ask Dr. Seward about my health. I think 'from memory that it was two days after that 
tljat I saw Mr. Souter. I was in another room to which I had been taken ; there were sepoys 
j)reaont. It was a room in the same bungalow (Mr. Boevey’s bungalowV There were present 
He|-K)ya, Khan Bahadur Akimr Ali, and Abdul Ali. J don't remember how many He}>oys were 
jn-esont, l>eing sick. On that occasion Mr. Souter took down my statement in writing. He 
told me to tell everything I knew. I made a statement to Mr. Souter about something I had 
forgotten. Mr. Souter asked me about the poison. I answered I knew nothing about the 
poisoning, and then 1 told him all I knew. When asked by Mr. Souter about the poisoning, 
I said I knew nothing alM>ut it, but that two persons mentioned it to me, and I then stated 
what I had heard. Mr. Souter a.sked me if the Maharaja had said anything to me about the 
poisoning, and I said that I knew nothing about it, and had told all I knew. Q.—Did Akbar 
Alt or Abdul Ali say to you that tlie Maharaja must have said something? A.—lliey threa¬ 
tened me ; and they said, “ If the Maharaja did say anything to you about it, state it” I 
said I liad stated all that I knew. 1 was not threatened. I dul not say I wa.s threatened. 
They said the Maharaja must have said something to mo about poisoning. I said he had not. 
It is not true that Akbar Ali or Abdul Ali threatened me (damhfuw). I may have said 
it I think I said they asked me. I am now in confinement—in charge of Police sepoys, 
Mr. Souter did not read my statement over to me. Nobody else came to me. I am in con 
finement Q.—Did you see Mr. Cleveland? A.—I don’t know anylsidy, 1 am in confine¬ 
ment I made no other statement to Mr. Souter, but I did to a Vakeel, that is, a Vakecl or 
Barrister. At the hospital I did make another statement to Mr. Souter. I tell no lies. My 
second statement was after J was sent to the hospital. 

It is agi’oed that the day was the 21st Deoember 1874*. 

I sent for Mr. Souter, and l)e came iu order that I might tell him all I knew. I spoke (o 
Dr. Seward or somebody else about it, but 1 don’t remember whom J sent 1 spoke to some- 
IsKly, not Akbar AH or Abdul Ali. 1 W'as tlion under a guard of sepoys, an(l nobody was 
allowed to come to me. Q.—How did you get to the Maharaja the lirst time ? A.—1 did 
not then know Baroda. I have seen England, Cawnpore, Aboo, Simla, and Arabia. Sahuri 
and Faizu were after me for about two months. They asked me from tiiAe to time to go to 
the Maharaja to make my salaam. I went not because I knew not how to go. Faizu and 
Salam said to me, '* Don’t you fear,” and Salam said 1 should go with Faizu. 1 was unwilling 
to go because 1 had never been to the Maharaja. I had not been to Baroda befoie. I do not 
know (poc/ia-ttfa) Damodliar Punt. I don't know who is meant. 1 never, saw him. Faizu 
persuaded me against my will to go to the Maharaja. 

Ke-examination by Mv. 3cohle .—The Vakeel 1 alluded to as the man to whom I made a 

statement to is the gentleman here.* I made a state¬ 
ment to him ; it was not read over. Between my first 
statement to Mr. Souter and my second to him 
(Mr. Souter) at the hospital I did not See either Akbar Ali or Abdul Ali, nor iu that interval 
had I any communication with any policeman. I was under guard. 1 was in a regimental 
hospital. The regimental doctor, whose name I know not, and also Dr, Seward, came to see 
me there. Khan Bahadur came with a gariwala and a ]K»y. That was the first time 1 saw 
Khan Bahadur. I was in my cot in^iuy room sick. 1 had fever four or five days before that^ 
and also had liver. For the said foi^ or five days I had been lying sick. I did not know 
the cartman before meeting him with Khan Bahadur. The cartman's name was like Tabe or 
Kabai. I don’t know the nAnnes ^reahout. The boy’s name was Chotu, niy servant. On 
that occasion all thakl said was that' I was not able to tell everything. 1 was afraid of the 
cartman and the boy. I sold 1 wou^ afterwards tell eveiything, and that I had visited the 
Maharaja throe times. I was put iu confi!nement after that in another room in the same 


^ Witnesfi i4eutifie«Mr. Cleveland, Solicitor in 
Court. 









WM pkood «l the^ddoff of my room, a&d rooudnod tboro tiU i iw 
1 did not 8oe my hnatMmd altar thftt. 1 doQ^t remember &&. Souter Oft 8MW^ 
that 1 aaW Khan Bahadur, the otuiman. and the boy. 1 Mraa yestei'day oakod about fM||wk at 
my third viait to the &Caharaja I laenU^jned Kvil and Karhii aa the oauM of my X 

did not exactly underatand what was lutiaat when the two men dint siwkc to me. I begatt to 
be lightened at what they said when I weno the third time tu thf) Maharaja. [ speak a little 
Jiluglish. 1 don't understand dilhoalt English. M.y Madam SaUeb usu^y spokft Hindnstani 
to me, and sometimes Englii^U. On two of the three occaaions of my visit) iijr the Goakwat I 
obtained leave to go out from Mrs. Boovey. 1 meritiunod to Mi\ Houter what 1 ha^l hoard ft-om 
Kazi and Karim. 

By the Pre»i(Unt —1 don’t know the drivers who took me to the Malionija. It was night. 
I don't know their names. Yes. I know the name of one. Salam told me it. lie oalliMi it 
Sandal. That was when Salam told mo to eonu'^ to hiH house. Ho said then that Sandal 
know his house. 1 bod not seen Sandal at any time befons but I saw him the following day 
when he oamo to Karim to demand his fare for the guri. There*were either 20 days or ft 
month between my hearing about poisoning Oolonol Phuyro an<l my third visit to the 
Gnokwai'. I am quite sure I went on the third visit 'before my hearing the attempt 
to poison. 

(Signed) John Jardink. 

Uaroda, 24th Kobruaiy 1K75. Secretary to the Commjsftioiiers. 


No. II.—I\vi/u Ramzan states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Kxamiuatiun-in>Chief. 

By A/r. HcdfUe, —My name U Faizu Ramzan, i was employed as a Cholidar for 20 years at 
the liesidency. 1 remember the Committee sitting at Haroda. 1 know tlio ayah Aminu I 
went with that ayah during the time that Comniishiou vv.w sitting to the Maharaja in Ibo city 
i1 was at niglit, after niue o’ob»ek ; we went in a gari. I do)i't know who tlie diiver of the gaii 
WAS. Salam Sowar came and ssud that he would send a gari. We found tlie gari at a placu near 
the school where Salam>—1 moan Salam's raan->said it wouhl l>e found waiting for as. 1 and the 
ayah drove in tliat gari to tho city. Wo did not see anybody on the road. We had a meeting 
with the Maharaja. Before that meeting wo did not meet {inUtia) anyone. When we got to thi‘ 
Chapani gate, which is near the new bazaar, outside the city, one of the city gates, the gari was 
stopped, when I and tho ayah alighted, and we then found Salim the sowar. We accompanied 
him to the Maharaja. We found the Maharaja in the llaveli upstairs. The Hdveli is 200 or 250 
paces from the Cliapaiii gate. We entered the llaveli by a staircase in the dii*cction of the 
Nazar Bagh. The Nazar JJagh is a gardopjat tho back ot the IfavcH, and adjoins it; and the 
front of the Haveli adjoins a public street, l^hc staircase hy which we wont is in tho dire<.‘tion 
of the Nazar Bagh. It was night. We went up very high. Ido not remeinlKT whether wc 
went up two stories or three. I and the ayah sat down, and tiicn 'Salam wont to inform tlie 
Maharaja. Where we sat was a bench and 1 saw a mirror one; it was night. 1 could nol sco 
how many mirrorb. The place was a small room. We found this sort of sitting place at tlie lop 
of the stairs. The place was just in front as we ascended. Ab I and the ayah were sitting tlien* 
after a little time the Maharaja came. I know it was iho Maharaja, because I reeogiii/ed iiini as 
the Maharaja who came to the Residency. The Maharaja having como, sat down on a bench. 1 
salaamed to' him. He then said to the ayah, “You do not como to mo.'’ I'lio ayah said, " J have 
“ no leisure.” The Maharaja said to the ayah, ‘‘ Do you bpeak to the Madam Saheh in my favour. 
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I'he ayah 


Maliaraja, 

“ helpless man.” After that, some talk took place, and soon after I went away, 
went away willi mo. What I said was that my son was servant, and therefore people were 
itiiniical to me. He is a sowar. He entered tlio bCiviceinthe time ofKbanderao Maharoj live 
or six years ago. His ago is about 1C or 17 years at tlie present time. He gets 10 kutcha 
• A m.n i. ...lied into Court u.d F«.., of which 10 are wui til only eight rupees. 'I'his 

iiicntiflcshimaMthecaihuan. The man buys hw lb his pay monthly, and has always been bo since he 
name is Karbhoi I'ooiiiabhai. eiitercu that employ. 1 would 1)6 able to recognize the 

gariwala if 1 were to seohiin—the man who drove us to tho MahariCja on that occasion. 1 
identify the man now called into tho Court as tho caiimaii.*' 



said 1 knew nothing about it 1 said nothing about my visit to tlie Maharaja, bet^auso the other 
.* Resid* ’ ---- i — -i--I-..:. .A^^. 

nention 

poisoning, onu learea x might 
After my first examination was taken by Colonol Phayro, he sent for nio two days afwr, and took 
down mv name, and asked how long 1 had been in the service ; and again after those two 



poison. I remained alter uoionex Phayre went away. X was put 
ment two days alter this poisoning matter, and havo been in confinement ever smee till now. 
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am now liviog in $> tenKvfi^ A fUlurd over me. .1 am in Abdul v XAn^. {teml J^nMu 

He woe <me of tbe. pi^r|u(^yno aodused me oi‘ msoning my t^eupbc^ 4 t' ^ 

bungalow did eo. J WARt ^ ^ l^abariytt with the ayah alreadv dkwedt .^0 ^wmr told 
‘ both mo and the ayf^ to come in the evening y hb name is Sakm. 1the ayah wore etonchng 
at the Residency bungalow, and SaUm came with some fruit He had bi^, to the Satt^ with 
some fruit, and came to us on his return. Salaiu said, “ Do you con^ th^e Be had 

- frequently spoken to us before about going, ^d I said what business had 1 to go ? I did not 
pbnuade the ayah; ^he is not a child requiring persuasion; she went df own accord. Both 
the ayah And 1 went to the h^araja of our own accord^ not by force. 1 went because thb ayah 
went. 1 had no other business to go there for. The ayah said, ** 1 hare been ask^ tor a long 
“ time to go. let us go.*’ I did not ask hor for what purpose. Q.—Did you mention before the 
2dth December, when you were examined by Mr. Souter, anything about your visit to the 
Maharaja ? A.—I did not tmdl then tell any person about iu Nobody told me before that 
statement was taken that the ayah had been examined. 1 did not know that she had. I was 
taken one day and made to stand up, and the gariwala to stand up in another place. The driver 
of the gari gave his evidei^ and the ayah gave her’s. The ayah was inside because she was 
sick, and we were standing outside. Then 1 admitted that 1 had ^ne on one ocoa^on, and the 

- reason of my admitting this was that the ayah and the cartman had admitted it Somebody 

told me that the ayah had said 1 had gone with her. The driver confessed the same, and then I 
acknowledg(^. Nobody told me that the ayah had admitted: I was taken to the place where 
the ayah was, and 1 was put in one place and the cartman in the other. Then 1 acknowledged 
that 1 had gone on one occasion. When 1 was standing at the ayah’s door, she said nothing in 
my presence. As the two persons who bad gone were there 1 admitted that I had gone. 1 did 
not then know that she had admitted. As the witnesses had been found, 1 admitted having gone. 
At that time Akbar Ali was not there, nor Abdul Ali, nor any person. Akbar Ali was some 
distance oif, and Rao Salieh was there. I spoke first, before the ayah or the cartman did. I said 
1 wont once. Nobody said aiiytliing to me. Wo were not allowed to talk to persons kept in 
confinement. I was asked whether 1 had gone, and I said that 1 did go. Rao Saheb asked 

me that. 

Re-examination by Mr, ScohU ,—^The place where the ayah, myself, and the cartman were made 
to stand was the hospital. Between Colonel Phayre’s arresting me and my being taken to the 
hospital I had no communication with the ayah. 1 saw the ayah at the hospital. I had no 
conversation with her then, nor did she make any statement in my presence, nor did the cartman 
do so. I gave my statement to Mr. Souter on a Monday when he was leaving Baroda. I don’t 
remember how many days.this was after seeing the ayan at the hospital. In the interval I did 
not see the ayah or the gariwala, nor hear what they had said. 1 have been 30 years in 
service of the (Toverument. 

By the PresidoiU at request of Maja iSVr Dinkar [too ,—The Palace I went to is that called the 
HavoU. My son entered the Oaokwar’s service in Khanderao’s time. 1 requested the Resident, 
Wallace Saheb, about it when ho was about to go. 1 asked him that I miglit be employed under 
Khandcrao. Wallace Saheb tlien tra nsferred me and another man to Khanderao’s service. 'Phat. 
man’s name is Syed Huseiii. I stayed in Khanderao’s service two years, and after that Colonel 
Barr took me back to the Residency, and my son got ray pliice with tlio Maharaj. 

(Signed) Jouk Jaiidink, 

Baroda, 24th February 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. III.—Kaubhai PooNJABiiAi states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examinatiou-iu-chief 

By Jlfr. Inverarity .—My name is ICarbhai Poonjabhai, in service of Ramchander Halva, 
and I live in the Cantonment Bazaar. I know Faizu, the Ohobdar at the Residency, because 
ho was with the ayah when tliey went with ray gari. That was a long time ago, a yeai‘ or 
a year and a quarter ago. They got into the gari at a place near the School, and went to 
the CJhapani gate. They ttdd me to stop the gari there and stay there. I don’t exactly 
rcmeml»er the liour, but I think they got into the cart at eight o’clock at night I observed 
tliat after gottbig out of my cart they went into the city through the ^teway, that is the 
road that leads to the Haveli. 1 stopped there as they desired me. Tliey returned after 
eleven o’clock. I was asleep then; they awoke mo and got into the cart, and drove to the 
place where there is a school At that place they got out and went towards the Residency. 
The Residency is at the other side of the maidan in which the s^wt is where the gari wae 
stopped. " • 

Cross-examined by Serjeant Batlantine.'^The woman now iu Court is the same that I 
* The witncM Amina ie called into Court aid (Irove.* I Came from Barton Saheb's hungalow where 
identified by witneu. I -vvas in oustody in a tent. Mr. Souter lives there, but 

the tent is some distance from the htoigalcw. After the Maharaja was arrested I was taken up. 

T am kept in custody in order not td communicate with any person. I have done nothing hut 
drive these people in my cart. I inj^rmed my master on that night that Faizu and the ayah 
hod got into my gari and that I di'o^. them as described. I told nobody else. My ma^iter is 
Ramchandar. I had seen tjie. fl>yah one occasion when I drove to the Residency, 1 had 
seen i'ui*u before, hut li^ nw.^pok^ to hinn I told my master the satna night J returned 
iroin'the drive. I ■was asked to poii|t out al^the hospital, who the ayah w^ that rode in my 
gari, and .l pointed her out. On thal ooca»ma Fahsu waspresant at some distafUae. .1 pointed 
Kalzu out. , Some man of Souters WAS theror~AJ(:bar All Khan Saheb. It was to Akbar 

* l* 'r' . 1 'n ■ . • ws. '. T_ ! ^ L -I_— _ i_ _ • . a. T 1 « 



• < Ifc 

vhetbor Fadsft olMerVod me pointing bltt imf:' He inm obAut off asthe 4dge tiiU ^)OM 
in. Before this 1 had uot^lniod him out, ae ] h^ no ooteddii. I ir^ told to holt at 
him i>om where 1 was at the time. I Was just hmore doing aeked if 1 ooold- moOgnino 

him. 1 vnw asked, ** Did he go in your cart f It was, ” See if you can reoogmxe that man 
“ as the man who went in your cart ? There was no other woman but iiie ayah; c^ah 
was insida Ky maeter is not in custody. He has to look after four garis and to look 
after outstandings, and has no time to look nftor rae. I hav'o not seen him since I wont into 
cunfinement. I did not tell Akbar Ali or anybody that 1 had told my master that those 
persons went into my gari. It depends on Govomment whether 1 get out of oon6nemeiit. > 
Nobody told me that matter dt^cnded on the issue of this case. I was told I should set 
free after this business is over. Akbar Ali asked me nothing, but Hr. Soutor took down my 
statement. Kr. Souter told mo that when the Hirknr’s business should be over, I should 
* set free. 

Ile-examination >»y Mr. i8^o6/r.—Tlio confinement is only eating, drinking, and sitting. 
'Diere is no remedy against au order of the Sirkar. I agrw* to whatever order rhe Government 
may give. I am a married man and have children. 

(Signed) John Jardine, 

Baioda, 24th February 1875 Secretary to the Oommissionerh. 


No. IV.—SriKiK Kaium states on Solemn Affirmation 

Examinatioii-iu><'h ief 

By Mr. Ht'ohlr .—My iiatue is ShoiU Karim. 1 am a poon under Mr Boovey, who was 
Assisbint lloHident heij*. I was in his sorvice wlieii he went to .Nowsari last yeai-. After 
the Hivt fall of rain he retumed. 1 romerahor alW his Teturn from Nowsnri going with 
the ayah. About eight ‘lays afWr iny rotiini I went with lior to the Maharaj. 'J’his wjis 
uljout eight o’clock at night. T and the ay.di wetit in a gari from hero The ayah luul 
]»reviously desired me to eall a oertain gaviwaU named Sandal I did call Kuj», and ho 
brought a gjiri for ub to a pJaco near the School, land the ayah got into the gari near th(5 
Kidiool The ayah told the driver to go to Salam's house. I think Sahim is a fiauH in the 
Malumga's service. When wo got near it Sanrlal. the dnver, went to call Saloin. Salam 
eanie ami got into the gari with tis, ami then we all three went to the Havcli,^ I moan the 
Palaec near the inandv) or tower with a cloek in it When we got there Solaui took mo ntid 
blie ayah upstairs to the Mahaiuj. Wo went u]i by a do<»r at the back of the llavidi. The 
Nazerbagh adjoins that entrance There are two Havelies withn covered way between them. 
Having entered this door we went igntaiih with Salam 1 know where^ W(‘ were tak<‘n Wo 
w(*nt Uinmgh two rooms, and wore tohl to sit in tlie third room. 1 did not (Miunt Uio story 
nor the number of staireases 1 tiniik there weie two or three staircases ^fho room where 
wo s»it was a story above the two rooms thiough w hieh we passed. 1 had to turn when I 
got to the U»p of th<‘ stairs to got into tin* room Nobody came tliere No one was there 
when we anived. 1 did uol 8(*o tlio Maharaj t>n that occasion. The ayah stayed with ino 
the whole time J was tliore. J was theie about three-quartei's of an hour. From tliat room 
T, tlie ayah, and Sahiui went to the Maharaj. When we went upstairs and gob to tbo top wo 
saw the Maharaj sitting on a bench elos«> to the top of the stairs. Tlie place where we hail 
to turn was between the r<»oms wliori* we wi'in* waging and the place wliere we found the Ma¬ 
haraj. ITn* ayah sat down and fonverotid with tlie Maharaj 1 stood aside. ! <]id not join in the 
eonversation No one else was there except mo and Salam and the ayah and the Maharaj 
The ayah eomiueueed Hpeaking about the wedding 'fhe Maharaj asked the ayah whether the 
Saliob was angry with hiiu on account of tliat mairiago having takon place. The ayah there- 
u]ion said, “ T eaiinob say anything now, but when tbo Madam Salicb comes, I will be able 
“ to talk bor over” Tbo ayali said slio did not go to tli^aheb’s room, but she wouhl »|Miak 
to tbo Madniii Saheb whenshreame Tbo Maliaraj adilroHsing me said, ''Will ytm oxpluu 
bhingB to your Saheb?” T said, ** My Saheb won’t attend to what T or others say to him. 
llo does what is proper Ut his own mind ” I had no further conversation. Wo w^oro at tlie 
Haveli about au hour Wt* wont downstairs after <hat, and then came to the Residency. 
Next day the ayah tohl me to go to Eshwimf' l^fw> iu order to get a present on the fwicaHion of 
the mairiago. 1 knew Eshwani Rao because be came every fourth day to the Rewdoney with 
fruit for t£e Resident from the Maharaja. 1 went the next day to Kshwunt lloo. Salam 
and EshwMit Rao were there and nt» other |>er8ou Salam gave me two huudretl rupoos, and 
told me to keep one hundred myself and give the other hundred to tbo ayah as a present <»n 
account <rf the Nowssiri wedding I kept tlm hundred ru})eoB for that night, and at six o’clock 
next morning 1 took thorn with me and gave them to the ayah. 

Crose-examinivtion by Setjeani liaU<(AiLine.--A gave thorn to her in her husband’s presenoa 
After the attempt at ]>oifloning Colonel Phayre questioned me. 

It is agreed tliat this was the 13th j^ovember 1874. 

It was not Colonel Phayre but Mr. Boovey; Colonel Phayre was not then present but in 
hie office. Colonel Phayre did nob read over my statement to me. I did not toll Mr. Boovey 
about my visit to the Maharaj. I was questionod aliout Salam but not about the MAhoraj. I 
told lum that 1 had a quarrel with the Arab Sowar Salam. J did tell Mr. Boevoy that 

me that I should vpIjiic wliat pnssoil in JMiau Pooiiokar’s matter and bo rewarded for it. 
1 t*>Id him oV Salam’s enmity causing him to vefuiw* my going in a servantH’ cart on the way 
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to Makiapop." I said tluA I had d auMrel -»rith SalMJ a* Makwimr on 
funridiiiw iiifomaaoh doaired by him. 1 ims afraid of being wJBWod m the poiaoning 
mattw; therefore I did not tell Mr. BoOv^ of my visit to the MrimraiJ. I am nov te con- 
daoment. I waa pat in confinement about a fortnight after my statement to Mr. BMvey. 

OsuMol road, from r.uim..ont, sod vitto.. I afterwards made a statement to Mr Soutw. I told 
repliea. Mr. Souter all I knew. I told him—‘Last hot 

•* weather I went with the Aasistant Reeident to Nowsari and on i-etum went with an ayah 
“ to the Habiwaj. We went in a oart to the houae of Salam Sowar and then With him to 
“ the HaVeli, and then all three through a private entrance uj^stairB. The Mahany, Salam, 
'* and the ayah had a private talk for about an hour. We retumpd to the Residency about 
“ eleven o’clock.'^ \ did' tell Mr. Souter about the conversation. I told Mr. Souter the 
talk between the ayah and the Maliariy. I was examined by Mr. Souter only onoe. What I 
said was written down and read over to me. Mr. Souter asked m© if it was correct, and 
said it was. I did mention convei-sation between the ayah and the Maharaja. Mr. Souter 
did not read that part of my statement out to me. I did not hear him read out that part. 
T have not seen Akbar Ali to speak to since yesterday, because policemen are there. I went 
to the Maharaja’s Palace because the ayah took me there in order to get a pi-eseivt on account 
of the Nowsari wedding. I am Karim Naik. It is not true that the ayah went because 1 
and Salam asked her to go. 

Re-examination by Mr. Scobk.--Tho ayah has said nothing to me since yesterday. 1 
liavc heard nothing about the evidence she gave yesterday. 

(Signed) John Jabdink, 

Raroda, gitii February 1870. Secretary to the Commissioncii-J!. 


No. V.—S.ANDAL states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examiuation-in-Chief. 

By Mr. Inmnirily ,—My name is Sandal Baklityar Khan. 1 am a servaut, a gariwola, in 
employment of Mahomed Bakar. 1 know Mis. Boevey’s ayah ; I don’t know her name. 
- rm ... XT , * • • II T • . /t X She is a woman. 1 know Mr. Boevey’s neon Karim. 

* Tlie witiiCKS No. 1, Amini, caU«d mto Court. fi .•/. ...i j • a i* t> » 

1 identify* the woman cal led into t’ourt as Mra Boo voy h 

ayah. She and Karim have been driven by mo in my cart towards the city fitmi the plain 

called Pirpathar. It is near the boundary pillars liotween the Goekwiu s limits and tlie (bn- 

toument. It is near the School. We drove to the house of Salam. Having got tlieve, Karim 

Baksh told me to go to Salam’s house and call liiin out. Salam is the Mnharnj’s Sowar. 

I know him because he is in Uie habit of coming to the Reaideucy. I called Salam. Karim 

took hold of the reins of the goi’i while 1 went ami called Salam. Tiien Karim, the ayah, and 

Salam went in the gari. Salam came when 1 called him, and got into the gari and sat with 

the ayah and Karim. Then we drove to the Sirkar Havoli, that in, the Haveli close to tlio 

clock tower.. 1 drove the gari by a way between tlic two Havelies and .stopped the gari near 

the stturcase at the back, ne;ir the Nazerbagli. The ayah, Knrini, aud Salam alighted and 

went upstairs. The gari remained standing. I got out of the gari and went to sltjop on a 

step of the .staircase. Salam, Karim, aud the ayah all three returned. When they returned. 

the sentry awoke me. It was near tweK e or one o'clock at night that 1 awoke. I took 

the gari there at half-past nine, and they <^ot into the gaii'ahoiit ten o’clock. 1 drove the 

ayah ami Karim back to the Pirpathar nmidan. 1 don't iememI>or what time of the year 

this was, nor whether it was the juonsoon or before or after, but it raincsl at tlie time 

I wemt. I don’t exactly recollect, but it must have been eight or ten months «go—eight 

or ziiue months I think. Karim Baksh paid me foi* the gari. He paid me at six o’clock next 

^ . „ .. ^ evening. 1 iilentify the man called into Court* as 

* A Qiau called into Court. ir • o i i 

Kuruii iiaksh. 

Cross-examination by Seijmnt JiaUimtine.-^} was going from tlu; jailway train to the city. 
The Bombay police came here and made inquiries, and could got no infonaation. 1 first made 
this statement to Mr. Souter. It was when the Bombay Police cajuo aud made inquiries. 
•Being ignorant, I cannot say when this was. It was not last night. It was the day the Bom- 
Iwiy Police arrived. It was two Or three months ago. 1 told Mr. Souter, but I requestesd Im 
would not publish it in an assembly or council, I Ijeing a (panlatthi) foreigner. Mr. Souter 
did not write down n\y statement. I was not jjut in confinement, nor have 1 been, nor am I 
now, in confinement. Since then 1 have told nobfnly. A Sahob sent for me last night and 

• Wilnc. imint, out Mr. CIev.ta<I, Solicitor. J?'* ^ ""t-* 

Except mm nobody else was there. It was lastniglit 

1 don’t speak English. There wot a Havildar oi* some one who explained to the Saheh. I 



* Abdul Ali U liointed oat. 


know the man’s name to be Abdul Ali. 1 thought him a 
f:. Havildar. He caused the Sabeb to take down what 
. ■ I.isaid. Abdul Aik said to me, " Tjie Saliob wants to know who hired your gari.*' Ho did not 
say when, but it was eight or nine months ago. I asked him, “ When?" The onswerhe gave 
was, “ At the time Karim Baksh and the ayah wont in youi' gari.” I said, ** Jt was either 


** omiBG months ago Umt he 'vrent" Befofa thftt I did &oi kno« ^ Ayiht hk# i did 
^ow Kftrhn, ^bo used to go abcmt the bazaar. I never drove liim before. I have him 
since, not last night nor this morning, Abdul AU did not tell me what Kmint eaid 
yesterday. Last night I dept at my house. * I yna never in conhnement at nay tiino. 
One day, that on which my statement was takmi, I was kept in confinement. 1 had not 
mentioned about Karim fiaksh. I was kept in confinement, but after mentioning About 
Karim Baksh 1 was liberated. I and all came from the Besidency. Abdul AU was present 
I mentioned Karim Baksh's name after 1 was told that my statement Khoulti not he taken. 

I was afraid—[Witness draws his hand acroaa Ids throat]. I made my statement two, or two 
and a half or three months ago to Mr. Souter. Nobody else was present. I first made an 
arrangement with Mr. Souter in order to save my life. I got him to agree that he would not 
publish what 1 said. 1 mentioned the ayah on tliat occasion and not Karim’s name. I merely 
said, “ The ayah went to the city.'’ I know her now. I know her at the time I made a 
statement to Mr. Souter. I knew nt that time that she was Mrs. Boevey’s ayah, liecause site 
lived at Mr. iBoeveyV Before then 1 had seen her at Mr. Bttevey’s. Mr. Souter did 
not auk me if Karim had gone with her. I made a bargain with Mr. Souter tlirough fear 
of my life from the side of the Gaekwar, I being of another country. I was not confined 
that night—not at all, not at any time. I was taken to Mr. Boevey’s bungalow. I was not 
kept in confinement until I mentioned Karim’s name. After making arrangement al)out rny 
life 1 told the whole story. When the Bombay Police came inquiries were made regarding 
this caue. I went to Mr. Souter. Syed (untwala) camelmrui took mo to Mr. Souter. Syed 
had a camel formerly, but not now. I don't know that Syed made a cliarge against the 
Gaekwar. Syed’s other name is Satlak AH. 

Re-examination by Mr. ^rohle. —Wlien first 1 went to Mr. Souter it was with Syed, the 
camelinan. 1 was asked what I had to state. 1 made a Htateinoiit. T said, Krmin came to 
“ me at six O’clock to hire my gavi; Karim Baksh having come to my house to hire the gari, 

“ it was taken to the Pirpathav maidan at half-past nine. The ayah and ICarira came and 

got into the gari, and the gaii was driven to the city. They went in the gari to Salain’s 
“ liouue in the city. Wlien we arrived close to Salam’s house Kavim Baksh desired me to go 
“ and call Salain. I gave the reins-of the gari into Karim Bakshs hand.s and went to call 
" Salam. Sahirn came from his house. Salarn, Karim, and tlio ayah got into the gari, and 
“ we went thence to the Sirk.ar’.s Palace. Wo went to the old Havcli, chwe to the Nozor- 
“ bagb, and the gari stopiied at a staii-case in rear of the ITaveli. Karim, the ayali, and 
“ Salaiu alighted and went upstalr-s. After they had left I went asleep.” I made all the 
above statement to Mr. Souter about two or two and a half monthH’ ago when the Bombay 
Police arrived. 1 made the arrangement with Mr. Souter aftm* I made my statement—»t the 
same time. I made the arrangement fro^n fear of my life. I was not in confinement on time 
day. I was not in confineiucnt. I was brought from the Residency to Mr. Boevey’s bunga¬ 
low to point out the ayah and Karim Baksh. I was brought there after I made my state¬ 
ment to Mr. Souter. I pointed out the aj’ah and Karim Baksh to Mr. Souter, Mr. Boevey, 
and Khan Saheb. After pointing them out I was allowed to go away. Since then until 
now I have not been in confinement. 

By SWjeant Ballantine. —The man I calU^d Syed is Sadak All. I don’t know his father’s 
name. 1 don’t know if he comes from Ahmetlabod. He was sitting in his house, and there 
w.TS some talk of the Bombay Police having arrived. lie came to mo beoauso T said I 
would point out to Mr. Souter such-and-such persons as had gone to the Sirkar’s Palace. T 
said 1 would prove that the ayidi and Karim hod gone. 

Q. —Why did you tell Sailak this if afraid of your life? A.— It was stated that no duo 
to this case would be got. Sadak said so. I have seen Sadak lately. Ue lives in tlie camp. 
1 saw him in the camp fifteen or nixteen days ago. I did not see him about the jireseiit 
case. I don’t know if he is assisting in getting up the case. I told Sadak, and Sadak told 
Mr. Souter. 

By Sir Dinhar Rao .—I was afraid of rny life' being resident of a foreign country. 

I heard tliat Bhan Scindia had Iweu strangled to death by lui elephant—that is all. 1 have 
been servant here for three yeans. If ko great a man as the person named was put to death, 
I thought I might be riurimed into a hole. 

(Signed) John Jakdine, 

Baroda, 24th Fobinaary 1875. Secretary to the Oommisslouers. 

No. VI.—Chotu states on Solemn Affinnation. 

Examinatiun-in-ebief. 

By Mr. 8rohle.-—}&y name is Chotu. I am in servdoo of Amina, Mrs. Boovey’s ayah. 

. It ifl four months since I was in her service. I went 

idtmtified ^ (jccasioii; I think two or 

j -wi nedn. three months ago. I cannot specify the month or 

day. It was in the month of Ramzan. It was in the night-time, about nine o’clock, in a 

gari. It w<p» a Mahomedan gariwala's gari. The gariwala’s name is Daud, I got, into it 

near a burr tree on the maidan or plain. There were^ the ayah, myself (no one else)j. and 
tlie gari-driver. Hie ayah's husband brought the gari, and was there when it came. I and 
the ayah gob into the gari. We went to the Arabkhana in the gari. It is a short diattboco 


from the uidjid«.vi and tl^. Haveli in tbe city. Salam liras tharo. ^alam is a Sovar. I did 
not kaow him before. 1 knorw him aow, because while I served the ayah he was in ^ 
habit of coming with the Sirkar’s escort to the l^sidency; he used to come to drink water 
to the ayah's room. We went to the Haveli, in front of the Haveli. I dpn’t know what 
became of the ayah; she left the garL Salam took the ayah with him. I know not where 
they went. A short while after they left I fell asleep together with the gariwala. I was 
afterwards awakened by the ayah fmd Salam. I went ba^ with them in the gaii> and so 
got home. It is four months since I entered the ayah’s service. 

CroBs-oxamination by Ballanti ^.—1 am not, and have not been, in confinement. 

A sepoy follows me. I don't know his name. 1 sleep at the Khan SaheVa I have not been 
followed like this before. Since all those }>orsons were brought to the tent they are followed 

* A.. 1 1 , j ^ j A, ^ by sepoya I identify the Khan Saheb.* All the wit- 

* Akbor Ah Is called And idcntiSed. ^ • x\ j. Z x. £> a 

nesses are in tlie tent. Since the day before yester¬ 
day they are apart. We were then separated because wo were examined, I know Baoji, 
wno lives at our place. He is separate from the witnesses. He is with the Khan Saheb 
here. Ha is always with him ever since they have been taken up. I gave evidence when 
taken up about two months since. It has never been read over, even until to-day, to me. 

Ko-examination by Mr. Scoble .—In the tent with me ai'e the gariwala and we. By wo I 
mean myself. There are three gariwalas. I know the name of the driver of the gari in 
which ] went; not of the other two. Since the day before yesterday the witnesses were kept 
apart—the a 3 ^ah and others, I mean those who liave given evidence are kept apart from 
those witnesses who have not given evidence. 

(Signed) Johk Jakdin£, 

Baroda, 2dth February 1875. feretory to the Commissioners. 


No. VII.— Sheik Hatid states on Solemn Affirmation. 


£xamination-in-Chief. 


By Mr. Inverarity. —My name is Sheik Daud, and father's name Sheik Kahini, I am 
shigram-driver. I don’t know Mr. Boevey’s ayah, but when I went to the Residency I saw 
her outside. I know her by sight. 1 know the boy Chotu. I know the ayah's husband 
sufficiently to salaam to him. I did drivo the ayali and tlie boy in my shigrain. I did not 
think 1 would bo asked the date. It wjis before the last Divali—^two or four days before the 
HivaJl I drove the ayali and Chotu from a place twenty paces from Davlabhai's shop-— 
yonder. I stopjwid the gari near the banian tree. * I don’t know how far the shop is from 
here. I drove them to tho city, to the Arabkhana, where the Sirkar's guard is stationed. 
Then the ayah said to me, ** Go and coll Salam.” 1 then brought Salam, who was close to tho 
Arabkhana. Salam and the ayah then got down and went to the Haveli—tho old Haveli on 
tho right-hand side. The Arabkhana and the Haveli are contiguous. I stopped near the 
Avabldiana and tho well near tho Durgah. I took the cushion from the gari, and resting on 
it slept. Salim awaked me. The ayah was witli him. I got up, put the bullocks in, got 
the gari ready, turned it towards tho camp, and di*ove it back with the ayali and Chotu. A 
•‘AniAnciiiiingbimieifSheik Abdubisidenti- butler came to me wlio lived in the Resident’s bun- 
tbd. galow that uiglit to tell mo to take the gari. 1 know 

not his name ; he was a Mussulman. I recognize him as the man now called.* 

Ci'oss-examinabioii by Bcrjcani lialktniine .—1 have not a Scpf>y with me. I live in the 
camp with my parents. Since this matter began I have ntjver been in confinement I did 
not give information. I mentioned it in presence of a man named Sandal. I identify tho 

. ,., ^ man called in * I raentionOd it to Sandal os he sat 

• -WHum No. V., Sandol, called «.d .dcatAcd. ^ j 

1 met Sandal one day on the road, and he asked me, “ Who did you take that night ? ” 1 said, 
The ayah and a boy.” 1 did not notice what night he meant. He meant the night I 
took tlie ayah. He knew about it, because he took the bullocks from the gari and gave 
water to the bullocks at a cistern. J told him about my taking the ayah; thus he knew. 
Ho met me on the wiad,—mean at ihe time I took the ayali. He must liavosoen, otherwise 
he would not have asked hie. 1 had only two or four talks with Sandal about my taking 
tho ayali. What object have I in finding who took the ayah ? I myself took her. Sandm 
did on one occasion mention Karim’s name, saying that he had driven him. 

Re-exaiuination by Mr. Scoble. —The firat talk I had with Sandal was one day about eight 
o'clock two montlis or two and a quarter months «go» 1 knew him before because my master 
and Sandal’s master are brothers. My master’s name is Sheik Chotu, and Sandal’s master is 
Sheik Shah Ahmed. Both of them let out gariiee on hire. Their garies are kept at different 
places; one lives near 'a butcher’s shop, the other near a liquor place; both live in the camp. 
When 1 took the ayah to the city I ^ct Sandal, who was watering the baker’s bullocks which 
be usually drives. The cistern is on the Baroda road; on the other side of a bridge called 
Band^ Bridge. Ho sp(>ke to me; aA 1 went to the city be called out, “ Daud, where ate you 
going ^" 1 said, ** To the city.” Five or seven after ho mentioned the matter to me, 1 
said, Troth will be out.” One day as we were situng together, about 8 a.m., he mention^. 


<1 


-1 T U 1 -1. - 


_ 


Al___ 


_ _ -.1 _j 


. - T Al._A 


Ti 


V 

sidn I said," Ttath will be otit.’* Heiudced me wbo did 1 1 don't'vemembitt.rwben'^^ 

Bombay l^olice came to Baroda. X did liot see them. 

(Signed) Jomt Jardin®, 

Baroda 25th February 1875. Secretary to the dommiMiioiiers. 


No. VIII.—SANDAt recalled. 

By Mr. Scoble .—I know the ■witness Sheik Baud. Wo servo masters -who are brothers. 1 
had a talk with Sheik Daud once as I was going from the station to the city, and unyoked 
my bullocks to water them, and Daud was going with his bullocks to the city. He went on, 
and after giving water to my bullocks I went after him. I saw his Mri near the Sirkar^s 
Havoli. Then! returned home leaving my passenger. Next morning 1 asked himi “Whom 
“ did you take last night f* He said, “ I took Ohotu and the ayah.” That is alt 

Cross-examination by Serjeemt BaUantine .—I mentioned Karim to Sheik Daud. I told 
all this to Mr. Souter. 

Be-examination by ilfr, Bcoble .—As to Daud. ho took tliem in the Ramzan. Ho heard 
about Karim when 1 told Counsel, that is when 1 told Hr, Boevey. I did not tell Sheik 
Daud about Karim. When 1 said 1 did mention Karim to Sheik Daud 1 did not imderstand 
the question. I am a poor labourer ; why should I mention Karim’s name to Sheik Daud 7 

By the Preftident —On the occasion when Sheik Daud asked me whom I had taken to the 
city I did not mention Karim. 

By Mr Sooble .—I don’t remember that I afterwards mentioned Karim. I don’t know if I 

. mean Mr. Boovey r>r Mr, Souter. I point out the man 

WitnoHM points out Mr. Souter. i i i i • u ai ■'j* a 

1 mean, i knew lam by the name of Boovey. Daud 
-was present on the day I made a statement to Mi*. Soutor. Daud had been taken up, and 
was present there. 

By Sfirjmnt Ballantine .— Q. —Why did you not mention Karim when you mentioned the 
ayali and Cliotu ? A.—Lost J might be driven away; even now 1 am afraid of my life 

(Signed) .John Sardine, 

Baroda, 25th February 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. IX.— Sheik Abdulla states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Exaihination-in-chief 


By Mr. Bcohle .—My name is Sheik Abdulla. I am tho husband oi' Amina. Last year I 
flervc<l Major Blakeney. I .served him seven mouths, two months whereof 1 was at Mahah- 
leshwar, and the rest at Baroda. 1 went to Mahahleshwar in Marcl), about the 28th or 29th 
March. I came back witli Major Blakeney to Baroda, and stayed witli Inm that month, and 
got leave in the next month. After that I lived at the Residency witli my wife, and have 
lived at Baroda ever since then. T first served Major Blakeney in January of last year, 
and before that January 1 was at Bombay. My wife Amina went to Bombay with her 
Madam Saheb in March last year. She remained tliei*e rather more tliari a month. When 1 

. was in Maliableshwar and she in Bombay I received 

• Two aooomont. ,■>■* ■" w.too« s document. 

shown me is one so received [this is marked A]. The other 1 did not receive [marked with 
initials]. The letter now shown me was sent by me ftom Poona [marked BJ. The next 
letter shown me was signed by me and sent from Baroda by tlie post [markoil 0.]. I was 
present when these letters were found in a box in the jXK>m where we live at Mr. Boevey’s 
bungalow. The letter which I have said 1 did not receive was found in the same place in the 
same box as the other three. 

The letter marked A. is admitted as evidence, and recorded os Exhibit A. 


I knew Eshwantrao and Salam. I have liad conve^rsation with them. Salom was in the 
habit of coming with the Maharaja’s escorts to the Residency. Salam wnfi in the habit oi 
coming to Faizu’s room to dnnk Water. It is near my wife’s room. My wife told me that 
she went to the city to Salam. She told me this the morning after my arrival from Bombay 
in January. She said, “ Faizu and I were sent for by the Maharaj througii Salam. I went 
“ in company with Faizu.” She said, “The Mnharaj made some inquiries of me.” She 
said the MaWaj inquired if she knew anything about the Committee, and that she 
answered that she knew nothing about the CommiHsion. She also told me that the Maharaj 
to her that she should t alk over in his favour the Madam Saheb, and that she replied 
that she was not in the habit of going to the Saheb’s room, and that the Madam will not 
listen to anything she would say. She did not at tliat time tell me aught else. I came to 
know, on the day following a vzait, of other visits. I was then iri Major Blakeney’s service 
at Baroda. I believe it was in June she went on the second v^t after my rctuni from 
Mahabaleshwar.' She tpld^iqq, tjiat she went -to the)Maharaja as dfesired by him. She told mo 
the circuinstanoes. V.ent along -a^ith Karim Baksh. She told me the oon- 

v^fsatipn between her Maharaja, Ine M*diaraja, she said, Squired if, any allusion 

been Inade to his inoriiage.' She* niisWetdd that nOhe had. been made, that' ehe heard 
none. The Maharaj asked her to Lilk over the Madam S^eb. She repHed'that she was 


unttble to talk over the BCadam Si^eU My wife got Rupees 100 after the second visit. 1 
know this because sbo told me. She sold that Salam had as^ her to send .Karim Baksh the. 
following day, and that Karim Baksh went the following day and received Rupees 200, of 
which ho kept 100 and paid her the other 100. I know my wife did get the Rupees 100. 
Soon after my wife went to Poona. I believe it was in July. She renu^ed a month or 
, ^ , more,—about a month and a half. It was when sho 

• Letter* B and C are put into witnei.' hand.. j addressed to my wife these tWO 

letters.* When my wife was at Poona, Eshwant Rao had gone to Bombay. 

The letter C. is now admitted in evidence of the interest shewn by witness and Amina 
in Baroda political atTairs and is recorded as Exhibit C. Mr. Serjeant Ballautiue 
withdrawing his objection. 

The word “bungalow ” in this letter means the Residency. The Eshwunt Roo therein men¬ 
tioned is a jasua of tbe Mahaiaja. 

The letter B is admitted in evidence and is recorded as Exhibit B. 

The Esra Naik alluded to herein (i,e., in the letter B) is Eshwant Rao, ihejoBtLs. My wife 
came back from Poona in August; I don’t remember what day. After that return she paid 
another visit'to the Maharkja in the month of Ramzan, alK)at the 15th or 18th of that 
month. On that occa.sion 1 went to fetch the gari for her. A boy named (/hotu went with 
her. My wife told me what passed on the following morning. The Maharaja said, “Was 
“ any reference made to the son that was bom 7” She said that she knew nothing about it. 
She said she was asked to talk over the Madam Saheb in favour of the Maharaja. She also 
said tliat the Maharaja enquired if aiiyt))ing could be given to these people to bring about a 
union between the hearts of the Maliaraja and the Saheb. She replied, “ that nothing should 
" he given to the Saheb to eat, and if you do anything of the kind, it will be bad for you.” 
She said that she told the Maharaja to do nothing of tbe kind My wife got Rupees 50 after 
this third visit. She said that Sahim brought it. She also told mo that I also should bo 
employed. She did not tell me who would employ me, or what employment it would be. 
Nobody but my wife spoke to me of this employment. 

(Signed) John Jardine, 

Baroda, 25th February 1875. Secretary to the Oommissionera 

Cross-examined by Serjeant Ballantine .—I have been married to my j^resent wife ten 
or eleven years. We have been in the habit of writing letters to each other. We did 
so if we had any news regarding our house, and also on other matters of interest. My wife 
wrote, if necessary, on mattem of imjxu’tance. Besidcis the one letter from my wife shown, 
]>erhaps tliere may he others from her among the papeus. In June and July of 187J I and 
iny wife lived together. In November and Deccrfiher wo were not together. I was at 
Bombay; she was at Baroda. In Juno of 1874 I went to Maliabalcshwar for a few days. 
When 1 went, she was in Bombay. My wife was about six or seven months in Colonel Phayre’s 
.service ns ayah. People mentioned the fact of poison being put into Colonel Phayre’s glass 
at the time it took [dare. 1 knew nothing aVjout it. I do not know whose duty it was to 
give sherbet to Colonel Pheyre, I remember being examined by Mr. Boevey. 

It is agreed that the IBth November was the date of Mr. Boevey examining this witness. 

I did not mention to Mr. Boevey anytliing that my wife told me. Wlien Mr. Souter sent 
or me and c.'oiminod me, 1 did so. I had not told Mr. Boevey because 1 was afraid. I don’t 
know who did it. How could I mention it? I did not mention what my wife told me 
about something to turn Colonel Phayre’s heart because I was afraid. It was because tlie 
Saheb’s orders were not to go to the Maharaja. 1 don’t mean ordera to me not being in his 
service. My wife told me she had such orders about not going to the Maharaja. She told 
me so ofteiL X don’t remember when Mr. Souter sent for me when I was at Mr. Hoevey’s. 
That lad who is in my servioo said a gari had been hired and they had gone. When 1 wea 
taken to the Saheb, the boy came there. The boy was at Mr. Souter’s. The boy and the 
gariwala were ihore, and the Khan Saheb, Akbar Ali and Abdul Ali. I did not see them 
tltere when 1 arrived at Mr. Souter’s. Khan Saheb was there then. Both Akbar Ali and 
Abdul Ali were there went I went, also Rao Saheb and nobody else. I was first asked, 
“ Did I know about this, or what ? ” 1 was first asked if I knew anything in regard to the 
affairs in that quarter. At that time I said, “ I knew nothing.** The Saheb said, “Tell the 
“ truth.” The cartman and Chotu were not there at that time ; Mr. Souter was there then, 
—four persons. There were three persons, Roo Saheb, Khan Saheb, and the younger Khan 
Saheb, nnd also Mr. Souter. When I was first questioned, Mr. Souter was there. The Saheb 
said, “ Tell the truth ; don’t tell a lie.” In the meantime the boy and the gari-driver were 
brought there. Tlje havildar brouglit them, I did order the gari. 

Q.—Did Mr. Souter say the cartmoh and boy had said that you ordered the cart ? A.—* 
Mr. Souter did not say that, but the boy and the cartman did say that. When I was 
examined first I was kept under guard for three or four days and was afterwards released, 
and since then I have lived with my wife. I was present the day my wife waa examined 
and WAS not with her that night and iext day. Since she was examined, we have been kept 
apart. Nobody told me what she said- 

Q. -In one of your letters you si^ Eshwant Rao has gone and Shabudin will go to 
Bombay ? A~Shabudin lives in the city. He has some employment under the Gaekwar. 
He was Sir Subha. He is a native of my own country. I am not aware that he. holds the 


V / 


Re-examined by JtfV. Soohle,—-'! made my statement to Mr. Boater at the Residency in a 
room on the west wde on the ^ound floor. My wife was at that time unwell at Mr. Boovey’e 
house. She was not theQ under a guard. She had been t^en to ^e hospit^; she was at 
the house of Mr. Boevey the day I was taken and examined by Mr. Soutor, On the first 
day i was questioned a little, and not on other days. I was not then put in Chowki when, 
tiioae questions' were put; I was with the Khan Saheb. I did not have communication 
with my wife in those days. I did not to to her when she was in hospital. I went to her 
when I was released. She was in hospital when I was rolea.sed, and I vwited her thei-e. Sho " 
liarl been thou in the hospital for about five days. When I first went there to seo hor, I 
saw her and talked to her. 

It is agreed that the ayah’s first statement is dated the 19th December 1874. 

Baroda, Februaiy 26th, 1875. (Signed) John Jaiidine, Secretary. 


* Letter marked A is shown to witness. 

f Another letter shown and tendered in 

It is marked 1>. Its date Is 20th Mot 
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1874. 
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No. X.—Syed Abdul Rahmon states on Solemn Affirmation: 

Examinatiou-in-Chief 

By Mr, Inwrariti /.—Syed Abdul Rahmon is my name. 3 am also called Rahim Sahel), 
T know tlie ayah Amina for a short time. I am a first chvss peon in the Bombay Post Office. 
I live in Bombay, atid carry on my calling there. The ayah is not of my country: her husband 
is a neighbour of mine. I first knew her six years ago. Last year I saw her in Bombay. 

* . . , ... ... . The woman in Court is the ayah in question,* She 

’ said she came to Bombay to see her Madam Sabob off 

to England. The ayah, I think, asked me to write a letter,—more than one I believe, though 

not certain. I wrote this letter by the ayah’s direc¬ 
tions.* 

The second lettorf shewn me I wrote by tlie ayah's 
directions. 

Besides these letters which I did not rememl)or, I 
wrote another letter for the ayah which I do remember. It wiis addresswl to Sheikh Abdula, 
butler. It was written under the ayah’s directions. I don’t remember the details, but I do 
remember the fact of writing it. In the third letter there was a note written in the Maharaja’s 
name. I think it was Mulliur Rao Gaekwar. 1 mean it was addressed to liiin. 

C’ross-examined by Mr. Brannon .—I understand a little English. 1 can understand it, but 
cannot speak well. I live in Bombay in Khetwadi. I lived in my last house there for three 
or four years. Tlie ayah lived in the satne house in a room adjoining mine. I know Akbar 
Ali and his son AIkIuI AIL They belong to the Bombay Police. Before coming bore I did 
not see them, being busy. They fiTfit sent for mo in this case. They camo to the Krtlkadevi 
Post Ofticc to Kpc me first. I first came here on the 6th January last, and on the 7th 
Mr. Soutcr examined me. Akhar Ali and Alvlul AH came to see me in Bombay, but I did 
not see them. I saw a Police Subhe<lav named Ahmed Ali. 1 don’t know if he is a relation 
of Akbar Ali. Ahmed Ali did not toll me I was said to have written a letter h; the Maharaja. 
Because in all my life I only wrote one letter to the Maharaja First of all these persons 
inquired about me. 1 mean the detectives. T was at office, not at lioine. Mr. Edginton 
wrote a letter to the Post Office. Ahmed Ali took me to the Police. Ho said nothing to mo 
but Khan Bahadur inquired of me ; but I was not found. Khan Bahadur askiMl me (piestions 
at Bombay. Ho and I were present, nobody else. Wlien I went to tlm Klnm Baliadur's 
house there were one or two others. Khan Bahadur did not ask mo if I wrote to the Gaekwar. 
He asked if I wrote any letter for tlie ayah Amina. lie asked to whom I wrote. I said she 
caused the letter to be addressed to her luisbaud, a butler. I don’t remember if Klnm 
Bahadur wrote down my statement. I don’t remember tjui month in which I wrote a letter 
enclosing another. It was very likely last year. It was writttm before both the two letters 
I have identified. I don’t know how long before, not quite a month before. I don’t recollect 
if it was before tlie HoU. I know the Bakri Eod. I don’t remember last year’s Bakri Eed. 
Nor whether I wrote it before or after Bakri Eod, I cannot mention the season of the year. 
I know the Sliab-i-barAr. I cannot say if I wrote it before or after tho Shab-i-baror. I 
cannot say that it was after the Shab-i-harai'. Tiie ayah came to my house, to my room to 
cause the letter to be written. People who lived there used to come and go thei'e. Miissalmans 
used to come there to smoko and drink water. Probably peoiilo were present at the time of 
writing. First the letter was caused to be written to the husband. When 1 was writing the 
letter to the Maharaja, people may have been present part of the time. There was no privacy 
iq my room. The ayah did not discuss state secrets, but dictated to this effect; “ You will 
“ greatly oblige me if you will send money for my expenses There was a dinner at the 
“ Governor’s, where I n^e some inquiries, be not apprehensive.” There was notliing else 
in it. . 

Re-examined by Mr. Scohle* —This letter enclosing that to the Maharaja was written during 
the same visit of the ayah to Bombay in which the other two letters were written. 1 have 
served the Post Office for more than three yeara My pay is rupees 28 a month. 

(Signed) John Jabdike, 

Baroda, 26th Februar^r 1875, Smetory to the Oommiasionera. 
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, ko! Xt—AjiisA recalled. , 
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By Mr. 8c6bh.-^l -ailed to kwm the laat witeess Syed Abdnl EiAitnon, amd lived in the 
same honec with him in Bombay. I got him to write certain letters for me. Speaking Amn 
memory, i think he wrote three letters, of which two were addroesed to Baroda. Tlie third 
was addressed to Mithabaleshwar. time was when I went to Bombay in company with 

• The witnew Sycd Abdul Kabmon reads the Mrs. Phayre last year. The letter read to me (D) was 
letter D.ohecked by intrepeter. Written hy my direction.* I sent salaams to Kaaee, 

Salam, and Eshwant Rao. Tlie Razee Sahcb used to visit a Reverend padri gentleman at 
the Residency, and come to my room to drink water. He com(« from Chandor in the Deccan. 
Salam was a sowar who used to come with the Maharaja. I described him the other day as a 
jasus. 

Eshwant Rao was a Maharaja’s jasus or naik. The letter alluded to in this letter as sent 
with a ticket was written by Syed Abdula Raliim Sabeb. The chitti enclosed in it was * 
written to Salam to bo delivered to the Maharaja. (Witness explains.) I wi-ote it because 

. . , . Salam told me to do so. It was intended for the 

. SyoaAM,.iil»hmo, read., out letter A. Mahar^a. The letter just reatl out to mo (A) was 

written by my directions.* The statement in it about Salam meeting me in Bombay refere to 
the same Saiam Ix^fore described. Ho did not come to see me. I mot him at Eshwant Rao’s 
house. T don’t know his house. As I was going to Bbou Daji^s I met Eshwant Ruo and 
wont with him to cat pan-sopari. At Eshwant Rao h residence 1 met Salam. The Raj-durbari 
matter i*eferred to in the letter is this: I asked Salam, when will you give mo the reward? 
He said he had not got it; it, being a State affair, must be done leisurely. It is true that 
Eshwant Rao spoke to me in Bombay as stahMl in the letter and quoted. It is true that I 
invited Salam and paid him attentions in Bombay, giving him tea and ])an-8opari. As to the 
passage “ I have sent a letter there, I will come on the 20th,” I say that J. referred to my 
^ ^ j T, going to Nowsari; to Mr. Boevey’s service. I reinem- 

• The Interpretor.readB out letter IJ. r » . . . ’ -r i a a 

biu’ receiving at roona the letter (B) n«.a over to me. 
t The letter markka 0.. mm r«..l out to witneB*.. At that time I waS at Ponna 

1 received this lotterf (C) from my husband when I was at Poona. 

Cross examined by Mr. Bramon .—Since my last examination I have l>con with Khan 
Baliadur, and have seen him and his .son. 1 have not seen Rao Saheb Gajanand Vithal. I 
temember Mr. Inverarity examining me. 

Rc-oxamined by Mr, Scoble. —I have not conversed with thorn. 

(Signed) John Jardine, 

Baroda, 26th February 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XII.— Sheikh Abdulla recalled. 

By the Pretfidmit —I received a letter with a chitti enclosed,in it for the Maharaja. When 
I was about to go to Mahabaleshwav, I gave that note, together with the other letters, to my 
wife. I bad kept the enclosed note for, I think, three or four days. When I received it, I 
was at Baroda in service of Major Blakcney. I mean that I gave it to ruy wife three or four 
days after I received it. It came from Bombay. When 1 gave it to iiiy wile I was at 
Bombay. I took it from Baroda to Boinbiiy, and gave it to her at Bombay, when I was on 
my way to Mahabalcshwar. The reason was that I had no time here, and did not meet that 
man. I mt5an Salam. I gave the enclosure to my wife. 

(Signed) John Jardine, 

Baroda, 26th February 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No.JXI II.— Pedro de Souza states on Oath. 

Examination-in-Chief 

By Mr. Jnvera/rity.~-“M.y name is Pedro de Souza. I was in the service of Colonel Phayre 
when he came i\m Resident to Baroda, and remained in his service till November last. Colonel 
Phayre came to Baroda as Resident about March 1873. Between then and last November 
1 remained in Baroda, but went to Nowsari, and on one month’s leave to Goa. I know the 
Gaekwar’s Sowar Salam. He used to come twice a week to the Residency'.' He used to say, 
" If you come to the Maharaj it will be well. A gari will be sent for you.” I told him, 
“ I won’t come.” 1 received money, I was about to go to Goo. I told Salam, “lam about 
to go to Goflih’* 1 ^fiked him to give me some money for exj^enses of my journey, and he 
brought me a sum of money. I have told the j>axticulars in ‘my deposition. I said to - him, 
“lam about to go to my country^ ask the Mahar^a to give me some money for journey 
“ expenses.’^ He did so.,, .Salami often sent for me, and he told me money was got irom 
there {vdkar~ee), Salam brought 4^6 the' money about 10 or 12 days after the asking. He 
brought me j^rqda Rupees, ,equ^ tq 50 Bombay Rupees. He brought them to me to my 
room at the lUsidency. ]^e 8»id the Sirkar has given this money for expenses of the journey. 

T ^ T a. a.. _'....X 1 >f 



servant in ^e house. 1 used to wait at table ^ altogether I bad been 26 yeaav in 
Colonel Sayre’s sOTviee, of which 1 had been 15 or 16 lyeara butUr. 

CroBB-examizted by ^rjeant 3allmUue,^U.y depoaiUon ww tahm at Bombay before 
Mr. Edgintott. I told him all 1 knew. Salem ^ne^ked me to go to the Oaekwar. Ever 
since 1 eame to Baroda he iised to come twice a week to the BeBidency with the Mahan^a» 
He told me it would be well for mo to go to the Mah^^ Ho did not say why. I was 
veiy busy. X never went to the Mahanya. When X deposed to Mr. Edmton 1 was in mr 
master’s servico. 1 came to Baroda a month and 10 days ago, X am wiw the Khan Sahen 
in the tent I knew Baoji bin llama at the bungalow since he came to serve at the bungalow. 
He bad not come when 1 came there. 1 was on speaking terms with him, not in partioular 
fnendship. Raoji never told me to go to see the Mahaiiya. I did not promise to go there. 
1 did not say anything to Raoji, except about the payment of 00 Bupees whi(£ 1 had 
received. I did not unrange with him to go and see the Maharaja. I never went to the 
Maharaja. Therefoie I could not see Eshwant Bao at the Palace, as I never went there. 
Eshwont Bao never conducted me to the Maliaraja. The Gaekwar i^never spoke to me in 
presence of Baoji. 1 never went to the Maharaja’s Pulaco. J never ha<i any conversation 
with tho Maharaja. If Baoji says 1 went with him to the I^alace, it is false. If Baoji says 
that he and 7 wont on two other occasions to tho Palace, it is not ixae, I never went. I 
did go to Qoa on one month’s leave. On my return from Goa 1 did not go with Baoji to the 
PalaM to see the Maharaja. I was never given a packet from the Maharaja, as I never went 
to him. 

Q.^Did Mr. Edginton put any of tlieso (^uestioDs to you ? A.-^What he put and what I 
answered are written down. In answer to him I told him as I tell to<day, that 1 did not go 
to the Maharaja. I don’t know Akbar All. I know ICban Ikhadur. First, X mado a state¬ 
ment to Khan Bahadur, according as is put in my depositioa Khan Bahadur asked me if I 
had gone to the Maharaja. 1 said I had not gone to him. I was told bo tell the truth ; to 
' tell everything tliat was true. I was not told that it would be worse if I did not Nobody 
told me that Baoji had said anything about me. X don’t know that Baoji lias said anything 
about mo. 

Mr. Scohle says it is agreed that Mr. Edginton took the statemout of tills witness on the 
5tU January 1875. 

The Secretary tlum read a depo^liwn by Ped/ro de Souza tahen by Mr. Edgvnton, Deputy 
Coramiseumer of Police, Bombay, dated the ^ih January 1875, wkick mM put in by 
Mr. Scoble, awl which was rewrd^ as E. 

(Signed) John Jahdink, 

Baroda, 2()tli February 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XTV.—Colonkl Phayrk states on Oath. 

ExamiDatiou-in>(yhief 

By Mr. ScohU. —My name is Robert Phnyre, Colonel in the Bombay Army, Companion of 
the Bath, and Aide-de-Oamp to the Queen. 1 arrived at Baroda first on tho 18th March 

1873. 1 arrived as Political llcsidout. 'Phe Baroda Oorainission commencod its sitting at tho 
beginning of November 1873, ami continued till about tho ^Ith December 1873. In March 
1874 Mrs. Phayre left Bartnla, and went to England. 1 went with her to Bombay, and the 
ayah came in atteiiflance. 1 returned to Bai-oda after three or four days. The ayali did not 
rctura; she bad leave t(» go home for a month; we loft her behind in Bombay. When in 
Bombay on that occasion we wore staying with General Oell. 1 don’t recollect whether 1 and 
Mrs. Phayre went on that occasion to Government House. 1 left Baroda for Nowsari on tho 
2nd April with His Highness the Gaekwar. I now recollect I did go to Government House 
with Mrs. l*hayre in March, and had tiffin. Mr. Boevey-did not occomiMuiy me to Nowsari. 
He was in the district on boundary duty, and had been there some time. He joined mo after¬ 
wards at Nowsari. His camp was at Nowsari I remained at Nowsari till the ICth May 

1874. I returned to Baroda on the 16th May, I came ahea»l to prepare for the Gaekwai’'8 
reception, aiid His Highness came a day or two afterwards. I remained at Karoda. from that 
time, until relieved by Sir licwis Pelly, with tlie exception of. shoit absences on duty. Tho 
Gaekwar also rommnod at Baroda from May until I left His Highness used to visit me 
officially at the Residency twice in every week—on Mondays and Thursdays—on which 
occasions, after the Commission, he was oto accompanied by Bapubbai and Qovindrao Nana, 
and after our return from Nowsari His Highness often came alone. These two sometimes 
came together, sometimes singly. Ho always came with an escort of outriders and sowars. 
I knew by those who always attended His Highness. Wlienever Eshwantrao Jasud 
was present in Baroda he ^ways came witli His Highness, Another habitual attendant was 
Madnoorao Kale, and the third was the Arab sowar Salam. There was also a son of Eshwant 
Kao. I always noticed these poplo in attendance on him wherever be went—at Nowsari 
OB well as at Baroda. My pnvate office was in a detached building, on the west side of 
the main Besidenoy building. It is connected with tho main house by a covered verandah. 
Jn the detached building Siere is an ante-room in which native assistants used to sit* my 
private office, and a bath-room which I was in the habit of using. Tho ante-room is sepanied 
W a dwarf wall and or three steps, descending from the connecting verAndah leading to the 
znasa building: A man standing in the verandal^ can easily see at once into the ante-room, also 
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into my office if the door be open. The peons used to sit on n bench in the verandah at a right 
angle to the dwarf wall, dividing verandah from the ante-room. Tlie peons usually in att^- 
dance were Kaoji Havildar and Jemadar Karsu. They never attended any where else. Their post 
was on the bench described. Karim was there always in attendance on Air. Boevey. JLt was 
Govind ShIu Hamat's duty to look after my office room. The Hamal swept it; other people 
swept it, but it was his duty to attend my office room. I dressed in the room adjoining tbe 
private office. I rise early and go out to ride or walk every morning, and on return from that 
it was my habit to take a glass of sherbert prepared from pumaloes. Usually it was Abdulla 
who prepared it. It was the duty of one of the house-servants. Abdulla is also a chobdar. 
It was generally placed on the washhond stand in my private office. The wash-stand was 
in the far corner t<> the right front as you went in, so that a person looking from the verandah 
through the uute-rooiii into tlie office could see it when the door was open. Before the 
iltli Noveinl)e]’ la^t I had been ailing one way or other from about the middle of September. 

I remem1>er jmrticularly that about tho Ganpati festival 1 suffered 'as if I had a bad cold in 
luy head, and 1 had a bad boil on iny forehead at that time. I did not get rid of the boil for 
alMut three weeks. I>r. Seward, Residency Surgeon, attended me and used to dress the iHiil 
every inoming. The plaster used was some of it on tlie dressing table, some on a side table 
in my private office, and, 1 think I shifted some on to a litto clock-staud above the dressing 
table. 1 had a slight fever at one time ; I ft*equently Imd this feeling of fulness in the 
head, and my eyes watered at one time. T used io sleoj) out at night, and tliought perhaps I 
might have got malarious fever. Also T began to wonder whether tlte pumalo sherbet was 
made witli proper pumalo. This must have begun about tho end of Septembei' or beginning 
of October. I remember Govind Rao Rore. 1 went to an adoption ceremony on the 
Oth November. Wo arrived there about five of Uio afternoon. On the morning of that day, 
the 6tli Noveniber, I did not drink the whole of my sherbet. I took a sip or two and threw 
the rest away. On that day, the 0th, I did not feel at all well. 1 was writing a good 
deal with Mr. Boevey that day. About mid-day I felt dull, stupid, and sleepy, with feelings* 
of fulness about the head, such as 1 had previously experienced. When Mr. Boevey went to 
tiffin, I got into an arm-chair and slept a Iialf or tijree-quartera of an liour. That is unusual 
witli me, unless I am very tired. Next day, the 7th, I came in and took a little of my 
sherbet. I felt the same symptolTis, but worse than the previous day—fulness in the head, 
unfit for work. I did not call in Dr. Seward on either of those days. Ho had spoken to me 
about not looking well, and I said it might be fcvoi*. On the Monday I was always earlier, 
and had got off about G a.m. I returned about five minutes to seven. Ah 1 was coming 
up tho walk, the approach to the Residency from westward, Eaoji camo along tl»o vemndnh 
to meet me, and made two or throo low sahiains, an unusual thing, as generally at that 
early hour nobody is present. I saw no one else about till I got to my office room. Ruoji 
came out and went back. There was no one iu my office room. 1 came from the walk 
right into tho ante-room through the door from tlie compound witliout going through tho 
verandah at all. When 1 went into the office room tlic pumalo sherbet was there on the 
right hand side of mo 21 s I approached the washhond stand, as near as I can rec(iUect close 
to the basin. It was in a position to bo visible from the verandah if the door were open. 

I would also be in a position to be visible as 1 approached the glass. I went up to the wash- 
hand stand, took the tumbler of slierbct in* my hand, and took two or throe sips. I placed 
it again on the waslihand stand, and then went to the writing table to write a letter which 
1 wished to tles])atch by the mail that nu»rning. I wrote for about twenty minutes or half 
an hour, and then felt a sudden si^ueatnishueas as if 1 were alK>ut to bo sick. The thought 
occurred to me at once that it must be the sherbet whicli was always disagreeing with me. 
I got up, took the tumbler from the waslihand stand and tried to pitch all tJie contents 
through the window. The window o^ienH on a clmnamed verandah—ratliera wide verandah— 
and then comes the compound. As 1 was replacing tho tumbler on the washhand stand, I saw 
a dark sediment collected at tho bottom, and ])art of it pouring down the side of tlie tumbler. I 
held up the tumbler and looked at it, and the thought occurred at once to my mind that it was 
poison. From that moment to my mind all my previous illness and sensations were accounted 
for. I put tho tumbler down again and went to the table and wrote a note to Dr. Seward. 
Tlie time was then about half-past seven or twenty-five minutes to eight 1 called, but 1 
don’t remember into whose hands 1 gave it. I told whoever camo to take it to the Dr. Sahob. 
Until Doctor Seward’s arrival 1 sat waiting for him; my feelings were sickness, dizziness in 
tho head 08 if it were going round a little, not much. l)r. Seward came in about between 
Iialf hour and tliree-quaiters hour.. On his coming, I made over to him tho tumbler and 
remains of the sherbet with request that he would analyse and report to me about it. I 
described my symptoms to Dr. Seward. He may have remained with me ten minutes, and 
he took the tumbler away with him. I told him to conceal it, as 1 did not know what it was. 
After Dp. Seward had gone, I dressed so as to be ready for the Moharoj, as this was the day 
of his visit. I think the Maharaja came about half-past nine, his usual hour. Between giving 
tlie tumbler to Dr, Seward and the Maharaja’s arrival 1 had n^ceived 110 communication from 
Dr. Seward, nor did I mention my suspicious of poison to anybody but Dr. Seward. When 
the Maharaja came, I went out to r^ive him as usual, led him into the drawing-room and sat 
down. I asked llis Highne^ aftejf his health. He said he had not been very well: tliat 
tliur«^ was a good deal of fever about; and that he thought he must have eaten too many 
sweetmeats usual at Diwali. He tiientioned also that he had had slight headache and pain in 
his stomach, but was better now. The interview was not a long ope, and when 1 got into 


in the usual tray.^ His Highness |K)liited out to me the partieular kind of sweatinea^ which 
he thought hod disagreed with him. I then took leave of His Highness and went back int^ 
nay room. After breakfast I wrote to Dr. Seward. , 

By the pTeaideTit. —After His Highness had left, I wont to breakfast al)out 10 o’clock, anti 
after break&st wrote to Dr. Seward. 

(Signed) John Jahdink, 

Boroda, 26th February 1876. Secretary to the Coinmissioners. 

By Mr, 8ochle .—After the visit of the Mahar^a 1 mentioned my Hyin^)tomB to Mr. Bpevey 
before Dr. Seward came to see mo. I saw Dr. Sewaixl again that day when ho returned 

• Letter hunded to witnoRs. It is dated BUi between 11 and 12 ocli^Kik. But I wrote liini a Icttt^r 
November. It is read in Court, and record^ in the meantime. The letter shown me is the oue I 

wrote.* 1 saw Dr. Seward again lialf an hour or throe 
quarters after writing this letter; between 11 suid 12 o’chwk. But Dr. Seward had not seen 
the letter when he came to me. Dr. Seward when he came at 11 <ir 12, stated what appt^nrod 
to him to be the contents of wbat I sent. He told me that he hud detected arH(}uic in the 
tumbler, more than sufficient to liave killed me bad 1 taken it all. After getting this infor¬ 
mation I gave orders to ascertain what people came into my room that morning, and I com¬ 
menced inquiry among the servants at the Residency. I telegrajihed to Government at once 

• D»ft telegram rc«l «.d «coniod .« G. «'“■* Tlie 

paper shown mo is the ongmal dralt telegi'am in my 
writing to the Private Secretary.* I despatched this aftei’ Dr. Seward had told mo of his 

opinion about 1 or 2 o’clock. I kept the imiuiry quite secret. The servants knew aht>ut it. 

1 did not allow any outsiders to know. Every one iu th(i Re-sidcncy knew about it. J know 
I arrested Raoji Havildar. On the 9tb I placed in confinement Rnoji Havildar and Oovind 
palu Hamnl, Yellappa llamal, and Lakshniaii Peon. It must have been at evening those 
four were placed iu aiTest. The other servants remained at large. On the 9th it was known 
in Camp that an attempt to poison me had been made. I directed that the rest of the 
sherbet sent to Dr. Seward should be sent to the Government Analyser. I continued 

inquiring ns to who put in the poison. I did so for several days. We did it steadily the 

fii'st four days, 'i.c., from tlie 9th till the 12th. Mr. Boevey and 1 made it. Alter my inter¬ 
view with the Maharaja on the nth, I next saw him again on Thursday the 12th, wh<ai he 
came to call as usual. He was then accompnnioil by hi.s Minister I>adabhai Nauroji. As a 
rule, he w«s not usually accompanied by Ins Minister. On the 12th His Highness remarked 
that ho had heard a report that an attempt had been made to poison me. I imdoretood him 
to say that lie only heard it the previous day, i.c., the 1 Itli; and thRt he had resolved to 
speak to me about it this morning. He tbeji remarked that he had expected mo to speak 
about it on the previou-s Monday, l>ut I had not done bo. 1 said I had not mentioned it, and 
I then dojicribed to him what liml taken place. Mr. Dmlabhai Nauroji saitl he hud fir.st heard 
the report on the lOth, but did not lioUeve it; but that on hearing it repeated on the lUh 
with greater foi-ce, ho did believe that an iittempt had been made. J. remember the Mahanija 
expressing Ins surprise that I did not take an emetic, when Dr. Seward recommended it to 
md. Nothing further passed that J remember, 1 think on that day Dadabliui asked if J was 
making inquiry, and J said ^‘yes,” and he said “ I hope you will l>e successful in finding out 
“ the person who made the attcmiit.’' 1 afterwards received a yad from the Durbar in rela¬ 
tion to the matter, i.e., tliree or four days after—at least on the Saturday night following. I 

believe the document sliown me is tins Tlio 

ondoi'scment of receipt on it Is my native cktrk's. I 
threw the remainder of the contents of the tumbler 
out on to the chunam. Aftci-wards, at the suggestion of Dr. Gray, I scraped it up. 1 think 
the suggestion may have been made through Dr. Hewal*d. In constiquence of this, I myself went 

and Rcrajied up as much as I possibly could and sent 

letter of iiiih November 1874, from Dr. (Jroy Jt to Dr. Gray. Otlu:rs were with mo. So far as 1 
to Jr. ewan s lown. rccoUect, 1 made np tla; ]>ackei my-self. It was 

scraped up by a puttewala in my |)reikjnee. I sent 

• Ijettcr of ifith Novrmbt'r 1874, fn»ni (>)1 oik‘ 1 matter SO scraped Up to Di*. Gray witli the letter 

Vhnyre to l)r. Oruy. rea.!, and rmmkd os 1. date.* Either I or my 

native assistant sealed up the jateket; it was done in 

I LetterRhown, dated i»tli Nov«*inber 1H74, from my office. The letter received ill uiiswer from Dr. 
J)r. Gray to Colont;! ITinyrr, read, and it-uonlcd jg that now shown me-t TIlO crest of a bird 

alluded to is mine, and the seal would Iw mine. I 
think I made a statement in writing on tho 1 Gth 
♦ Stutement i-coorded an K. Novenilier. It Is that uow shown me.* In September 

T had a boil on my head, to which some collodium was applied. ^ I put it on by a lint Tdaster 
from ignorance. The effect was that it stuck so hard on the boil that I thought I had done 
wrong. Getting some hot water, after considerable time 1 got it off. I then told Dr. Sewaitl 
altout it. When I was taking it off, I was standing by the table where the collodium was 
near the washing table. It was in tho nioniing about 8 or 9 o’clock when 1 was dimsing. 
Servants and peons were standing outside. 

CrosH-cxamihed by BctiJZftntwie.—Ou March 18th I came to Baroda in 1873 to 

take up my appointment. I had just come from Pahlanpur where I held au appointment. 


llocuinentNhowu of 14th December 1874, und 
recorded oh 11. 


It is in ^^o^them Gujeittt* 1 waftPoHtical Stiperintendent tliere/ ,Iheld thstBiK‘weeks lihink 
1 have held many appoixttnients. Previous to that I was Political Superintendent in Upper 
Sind and Ooniiuandant-in-Chief, Frontier Brigade. I quitted that to go houiO'Oti leaeveat the 
end of lti72. I did net retnna to it. My appointment was not cancolletl. It was under the 
Bombay Oovemment. I don’t know wlusthor or not I have the document terminating my 
appointment. , I have the Government Besolution exonerating me in the whole matter. 1 
have dociunontfi, but will not say whether it was a removal oj* ^\oi. 1 am not awai*o wheilior 

the Gaokwar or his Minister had copy of that document. It was a Government document; 
he could not have honestly come by it. I never heatd that the Gaekwar was in possession or 
that his Minister shewed it to Lewis Felly. 

Mr, ^oohle objects that Colonel Phayre’s conduct in Upper Sind ia not Wore the Commis- 
aion, Se'rjetmt Bollania/tm explains ; the President rules that it is admissible to show what 
the Gaekwar knew. 

I could not say whether the pajwr shown me ia a correct copy, as it is marked “ private.” 
1 do not believe it is a copy substantially correct. I don’t recognise it at all. If 1 saw the 
Government resolution and my reply, I should know. 1 am willing to tell everything. I 
advised prosecution of certain jieinons for gross faults. 1 cannot use any Government paper 
without sanction of Governmeiifc, I liave one Resolution of the Oth May, and the trnal RosoJu- 
tion of Government. I can get them from Bombay. In November 1873, a (JommiHsiou 
Viegan its sittings at Baro<hi, to impiire into certain charges of mal-admmistration by the 
Gaekwar. General Meade was President thereof. It ended tlie 24th December 1873, and 
subsequently iin elaborate report appeared. On tlie 7tb May the Gaekwai* marjied. A 
kharito was written complaining of my want of resiaict. 

The real cause was that the Goveniment dii ected me not to go t»» the marriage ; it was not 
personal, but connected with my official position. The Gaekwar continued to visit me 
privately all the same. Kharitas all wont through my hands. One went tu the Govenjuieut 
of India about the 17th May from the Gaekwar. I know of an answering khaiita of 2i5th 
July, from the Viceroy to the Gaekwai*. Its effect was to give the Gaekwar an opportunity 
of reformation till the end of 1875,- progress being reported by me to Govenmicnt wljcn 1 
thought necessary. There had been no question between me and the Gaekwar about appoint¬ 
ment of Dodabhai Nauroji. He asked my opinion about it, which was Sidverse, bub 1 said 
that according to the Viceroy’s orders His Highness was to judge for liiinsoJf exclusively. 
This was the Govemor-Gcnerars Oixler to the Gaekwar. The Gaekwar appointed Dadabhai 
who continued to a<jt. He had been MinistfU* foj- niin; or ten muntli.s before, i'rom about 


the 10th or 12th Augqst 1874 my communications commenced with Dadabhai as Minister. 
Before that Dadabhai had cairied on the administration himself. Wc met daily ami dis¬ 
cussed matters. I made complaints to the GaekWar, who summoned Dadabhai. A kliarita, 
dated 2nd November 1874, went from the Gaekwar to the Viceroy. I sent hi a progress 
1 ‘eport the same day. 

reads a kharita translation from Viceroy dated 2rith November 1874. 

Reconled as No. 2. The kha-rita of the Vicor<»y in 
Head ttkharit^^tedandNowmber from reply did iiot come through my hands. A child was 

U a trondation. bom ; tlio mamagc took place on 7th May, and tlu* 

hirth (xjcuitihI on the 16th October 1874. In St!p- 
tomberand Ocitober 1 sufiered from a boil in my hca<l, for which Dr. Seward atUuided me. 
From the commencement ho su])plied and appHcxl the plaster. About tlmt time it was I had 
slight fever and fulness of the head and watering of the eyes; those symptoms coinnicncetl 
bt^fore and continued after the plaster. At that time I began to wonder il‘ the sherlMjt wmk 
made with proper pumalo. I used generally to drink the whole of it Sometimes 1 threw it 
away, 1 said once to Abdulla why he had not made it; he brought two ])umaloes and said 
the reason was that the pumaloes were bml; at that time I did not investigate aboni tim 
pumalo juice. I did not say that 1 noticed a yioculiar taste on the 6th November. I took a 
sip or two that day. After that I did not feel well, heavy in the head, like I was in Sep¬ 
tember and Octobei*. On the 7th November I did not <lrink the whole of the sherbet. On 
the 8th November it waa Sunday and I did not drink as T had not been well on Saturday ; 
on the 3th 1 threw much of the contents out of the window. What was left in the tumbler 
was not sherbet, but a dark .substance. I saw* some dark substance at the botioin of the' 


tumbler, and a little liquid pouring down the side of the tumbler—a voiy small portioii. 
After depositing itself, this liquid icovered the bottonj of the tumbler; there was enough at 
the bottom of the glass for two tea-spoonfuls, or perhaps a tea-spoonful and a half. Dr. 
Seward saw the whole of it. I never toiidied it. Wbat J saw was not pumalo juice,—but 
of anoUier colour, quite different fibrn pumalo juice. Pumalo juice is red. 

Serjea/nt Balla/ntine reads from letter.*—1 received private information from people who 
gener^y gave me information what was administei^ to me was arsenic, finely powdered 

• Letter dated isthNovwiiber 1874 from Coienei diiwDond-diwt, ond Copper. I could scarwly go out 
ilimm to Chemical Aiial^raer, read and recoMed without being met by many petitioners everywhere. 
“ , j Many people used to come and give information. I 

did not jjay for it. These had never received money from me, nor do I know they 

had ever received ttion^ ; I believed they had not I cannot with reference to the words 
Secret and confidential information” mention the exact person who told, i»e of uop|)er 
having been adminisiered. I ceul^.mention several among whom the nersou was. 


Q.H-What <^ yoa ipeaa xinpafftanoe of verifj^t;^ ihi« ixifoiat^tion k 

A.—Ofooorse it wits to know if it was diamond dust or not, I emi give a liatof my mfinmukta, 
and if the Court desires, I would try to find out who :H was. I did not aee the^ooeoaHy of 
*^eoordmg my informant's name or notinir down his evidence. I wanted that of ihe^nrOp^ 
maa--the Chemical Analyser. It was secret and confidential, and I did not kaovr wat H 
waa^ right. 1 know Poonekar. It was either Bhati Pooneknr or. another man, perhape. 
1 will enquire. I don't know whether it was Bhau Poonekar or not. There is ancdher man 
Balwant Kao MunshL It was I believe one or other tliose two; but I am not sore. 
I gave Bhau Poonekar's name as an honourable person who gave me much information in 
the cause of retbmi. He is honourable and reliable. He was not adverse to the Qaekwar 
in representing grievances of the people. In cases in which ho believed it to be adverse to 
the Oaekwar, it was and it was found to lie. But he was not always adverse; nor was he 
adverse as a general rule, ile gave inforniatiou regarding many of the cases before the 
Conunission, but not all of them* Sadak All’s case was not one of them; he made it him¬ 
self. Sadak Ali’s case caxno to me first from Gk>vemment to re].>ort upon. Bhau Poonekar 
(lid not get it up or manage it before the Commission. It -was begun long before. I have 
no doubt he gave Sadak Ali a little assistance. What I was told about copper by my 
informaut wjis tliat the ingredients put in my glass were arsenic, diamond dust, and copper. 
That was what we <5all “kutchi khubber” Cimj)eriect information). I did not inquire into 
it all, it being kut(;hi khubber. It depends where it comes from whether it is secret and 
confidential information. 1 sent it to the Doctor to veriiy it, 1 said to Dr. Seward that 
aft<jr drinking the sherbet there was a coppery taste in my mouth, which I had not Juid 
before. I did not taste it in the li(][uid, but a considerable time after drinking it. I said to 
Dr. Seward, when he asked my symptoms, tiiat J bad a coppery tastn^ and tendency to 
salivation, 'i’lus was about three-quartiTS of an hour after drinking. 1 may have smoked 
a (;ig;,vr in the interval. It was not in consequence of the. taste, but (d* the effects I felt, that 
half an l»our alter 1 threw away the conttmts of the tninber. T did not throw them away till 
twenty minutes or half an hour. I allude to the 9th. It was the feeling I h»id twenty 
miiiutcs after which induced me to throw away the liquid. On the Cth and 7th I had no 
taste. T can’t account for my not continuing drinking it on the 6th and 7th, except the 
nu'vcy of God jirevcmting me. Tliore was no human reason for this. 1 sipped it and left it, 
as if J 'di<l not want it. I bad no rejisoii for throwing it away. On the 7th J had \>een 
uiiwt'll aftcT diinking on the Gth, and tljat may have prevented me. On the 6th 1 simply 
t(»ol( it up, and tlu’ew it away. On the 7th I had been unwell the day l)efore j it was not 
th(^ taste (if tlu! sherbet, but the effects upon my health. Kaqji Uavildar was among the 
poisons J exauiiiKid. Among other things he said: “ 1 8U8|>ect Paizu, because he has for 
“ a long time past (Uigaged in all kinds of intiigues, in the time of Colonel Barr and Colonel 
Shortt. In Colonel Shortt’s time he used tf> go with Colonel Shortt's butler to Baholkar’s, 
Kaua Saheb and otljers.” Ilhaii Poonekai* has access to tlai Residency and to my private 
office. I^ot in my }ib.souce, never; but in 4iiy presence. Many others also had access to it. 
T never lV)und Bhau Poonekar in my office when I came back, in iny private office. I may 
often have gt»t up in m}' room during (he day and found him when I came back. I never 
found him wh<*n I c;ijne back in the moruing. I never f<mnd him that 1 know of in my 
private office wlaui 1 luul not left him tlu re. Certainly it was never his custom to come, 
wlien I was tmt, into my ])rivate office and wait there. He may have gone to the ante-room 
and sat with my clerks. 1 did hear from Bhow Poonekar that the kharita, of 25tU November 
was t(j ho sent from tlio Darhar. It may have been the next du,y. It may have been either 
the day or the day l»efore, as far as J remcanher. I don't know how Bhau Poonekar knew. 
He mentioned tliat a letter, or answer to the Governor-General, wivs under preparation. He 
did not tell m(‘ how he knew, nor did I ask him. H(j did not tell me the nature of it. 
Ho merely said a letter was under picparation to the Governor-General. I don't kmjw 
whether (tomplaining of in(*. T sweai* positively I did not know the contents of that Kharita. 

] did not learn the general contents, nor whether it complained against mo. I formed au 
idea it w^as such ii thing. Bhau Poonekar was an agent of one of tho nohics of the State 
named Moer Ihralihn Ali. He c:ime to the Residency on businesK often, and when 1 first 
knew him, on busiuess connected with a ward of Goveriunent, Meer Zulfikar Ali. It did not 
occur to me to ask him how he got this information. After the attempt to poison, Bhau 
Poonekar was at the Residency that day. 1 remember him after breakfast. At tliat time 
1 did imt tell him about the circumstance. I am sure I told nobody till after seeing 
Dr. Seward. I don't remember when I told Bhau Poonekar, I think it was the 12th or 13th 
1 was told about the cop})er. I have lately seen Bhau Poonekar. I saw him since I left 
this Court. I asked him if it was ho who told me about di^ond dust and copper. He said 


it was he. 

Re-examined by Mr. Scobh. —The kharita was written ooinplaiuing of want of respect. 
With reference to the Gaekwar's marriage at Nowsari. I acted ac(»rding to directions of 
Government, and niy notion was entirely approved by Goveimment, I cominunicated to the 
Oaekwar the orders of Government, respecting the Nowsari marriage. The paper shown me 
of the 29tli June is the draft of the yad I communicated. The approval was from the Govern¬ 
ment of India. The Oaekwar,, not himself personally at first, but through hie Knrtbaries, 

. Mr. s,obi. r»a. t«Dd.tion rf gad of of the appointment of Mr. D^abhai., 

the a7th Augart 187^ wWob KBglkb piq)er in On the 27th Auguat 1874 1 addressed a yadr oyi the 
recof^wX#. , subject to the Oaekwar. I did thenceforward 

Mr. Dadabhai all assistance in Uie discharge of his datie.s. He never complained to me ^at^ 


I (lid not assist him. More than onoe he aoknowie^fed the assistance given by me to him 
in the Sirdars' cases. The persons who were in the habit of giving me information wei^ not 
employed by me, but came voluntarily. I liever [>aid, nor authorised payment, for intbrma- 
tion BO given. In kharitn of 2nd Novetnl>er there are two charges, via., about Chandeiuo 
Sirdai* and some Sindhi cultivators. These charges are not ooiTectly stated. I had talk with 
the Gaekwar about kharita of the 2nd November. All kharitoa are sent through me and c(^y 
given me for my information. I had this talk the first day he came after I received it, viz., 
on Thursday the 5th November. I mentioned to him about the kharita, and mentioned my 
extreme regret that such a kharita had been sent. The purport of the conversation was that 
the allegations made were not correct. The Gnekwar said it was Mr. Dadabhai who had 
written it and was responsible for it I then explained to His Highness that the object of his 
being allowed to select his own Minister was to make the Gaekwar responsible for what was 
sent to the Viceroy or the Bombay Government. From the time, on the 9th November, when 
1 sipped the tumbler till the time I threw the contents away, nobody had any access to the 
tumbler. Till I handed over the tumbler to Dr. 8eward nobody came into the room. 1 was 
there myself. The colour of the sherbet that moniing did not attract my attention. The 
upper part of the sherbet was as clear as poasible. The sherlict is nothing but the expressed 
juice of the pumalo without any water. 

By Sei'je^nt BaUantine .—I communicated with the Viceroy about the kharita of the 2iid 
Nijvember, I mean to the Bombay Oovornment, to whom I forwarded ns usual my exjdanatiou 
with the kharita. 

(Signed) John Jakdink, 

Barodn, 27th February 1875. Secretary to the Oommi8siouor.s. 


No. XV,— Orouge Edwin Skward states on Oath. 

Kxaminntion-in-chicf. 

Hy Mr. Tni'emrlty. —1 am George Edwin Seward, Surgeon-Major, Bombay Army, Bnroda 
Residency Surgeon and OaiitonnMmt Magistrate at Baroda. In Sepbimbtjr, October, and 
November 1874 f wu.s at Bav(»da. (kJonel Pliayre was under my medical attendance, in Sep¬ 
tember and October. I saw Jiim regularly when lie was suffering froju a boil, but not otlier- 
wist!. Tliis was either in SepUmdier or October. I can be sure by looking at notes of a 
pveHcri[)tion not here with me. I think it was in September. I prescribed for a boil on bis 
forehead. T think I invariably dre.ssed the boil myself, except towards the latter end, when 
0(»l(mel I'liayre did so. At first 1 gave him a Jittle mibesive plawter for liis fondiead, and 
afterwnrds cjirbolic acid with cotton ami oil and phwter, and afU^rwards C(»llodiuni. That was 
in Uh» latter stage to mak(^ the w'ound contract that I gave collodium. 1 }>erfectly rcnuunlxT 
the morning of the 9th November, mid that I received a note that morning from Colonel 
Pbayre l>etwe(^u 7J and cSj o'clock. J don't know what I did witli that note. Jtmercl>' 
asked nu^ to see Colonel Phayre oji my rounds. I did sec which Ri^sidency y»eou brought that 
note to my house. 1 now know him t(» be Mahommed Baksli. (;n receipt of the nott> i 
walked over directly to tbe Kesideriey. On coming up I did not notiee y^articiilarly outside 
tlm house if there were servants. Before seeing Colonel Pliayre I saw two at the end of the 
verandah which is betwemi (V)lonel Phaynfs house and the private office. One wax Nai*su. 
1 have sinc(i learnt that the name of the ot}i(“r is llaoji. 1 saw them at the end of verandah 
near a little wall—the dwarf wall already deseribc'd hy Colonel Phayre. Wlien Narsn saw' 
me lie in an unusual maimer avoide<l mooting me. 1 was hi the habit of saying, “ Well, Nai’su, 
" luiw are you ?"—which usually caused him to salaam and seem pleas(5d. On this oceasioii lu? 
looked grave; he looked straight <lown tlie verandah and salaamed, but not at me. Thi^re 
was something odd in the man's manner. ] jeinembered it afterw’ards. 1 noticed it at Ibe 
time. Kaoji caiiK^ forwar<l when he saw me with great aloc^rity and took my liat and 
umhi'c.Ua; this waw an unusual thing. I think 1 never received tliat attention from him 
before ; he said nothing. I may have asked if the Buri'a Saheb was in the office; he may 
liavo .said y(is, but I am not sure. Namu and Raoji, Residency peons, knew 1 was the 

Residency doctor. T went to Colonel Phayn's jirivate office and dressing room, already 

described by Colonel Phayre, where the waalihand stand was. After I shook liands, he went 
and took up a tumbler from the wash stand and showed mo a sediment in the tumbler, and 
said, ‘‘ AVhat is that ?" I took it in my hand ; there was a very .small quantity of liquid in the 
tumbler. There was something lees than a dessert spoonful of sediment and liquid together, 
-1 mean of liquid. Tliere w'as about five grains of sediment in weight, more or less. I 
looked at it, took it, and noticed as I shook it that a little powdeiy film rose out of 
the sediment. I added a little water from a goblet near. I then observed the play of 
coloui’H on the glistening part of the sediment, and there was a separation between the 

glistening j)art and the non-glistening part. I next said, and Colonel Phayre also,—we 

said we fihHpected tlxe presence of poison (witness explains). Wo began to susjMsct the 
presence of poisoa Oo&nel Ph^ro said he had hoard of such things; he had heard that 
such attempts might be made against him, but he had not suspected it till this time. He 
said he had taken the sherbert about half an hour before. He showed that he had 
nausea and a soreness in the throat and stomach. He did not say so, but by an expressive 
motion lie made me understand it. I think he said he had a confusion in his liead, and 


it was m throat and stoxnaek. Colonel Phayre shoved me vhei*e he thi^ev the oontents of 
the tumbler. I vent with Colonel Phayre to look. Evidently some fluid bad beai thrown 
there on the verandah vhich was vet. Therti vero some things also, vhich I call flocculi, 
like little pieces of white cotton—such things aw are not found in shorbet. Colonel Phayro 
told me that he had suffered on previous days, i.e., that he had had oolicy pains and nauseA^ I 
took away the tumbler to analyse. (3oing out I again saw the |>oons Narsu and I 

carriod the tumbler away in the breast pocket of the pea-jacket 1 wore, and I put a hander- 
chief over it It bulged. Raoji was assiduous as 1 came out. He brought my hat and 
umbrella, looked at me, scanned my face, and his demeanour was different from the usually 
impassive Residency peon, Narsu was very giuve, and his moiinor was unusual for him. I 
went back to my house on foot. On my way back 1 met the man Mahoinmod Baksb. I mot 
him at the Ranee's bridge, in the middle of the maidan, l>etween the Residency and my house. 
He was coming towards the Residtmey. I spoke him. There was a conversation. Ho 
in reply to a question of mine told me Noinethiiig. Ilo must have come across the xiiaidan, i.r., 
from a direction opposite tlie Residency. After crossing the bridge J saw two Ijorsenieu 
going towards the Residency. I recognised one. His name is Kshwaut Rno, the same who 
used to go with Ooekwar to the Residency, 

(Signed) John Jabjune, 

Baxoda, 27th February 1S76. Secretary tt> the Commissionere. 


Doctor Sjswakd. 

Examination-in-chief by Mr. Tnmmrity. —Wlien 1 got to my house with the tumbler T put 
it into my desk with its contents, and k(<])t it there till 1 got apparatus for testing. 1 
])rocured some fi’csli wood charc«)al. Before doing so 1 put a little of the sediment under the 
inicrosco|)e. The sediment presented under the microscopo a white opaque granular substance, 
wicU seemed to me like pound(?d alabaster. Tiuu'e was a white ciystalliiie sulwtancc, 
transparent; tliere were one or two dark gritty particles. I observed nothing else in the 
sediment under the )nicro8COpe. Tlio sediment 1 put oji the glass slide T put into a little 
glass moi'tar which I had very carefully cleansed. I then rubbed this sediinent with a little 
of the charcoal. I then put this mixture into a new and unused test tube. This I heated 
in the flame of a spirit lamp. At first there was a little moisture deposited from the other 

part of the tube inside the tube. 1 removed that moisture with a little blotting paper. I 

again heated the mixture in tlie flame. On removing 
», tlio tube from tlie flame I obsorveil a motallic ring. 1 

have that ring. I might have called it a de^Mjsit within 
the tube. J produce the tube. I point out the metallic ring. On heating the tube again a little 
and withdrawing it from the flaino I observed what evidently was a crystiilline deposit on 
th(i tulK!, lH)th aiK)ve and below the ring. Under the nn.scroscope the crystals a])peai’ed tf) be 
Jusl-rouH and ocjtohedral. I’lie metallic I’ing and ciystals incliciited arsmiic. f got tlie char- 
C(»al and tube sent from the dispensary. J made no further cxperiinents that moniirig. I 
hod no chemicaLs. 1 remember tliat morning vocciving a letter from Colonel Phayre. Tlie letter 

, , „ . , , ^ , shown me is the oiui.* 1 did not semi reply to that 

* Tin? Ifttur mju'keu 1 is huowu and nicordca- , ,, *7 • • • t i, \\ < i j. 

letttM’. As I was going in my gan T met tlnit letter. 

1 ordered my tonga and went straight to tins liesidency, and there 1 saw OJomd Phnyn^. I 
tohl him the result of iny aiuilysis. 1 wroti; a* letter to Colontd Phayre in his presence and 
that of Mr. Boevey. 

Letter of Oth November 1S74 from Dr, Seward to tlic Resident, (.’olonel Phayre, reiul and 
recfuded tus N. 

1 threw the sediment that remained in the tumbler into a piece of blotting ])aper niado 
into a fdte.r. Some portion of the H(.*dirnent remained in the tumbler. J poured a little water 
into the tumbler, and )>asfled tliat also through the blotting jjaper filter. By that moans the 
seilimeiit remained on the ]»a}»er after the water liad'liassed through. I dried the blotting 
paper near tlie chimney of a lamp. When the paper was sufliciently dry I folded it up ami 
jmt it into an envelope. I ]>ut niy seal on the envelope. 1 show my seal on the envelope. 

The writing ou the hack of the envelope is mine.* 
TfUiw*”"** That was written on the morning of dispatch. 1 

■ sealed the envelope at night. In the im>riiing 1 

desjiaichQd it in registered letter to Dr. Gray, Chemical Analyser. J ])ut the eiivelo]>e 
containing blotting paper in a larger envelope. The large envelope shown me is the one in 
question. On that occasion 1 <lul not write to tlie Chemical Analyser, but enclosed (.Lionel 
Phayre’s letter,—I mean exhibit F. On forwaiding it 1 made the endorseimint ou it [A//'. 
Invemrify retuls it.'] I sealed the large envelope witli the same seal as the small envelope. 

The small envelope containing blue blotting paper is recorded as O, and the Urge envelope 
as P. 

After that I received this n^ly Gi’n-y- I made further experiments some dayn 

after. 1 t<K)k the mixture from the tiib<^ and threw it 
surface of snmo watiir and allowed the heavier 
liarticles to sink to the r»ottom and ptiurod oft wlmt 
was floating. After repeating this process three times, several times 1 collected the sediment 
and placed it on some glass slides which I can now produce. These are them. 

Witness produces a card-box containing slides. 


1 pbxctwJ the sedimont on those fllides* uudor a nucroaoopo, md sai^ th^dt eoamstsd 

of these lost^^us ciysta^line fragioontB. I then pussed 
thH,/*'*" ^ sedwneat wit!* a rub!^ 

* ' motion once. X found the dean glam slide after that 

t *****'* prodnoeil Aud sbo-wn, and rubbing presented the appearance it now bears .f T^e 

^ *" ' scratches were not there before. By passing the one 

ov(^r the other I mean I rubbed the two together, the sediment being between the two 
slides. 

The conclusion I came to was that, whatever the nature of the sediment, it was not glass. 
T thought it might be diamond-dust, of which I had heard, because the particles were so very 

• letter of wth Novcmiwr 1874 from Oantou- l'>st™u8. I mean rather “ of what 1 have read " either 

moat Magistrate to HosidGut is shown, but not iu papers or in Dr. Gi’ay^s letters. 1 remember re- 
inarkoA. ceiving certain information which 1 communicated on 

the lOtl* Noveinlior to Colonel Phayre. Tiio letter shewn me is the one in question.* Isent a 
shoix note. This is tJio ftjrmal loiter. 

I said that on shaking the tmnblei’ a tliin film eamc up. This^ is one of the indications of 
arsenic. Fron* tht; time I i*eceivcd the tumbler from Colonel Phayre till 1 concluded my 
experiments, *ione but me had access to the tumbler, the sediment, or the apparatus. 1 
remeniW the ayah Amina being under my care. On looking at my book I say that she 
came under iny care either on the 17th or' KSth December; 1 believe the 18th Decembtir. 
She liad then fi^ver. She was in much pain on the right side. She af)|Kiarcd to have con- 
jestion of the liver. The base of the right lung and some of the wmd-tul)e were aifecte<l. 
I considered her ilbieas serious. 1 saw Ikjv before she came to hospital iu a house in Mr. 
Iloevcy’s compound. By my advice she was moved thence to tlie liospital. When she was 
jji hospital I hod a convtnmtion with l*er. Slie .scarcely gave me a message. She appearcid 
very ill and restless. I thought she might have something on Jiev mind. J thought it might 
liel|> hci- i-ecoverv if she unhmdened her mind. She then tt)ld me soinetliing. In conse¬ 
quence of what she said I wont to Mr. S<tnter. I have no personal knowledge os to whether 
Mr. Souter came to the hosjntal after that. 1 don’t rememUsr the date of my going to 
Ml’. Souter. J have no notes to refresh memory. It could not have been more than two or 
thino days afbjr the 18th December. 

Cross-examined by {^erje^int B(dlmUine. —1 knew she had btien examined by Mr. Souter 
Ixifore coming to hospital. I did know the nature of Iier communication ; I knew that of 
the enquiiy. 1 know nothing aljout a blister. Her liver was queer. Dr. Lewis had doctored 
her. 1 thought her imeashiess might be miMital ratlier than th(,‘ result of blister or physical 
pain. My treatment much relieved her; but oppression remained on }*er mind and counte- 
mmee as if conscience was at work. The hospital was the regimental one, where Di*. Lewis 
is Surgeon attending. I attended her because she was ayah of a friend, and 1 liked to do it, 
and Surgeon-Major Lewis was ray friend. I ditl not comraunieate with Dr. Lewis, Ix'causo 
it wa.s not necessaiy. I am n<»t sure 1 proscribed foi- her, Tlie plaster I prescrilasd was before 
lier going to h^ispital. Aftci* she wont tlievo J don’t remember prescribing fur her. 1 assisted 
her to unburden her conscience. X'he ayah and I understand each otluii-s language. Slic 
spoke in HindustAnl an<l understood a little Knglish. We had no interjn*eter. There was 
a policeman there. 1 don't know wlio ho was. 1 know noue of them. 1 know Akbar AIL 
It was not him. I don't know if it was Abdul Ali. I believe .she was under police sur¬ 
veillance. There was u ]iolicenian in her room, an ordinary jjolicoman. 1 know nothing 
about usual medical practie<*, but 1 know Dr. Lewis, and I <Ud not mind seeing the woman as 
I had an intei’ost in her. It may or may not bo a usual thing. It depends on the relation 
between the Doctois. With a private person it would not bt^ etiquette ; nor usually at another 
doctor’s hospital. Dr. Lewis is (piite competent for his duties. I have soon Jihau Poonekar 
once, but can’t say know liim. It {wa^i after Mr. Boevey’s departure from ilaroda he came 
to my house. As far as I know, 1 never saw him before, nor that 1 have spoken to him since. 
I can't say wlien Mr. Boevey went away. I don’t believe I saw Bhau Poonekar since. As 
far as I nnaeuiber, the policeman present did not infr^rtere in my converoation with the ayah. 
I don’t know' that the )X)lic(UTian interpreted. I don’t remember whether he did or not. It is 
possible lie did. I don’t j’emember. I can swear 1 did not get every word of her message from 
the mouth of the jjoliceman. 1 cannot t(?ll you whether I got tlie substance from the police¬ 
man. I have no Mief on that subject. T can talk Hindustani, not fluently. 

(lolonel Phayre told me that he had heard that his life was thi*eatened, but up till tliat 
• time (the 9th November, it had not been attempted. He did not tell mo from whom he luwl 
heard that there might be attempts against him. When 1 got to the Residency, 1 saw tlio 
tumbler. Colonel Phayre shewed ra(} the tumbler. As fej' as I remember, lie held it a little 
obliipiely ; it was a sedinioiit then, not diffused in the liquid. There was just enough liquid. 
These was something down the side of the glass. The daritish brown colour would not be 
consistent with arsenic or diamond dust, 1 decline to give an^^ opinion as to whether there 
must have lieen something else. 1 sawr no dark brown sediment What sediment I saw 
scorned to me to l>e of faint fawn colour! like some sea-sands. The words “pale grey” might 
i»e !i fair desciiption of the colour. I mixed a little water with it. I did not amtlyse that 
water befoie I put it in. Oeneraily am analytical chemist analyses all substances he works 
wttb. Tl)M:e are instancies on record in which the poison supposed to be found came from the 
tests used. There was about a dessert; spoonful of remains of the sherbet And about five 




pocket in the tumbler. 1 thenus^ the oharcoal test, balled test by xeduetion eHmihating 
certain appeaiunees subsequently convertible into original element. Ihus the metallie nhg 
can 1>€ shewn to lie arsenic. Tho salt of arsenic can be brouglit out The ring^ aa far as 
eight-rsided crystals go, shows arsenic. They exist in the tube. They are almost surely 
conclusive; other mineral poisons would not produce similar crystals. Corrosive sublimate 
would not. The charcoal was brou^t, I think, by my Hospital Assistant liimsolf with the 
other apparatus. I did not at that time tost the chanx^ I did not aiterwards. I sent it to 
Dr. Gray—the remainder of it I made no attempt to test the liqmd. I merely tested the 
sediment. The liquid was thrown away. 1 eliminated the liquid h'om the sediment and 
tested the sediment only. It may have been an omission of mine not to test the liquid. 1 
only testqd for arsenic. There are npisons whose foundation is copper. The common one of 
those is verdigris. I did not toht for copper. There was nothing to indicate tlie presence of 
copper. The colouring would usually indi(jato copper. I cannot fi*oiu my analysis account for 
Colonel Phayre's feeling a copperish taste. I don't remember the specific gravity of arsenic 
in relation to water. It is niucli heavier. Tf aryenic is well mixed and then put into a 
tumbler, I can’t say if it will get up to the top. I have tested for arsenic at home under 
Hoffman. I have since mode one experiment only. I did not weigh the sediment. • T tldnk 
I experimented upon one-third of it, rath(.T more th#n a grain, scinding up the remainder to 
Dr. Gray. Wliat I experimented upon was one or two grains, between one and two gi'ains. 
With the gloss slides I used the whole of the sediment 1 had got. This brought out the 
mctolUc ring. I put nil the sediment into the reduction tube. 1 can’t soy I used it all uj), ns 
some remained on the slides. For the .sli<leK 1 o|)erate<l on tlml which J had already ])ut into 
the tubes after subjecting it to bent. It was after doiocting arsenic, not aftcir tjxtracting all 
tho arsenic. I can’t say if the arsenic colouring th<5 tube is mor(‘ tlian Jth or /^th of a grain. 
The residuum left in tlie tube was dried charc(»al mid whatever was mixed with it. 1 took 


the whole out for tho other experiment. 1 <lid not weigh the charcoal on which I experi¬ 
mented. I’liei'e was no necessity. My last experiments weie made on nlwmt a grain that 
remained in the tube. By the process 1 used I brought out a crystallise^l appeni'aniio on the. 
slides. The scratch indicated would come by renewal of same experinamt on other slides. 1 
sent Colonel Phayre’s letter to Dr. Gray with lui ju.ldition—[Serjeant Ballantine rcjids from 
some letter.] J think it refers to what 1 wrote, Jt was my first coimnuniciitiori to Dr. Gray. 
Tliei-e is some inontion on the envelope. T think about result of iny analysis. That ('exhibit U) 
is my communication, i believe arsenic is usril in manufacturing some vorietics ol glass. I 
could .Hcmtch a plain piece of glass. I think there is a variety of eorrundinn that will 
scratijli glass. L mentioned tlie demeanour of tlie servants to Mr. lioevey. I can’t toll you 
w'lien. Before Mr. Boevey left Baroda. It was l>eforo the 24*111 or 2;)tli December. I think 
it wjis shortly after the inquiiy. That'a all 1 can say; that it was before the 25th. 


Dr. Sewaril scratched the glass S. with otic of the. slides i»n which there was sodiinent 
and produced .snmll scratches across the top. 


Rc-examinatiou by ^fr. Soohle. —The a 3 \ali had been my patient before going to lunsjiital 
only for one day. Tn serious cases it was my duty as R(‘sidericy Surgeon to attend Residency 
servants. She was too seriously ill to remain where she was, uuattonded, at a imfc in 
Mr. Boevey ’r compound; therefore 1 sent her to the hos])Ltal. My visit to lier in the hospital 
WHS not to prtjscribc for her, but f took mi interest in her as Mrs. Bojjvey’s aya/i. Iri tlir: 
liospitiil she was in a so]»aratc room. T\h\ poficeman was, I think, stamling or sitting at the. 
»l(ior. T think one of the Itospital assistants came In with me when 1 visited tlnj ayali. I 
tloii't remember which hospital assistant it W'a.H. The. policeman was a Bomliay iKiJiccman. 
lie seemed, as lai' as I remember, to be an ordinary police sepoy, not a suhadai* or havildar. 
1 can speak Hindustani well enough to dispense with an inteipretc.j'. f frc(pKmtiy get ouo if 
I liud myself unabli; to carry on the converRation. I noticed the liquid in the tiiiulilcr to bi; 
dull pink in colour. 1 added possibly about a table spoonihl of water. To the best of iny 
belief, I got that water from a water goblet on tho wSshhand stand. I took the first water 
that came to hand. My hospital assistant was a man uanio<l Abrahimjee. He lias luiw left 
Baroda ; he is a Jew. I think T either sent a note or ealUsl him. I did not tell him or any 
body why I wanted tho charcoal and tube. Shaking arsoiiic in water In a small bottle might 
have the effect of diffusing the arsenic more thoroughly when put in a tiimbJej-. Diamtmd 
dust would naturally sink to the bottom. On detecting ai-scnic T ci^ased further trial, i 
could pursue inquiry myself. T hail no apparatus. I think eorrunduiu is a metallie oxide. 
I don’t know if chemical tests would discover corrundum. I fimt discovered tho film before 


I added any water. 

By Sir Dhilcar Rao .—Tlie jioison was arsenic in luy opinion. T have no knowledge as to 
whether a man can digest diamond duet Aidthout liarm. 

(Signed) John Jahijine, 

Baroda, 1st March 18V6. Semetary to the Commissionons. 


-No. XVI. —Dn. Welungton Okay stateR on Oath. 

Examination-in-Chief 

By A/r. ScMe .—My name is Wellington Gray, Surgeon, Bombay Army, and Acting Chemical 
Analyser to Govennuont. On the Uth November last J receiveil a rogist<:rcdletter from 
Di'. inward, Residency Surgeon at Barcpda—a rogistei-ed cover. 



Tlie loiter sltown (P) in the outer envelope of the packet* The aeal was perfeot The 
Exhibit V «hown witness. envelope (P) contained a small packet and a letter. 

Dittn T (iitto. The letter ' is the letter it contained. The ox'- 

])mo o ditto. envelope of the patdeet enclo^. It 

was sealed with a perfect seal. It bore the endorsement in Br. Seward’s handwriting, which 
it, now bears. In the envelope (0) I found a piece of blue blotting paper folded. Inside the 
blotting pa[>er I found some powder; the powder weighed a grain and a half. ‘ Its colour 
was greyish. I noticetl tliat it contained glittering particles. T analysed the powder hy the 
usual process for the detection of arsenic. It was not the reduction test I first used. I first 
lu'ated a little of the powder. The result of the process was a white sublimate on the side of 
tlic tulHJ. T next examined that sublimate under tlie microscope. I fouud that the sub¬ 
limate consisted of eight-sided crystals. I examined those crystals tlioroughly. The result 
was that I concluded them to be crystals of white arsenic. I did this by first boiling them 
in a little water. I then took part of the water. I added a drop of solution of am monio* 
nitrate of silver, and it produced a pale-yellow precipitate. I then took anotlier part of the 
water of solution, and I added Kf>me ammonio-sulphate of copj>er, and the result was a pale- 
gveen precipitate. I then a<ldod some muriatic acid to the remainder of the solution. I then 
passed some suljihurettcd hydrogen gas through the acid Holntion. I had first boiled tho acid 
solution. The result of this was a bright yellow precijiitate. The results 1 obtained by these 
three exjterimonts. 1 tested the precipitates. 1 added ammonia to all three, and they all dis¬ 
solved. I added the ammonia to jjart only of the laslpjecipitate and kept part of it for another 
experiment. I boiled that part in strong muriatic acid, and it did not dissolve. All these 
te.Mt.s 8atisfi(5d me that it was arsenic. 1 used about the sixth part of what powtler I had 
received in these experiments. 1 made further experiments with the remainder of the powder. 
1 made them in connection with the arsenic. I boiled a little of the remainder with water 
and muriatic acid. T then put in two pieces of clean coppe.r foil, and 1 continued to boil it, 
and in a few seconds the copper foil became covered with a grey metallic deposit. I took out 
one ]iiocc of copper foil. I dried it. I heated it in a test tube, and a white sublimate formed 
on the side of the test tube. I examined that sublimate under tlil microscope and found it 
consisted of eight-sided crystals. 1 ascertained by test what those crysbils were. I went 
tlirough exactly tlic satin*, sort of tests as 1 have just described, and with the same results. 

I also trfed to test by reduction with charcoal. I Iiavc the test tube showing the n^sult of 
that experiment. 


Witness i»roduces a glass test tube. 

I point out tlie metallic ring on it. This ring is one of the signs of the presence of ai'senic. 
It may he reduced again into white arsenic by heating ; I did not make that experiment. 

The bottle T have got contains some (►f my results of 
Tl,«to»Ui,W.sp«(.na.T,an.Uo.«o„I..,l. exrH!rin.ent«. I loadB no otbev experiuiunto on 

the nth. I made some since. 1 did not ou the lltii make any experiments to ascertain 
what the glittering particles were. They were not nftecteil in any way by the experiments I 
made about the powder generally. On tho IHh I did oxauiiue some of the glittering j»urticles 
under the mieroseopc. That W'as the only examination I mad 9 of them on the 11th. The 
I'osult wa.*? that I thought them to he cither j>ow(iered glass or powdered quartz. On tlio 

11th I communicated the result to Dr. Seward. I’hc 
• Exhibit Q IS shown to witness. letter shown me* (Q.) is the communication. (.)n the 

liitli I nia<le a further examination of tJils powder. On tlie 12th I opened the piece of blue 
blotting pajter, tiud oji looking at the powder 1 was strtick by the hrilHaucy of some of the 
particles. 1 was led to the conclusion from my examination that they wt3ro tiiatnonds. First 
of all my examimition of them was sinqdt^ inspection. I then tried to dissolve them by all 


t U.tt..r,.n,iH.N«v.n,b,.riS74fro.iiOr.(lni, onlinary aoids. and then with an alkaline, vix., 
u> i»r. Sowurti shown, mid, and recorded as ]»otash. I fi)Uiid the particles not soluble. The 


Kxidhit n. residt of my oxj)erimcnts was iny writing this letter 

to Di-. Sfward.t At tho time I wrote this letter 1 luod nut received any cominunioatiun from 
Jlat'oda mentioning the possibility of diamond-dust Vieing in tho powder. Tlie opinion I 
1'oi‘jiieil as to presence of diamond-dust was tlie result entirely of my own inijuiries. Tho 

letter from Bai*oda CAmo after this. I nweivod this 

* ... packet on the ITtli November,‘-a registered packet, 

sealed witli a seal b(;aring ci’est of a bird. Tlie seal was perfect when I received it. Inside 

it I found a sumll packet and also a letter. The 
t hxhihitl.nhown. letter shown nie| (I.) is the one contained. In the 

siiiull ])ack(;t 1 lound some earthy matter, seventeen grains in quantity, I examined it. 1 
iiinnd it coutaiued arsenic and also satid and glittering particles. Tho glittering particles 


wt'ic similar to those sent in the pi-evious packet. 1 ascertained the presenuo of arsenic in 
t]h3 1 ‘artliy matter by the same tests as on previoas occasion. 1 point out the tube containing 

.1 . 1.. . n . ^ I *1 T «• » aI . ___ _ —1_A At. -A_ J» .1 


tlic metallic ring of tbe second packet. I formed the same opinion about the nature of these 

glittering particles us of the glittering paiiicles in 
,„hc r.,ark.a v-a .l.ort tubc.with a In neither of these packets did 

, *I detect tho presence of any poison but arsenic. In 
the fii-st ,packet the whole quantity of arsenic I found waa one gi*aui, and in the second packet 
me grain aud a quarter ; total 2^ ’groins of arsenic. Under favourable circumstances for 


4-1 
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for an adult Usually the eftects of taking arsenic begin to manifest themselves in from half 
an hour till an hour. Of arsenical, syroptoins the first usually noticed is a dizziness, then 
nausea followed by vomitting, burning pain in the stomach, purging. Chronic poisoning or 
repeated small doses of arsenic pi\>duces an etfoct on the eyes. It makes the water and 
feel weak and sore. If arsenic is applied to a sore or wound, it produces effects,—may ho 
fatal effects. 1 cannot say whether the mixture of diamond-dust with the arsenic would 
affect the ditiuaion of arsenic with the water. If arsenic wore first mixed in a small bottle 
and shaken and then pouiwi into a tumbler, it would cause the diffusion of the nrsenic, 
through the contents of the tumbler. The production of a film, as dcscribwl by Dr. Seward 
after shaking it about in a tumbler, would indicate presenetj of arsenic. I did aftcrwanls on 
the 3()th.Decembev receive a third packet from Mr, Souter. It contained anotlior small paper 
packet inside the envelope. 1 examined the contents of that ]>acket. I found it cemtained 
seven grains of white powder. The powder was white arsenic. The envelope shown iric.* is 
^ „ , , , . that of the bjwjket of 8()th December, and inside is 

the ,.,ti,er of the packet. Tl.o.-e was a piece of tl.read 
besides. Exc<ipt the ai*senic, the paper, thread, and 
envelope arei hcre.^ The whole of the powder, seven grains, was white arsenic. I also, at 
IM Seward's vequnst, examined some charcoal sent me by him. I received timt packet on 
tlie ilOth January 1S71>. 1 tested the charcoal. I found it was free from arsoni(5. Diamond- 

dust luLs, according to the best authoriti»*s, no injurioiis (diect on the ljuinan Ujdy. 

The President disallows a ipiostion as tx> witness’ knowledge ol’ opinion of natives as lo the 
effect of diamond-dust on the huinau bo«ly. 

The question has been discussed among medical men as to wlmtber diamond-dust lias 
injurious effect ou tiie human body. The result (d'tliat tUscussion is that it is harmless. 

(Signed) John Jartunp:, 

Barofla, 1st March 1875. Scci’otary to the I’ommissiouers. 


Cr()H.s-examination by Serjeant Pcdhmline.—A extracted the. arsenic from part of the 
jiowder. T examined the metallic ring only with a microscope. It is (piito ])f)ssible to go 
lurtlier an<l to ])r()duce the arsenic. There are sev(‘ral sorts of copper which are poisonoiis, 
e»g., sulphate of copjier. A pei'son drinking a liquid with sulpliab^ of copjsT in it would find 
a strong metallic taste. It is at once taste<l. Tlie taste would coutinm* for some time. Sul- 
pliate of cop]»ci* lias an astringent eflect on the throat. It would cause colicy pains, and not 
an increase of saliva as 1 am aware, not till it began to affect th(! stomach, on which it would 
act in much less- than linli'-au-hour. 'I’lie time dojiends more or less ou the state of the 
stomach. * The moment nausea begins tliere is an incrcascil flow of saliva. Arsenic taken 
chronically produces salivation, but onosl<)e.s not lopk fo]* it necessarily after a single dose ; 
24 grains of ai'senic would kill a person. As no stomach ])nmp was used on Colonel Phayre, 
and wliatever he took remauunl in his stomacl), the quantity must have been sinalJ. What 
he took was enough to produce nausea, and therefore saliva, and the same might result fj*om 
copper. Salivation is always one of the first symptoms of nauseta. 1 can’t say it was 
improper of Dr. Seward to arid watca* to what he meant to analyse. It is possible to find 
sulwiancc^s in water. It was six days after my first analy.sis that 1 wiis sent what was said to 
have been scraped up from the ground. 

lie-examination by Mr. i^cohle .—The extraction of arsenic bodily from part of tlie ]>owd('r 
was not with the reduction test, but the sublimation test. I found no trace of copjier in 
either tho first or second powder sent me. Having been informed about co))per being 
suggested, 1 di<l direct my analysis to detect cop]»or. Arsenic is not wlnit is called au aecu- 
imilativo poison. It ])asses off witli the natural secretions of the hoily. 'fhere is diversity of 
iipinion as to whether arsenic produces a metallic taste hi the..numtli. It raises the question 
as to whether arsenic has a taste. 1 have tried to taste it, but found it luid no taste. I have 
seen a jicmoii sutlering from piusoning by ai’simic, and kti complnimHl of ini^tallic tiisbi in the 
mouth. In the course of my experience us Analyst 1 have noticed that a me.tsillic taste in the 
mouth was described as one of tlie syiiqitomH in ainenical poisoning. My analysis of the 
jiowdei- contained in tlie third packet receiwMl from Mr. JSouter enabled me to know' that it 
was the same substance as that received in the other two p.Mckets. 

By Serjeant Ballantine .—In )diysical chaitvctcrs there are variotios of white arsenic. I say 
that the arsenic was the same frmn ocidiu* inspection by microscope. The ]>hysical characters 
of both were exactly tho same under the microscope. 1 don’t mean copitery taste by metallic 
taste. 

By His HighnesH the MaUiraja of Jeypoor.—kr&emc is soluble in water. 

By Itaja Sir iJinkar Jiao .—There arc several substances besides arsenic tliat taken onco 
ill small (piantity prove fatal. 

(Signed) John Jarpine, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XVIT.—Ardurra states on Solemn Atfinnation. 
Exaniinution-in-Cluef 

By Mr. Invcvariiy .—My mime is Alidulla Khun Wahid Mahomed Khan. When Colonel 
Phayre came to Baroda from Pahlanpur 1 came here after him. 1 have Iwen imuiy yeaw iu 


bis service, I mtos so as a little boy. But he and his wife have gone son^times to England. 1 
have been fifteen or sixteen years in his service altogether. I was in November last first as 
second servant and as chobdar. In the month of li^zan I was second servant My master. 
Colonel Phayre» had sherbet got ready for him every morning. It was the second servant’s 
biiHinoBS; when the second servant was sick, it was the ^tier’s baainess to prepare it. 
I remember Monday the 9th November. That morning I prepared Colonel Phayre’s sherbet 
in the dispense room where it was always prepared. Having prepared it I took it and went 
into the dining room, and there I took a saucer, a plate, a plantain and two or three oranges. 
I thence at once proceeded to the Saheb’s office room. I placed the tumbler where it was 
always put on the washhand table. I remember that it was Wo or three minutes before half- 
|)ast six in the morning that I did so. Two hamals were there,—one named Govind j the 
other is called Yellappa, I tliink. One was sweeping the room ; the other cleaning the things. 
Having placed the tumbler, I took out, clothes for my master and left the place. I did not 
re-enter the room before the return of Colonel Phayre. That morning I made the sherbet 
from pumaJo. J put nothing in except tho juice of the pumaJo. I cut up the pumalo and 
separated the seed in a sou])-piate. 1 strained out the juice through muslin. Before that I 
pressed the pumalo in the soup plate with a spoon. The spoon was a silver spoon—a-large 
table spoon. 

CroBH-exuinination by Serjeant Ballantine .—There wus a verandah to the room where I 
placed th(' tumbler, which loads from inside as well os outside. The inner vorandali used to 
})c cleaned every dry I don’t know if the outer one was. There are two ways of getting to 
the office—one from outside, one from tlio verandah. It is one verandah of which a poi'tion 
is oj>en. The inside verandah was cleaned daily. There is a passage partly open, partly 
shaded. I did not notice if the outside verandah was cleaned Aiily. It was the hamaVs 
business to clean it. 

Re-examination by Mr. Scohla .—I did not notice any one cleaning the verandaJi on tlus 
inoining of the 9Ui. Two hamals used to sleep there. J saw, no one cleaning it that 
morning. 

(Signed) John Jardink, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1875. Secretary to tho Commissiouei's. 


No. XVIII.— Qovinp Bai.u states on Solemn Affirmation, 

Examination-in-Chief 

I 

By Mr, ScoWe.—My name is Ooviud Balu. T am a hainal employed at the Residency. I 
entered tlie Residency service when Colonel Walker went on two years’ leave, about five 
years ago. It was my duty to clean the Saheb’s ullioc. I remember the nmruing of Monday, 
the 0th November. 1 went uii duty. That morning I was cleaning Colonel Phayre’s private 
office, 1 went into that rtjoui before 7 «»clock. It was .after the Saheb had gone out to walk, 
it was about liaif an Inmr or one quarter of an hour after he went out, os fai- as 1 remember. 
I remained in tire room one quarter oi- half an hour or thereabouts. W hile X was in the 
room Abdulla was there. Liiklismaii, scjjoy, was outside cleaning the inkstand. Eirst of all 
Yellappa went into the room, lie cltnined it and then came out; ho is anotiier hamal. 
Abdulla was inside; he took out the Saheb’s clothe.s. After Alslulla liad taken out the 
Salieb’s clotlms and cleaned the boots he went out. Rjioji, Jiavildar, came after Abdulla 
went out. Raoji said to me, “ Lot the torn jiapers b(} removed from this basket to that basket.’* 
He meant tlie waste papers. There were torn papers in the bisket whore they used to be 
kept, close to the Saljeb’s writing table. Uc said, “ Let the torn papers be removed from the 

basket to that biisket.” There were two baskets—one inside, the other outside. Raoji 
emptied the wjiste paper from one into another. By outside 1 mean the ante-room. He 
brought inside the outside bosket and emptied into the ouiside basket the contents of the 
inside basket. Raoji did not stay there 'long, only about five minutes. I know tho wasliing 
table in tlic private office. I used to dean it and to provide fresh water for it. On it there 
IS n yhindee (washhand bowl) and a kuja (goblet) for holding water. On the 9th November 
I supplied fresh water to the gkindee and tho hija. I got the fresh water from an earthen 
pot outside. The libistie (water-carrier) has to fill that earthen ^x>i. The eaiihen put was 
for the use of the Saheb people. I did not see AbduUa bring in the sherbet that morning. 
It was 7 o’clook when I went into the dining-room to clean it. I did not see the Saheb 
return. 

(Signed) JohnJardins, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1S75. Secretary to the Commissioners. 

Oovind recalled by Aft*. ScohU .—The earthen pot is outside the dining room and near it. 
There is a wall between the pot and the dining room. In front is the visiting room, and the 
dining room is separated by a wall and door. To get to the back of the house you pass 
tlirougli the dining room, at the ba^k of which is a covered place where there was the 
carthou pot 

(Signed) John J ahuine, 


Ba.rn<lsi.. Sml "MnwVi IS'Tfl 


1^0. XIX.—'TxiLii&PPA Nabsu 6 tste« on Solemn Affirmaiion. 

Kxamination-in-Chief 

By Mr. Soohle .—My name is Yellappa Narsu. I ^ a hamal at tho Kothee. On the Wi 
November I was engaged with Qovind Balu in cleaning the office room. 

[No crora-oxommation ie desired.] 

(Signed) John JxEniNK, 

Baroda, 2ud March 1876. Seoretwy to the Commissioners. 

No. XX.— Ltkshhon states on Solemn Affirmation. 

£xamination-in-Ohief 

By Mr, Invera/rity. —My name is Laksbmon Daryasingh. On Monday morning, the 0th 
November, I arranged (Colonel Phayrc's writing materials in this private office. Alter that I 
went and took my seat in the deort where the sepoyis sit. I don’t know what happened then. 

1 afterwards wont thence to the Post Office with a letter given me. by the Saheh. I went 
after 7. It was quarter post or half pnst seven. As I went with the letter, I did not meet 
any one. As 1 started, I saw no one. I saw no one os I left the Residency. As I was 
coming back from the Post Office, I saw somebody. I saw that Salam,—T mean the same 
as used to come to the Residency with the Maharaja. He was near a mdla near the Residency. 
Ho was riding a horse going towards the Residency. I did not see him before that time that 
morning. On my arrival at, the Residency after my delivering the letter, he was at tlio 
Residency at a place where there area number of English trees, abmt eight or nine paces 
from the house, close. He was standing there. It was more than a quarter of an hour T took 
going to and coming from tiic Post Office. Salim continued where he atot>d. 

[Serjeant Ballantinc has no questions.] 

(Signed) John Jarhink, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1876. Secretary to the Commissionein. 

t _ 

No. XXL— Jamu Meea states on Solemn Affinnation. 

Examination-in-Clucf 

By Mr. Scoble .—1 am Kotwal of the Cantonment. I remember the 9tli November. That 
day I got some information from one Nata Jaga, which I communicated h) Dj-. Seward. I 
tliat day hcuird a report in the camp of an attempt to poison Colciiel Pliayre. I Jirsi* heard it 
about 2 o'clock. Jlr. Seward iiientionod it to me. I did nrd. mention it to others. 1 told 
nobody at the time. Afterwards 1 spoke to Nata Jaga. I mentioned it to him about between 

and 4 oVJock. Tlii.s was after Hr. Seward mentioned it to me. First of all I)r. Seward 
told me of an attempt to poison Colonel Pha 3 rre. Tlien 1 spoke to Nnta with a view to 
inquiry. I first told Nata, ui making this imjuiiy, what Hr. Seward told me. 

Cross-examined by Serjeant Ballantine .—Nata then told me something when 1 told him 
what Dr. Seward told me. Next morning T miw Dr. Seward and told him what Nata l-old 
roe. Dr. Seward told me to make inquiries. He said h) me*—" A man has given poison to 
" Colonel Phayre. It is not known who gave it. Therefore, make inquiries as to who did 
" it.” That was all Dr. Seward said. He did not mention names. I am Kotwal. 

(Signed) John Jahdine, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1876. Secretary to the OommissionerB. 

No. XXII.— Nata Jaqa states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examination-in-Ohief 

By Mr. Inverarity. —T am Nata Jaga. I am Mokadam of the bazaar and attend to 
conservancy. I rGmcmh<u’ Monday, the 9th November. I know Salam, Oaekwaree Sowar. 
I saw him on 9th Noveml«?r ahont 8 o’clock in the morning. ! was tlien causing some place 
to be cleaned near Kamatipum. I was on duty theic. Salam was going to the bazaar on 
horseback, going fast, from the direction of the city bridge towards the Sudder Bazaar in tho 
Camp. I know Raqji and Jaga, servants at the Residency. They live in the Sudder Bazmxr. 
Salam went and returned shortly afterwands. , 1 saw Salam come bock al>out five mimites 
after he wont. On his coming back, he went towards tho city, still on horseback. He rode 
(do/tWYita), not fast. When he returned fvom the Sudder Bazaai-, I asked him—" Where did 
" you go ? '* He spoke to me. I told Jamu Meea Kotwal what I had seen. 

Cross-examined by When Salam went liack, he went more slowly 

than 'when he went first. Salam’s name was not mentioned to me in connection with this 
matter. 

(Signed) John Jabdine, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1875. Secretory to the Commissioners. 

0 

Nd. XXIII.—Mahomp Alii BahsH states on Solemn Affinnation. 

Examiipation-in-Cluef 

By Jfr.My. name is Mahomed Ali Bakeh. I am a peon at-the.Residency. I 
remember Monday^ the 9th November. I know Salam, a Gaekwarec sowar. T saw him the 




morning of iliat day at the Residency. I saw him first at half-i>aat six or seven o’clock. 
ITiis was before Colonel Phayre returned from bis morning walk. At first I ditl not 8]>eak 
to him. He was sitting there. I w«s sitting on a box. He was standing with his horse’s 
bridle in his hand. The box was in a place called the deori. On entering the house by the 
the flrori is on the left hand. I remember seeing M.r. Hoevey return that morning. I 
did not see Salam at that time. I remember taking a note that morning to Hr. Seward. As 
I was taking that letter, T hod some conversation with SaJam. He took out and gave me a 
ru])ea He aiiid—“ As you are going with the letter to the }»azaar, if vou can got any biscuits 
“ for me, pray bring some.” First I delivered tile letter to the Saneb, and then 1 went. 1 
could not find any biscuits. When I came back to the Residency, I did not see whether 
Salam was there or not. He has never asked for the rupee back or the biscuits. Aftei-wards 
I was provonted from speaking. This was on tlie second or third day after. The Salieb 
ordered mo not to sjuiak to anylwdy. 1 rcuiemljer meeting Hr. Seward on my way to the 
Residency. 1 salaametl to him. The SaJieb asked me—“ What have you brought ? ” 1 spoke 
to him. 

Cross-examined by Mr, Jim'twon,. —Mr. Boevey took my deposition (zahani). Colonel 
Phayre was sitting sejmrate. 1 did not sign my statement in his presence. I said to Salam 
from a distance, when I returned from the bazaar, that the biscuits wen» not ready. I saw 
Salam as 1 returned from the Doctor’s bungiilow and passed by the school. It was 7i or a 
(juarter to 8 at the time. 1 saw Salam again. He caiuo to the bungalow. 

Re-examination by Mr. Soohle. —When 1 saw Salam neoi* the school, ho was going to the 
city on horseback. It was 9 tjr past J) when I saw Salam at the Residency aftci’wards. At 
that time 1 hail no bilk with him. 

(Signed) John Jardinb, 

Baroda, 2 ikI March 1875. Secretmy to the Commissioners. 

Malunned recalled by ]t(^Ja »S'ir JHuJcur lUw, —Salam used to come to the Resideney on 
Moiidays and ThursdayK. The 9tii wjis the day following the, Hivali or second day {(limri- 
din-Jd^Dival'i). It was a Monday. 

(Signed) John Jauhink, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1875. Secretary to the Comniiaaioncrs. 


No. XXIV.—Raoji states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Exnmination-in-Chiof . 

By Mr. My name is Ibioji Kama. J was a Jlavildar of Pi'ons at Baroda Residency, 

and liad been so fur oni; year or l [ year, (,'oloiiel Phayre appointed nu*. I lived iu tho 
rtudder Bazjuir hi the Camp. None other of the Itesidoncy servants lived with or near mo 
I know Salam, a sowar of the Caekwar’s. 1 knew him since be (commenced to r.omo to our 
bungalow, t.c., the Hcaideiiey. Salam did make a projiosition to me. This wa^f two months 
before the sitting of the Commission ; 1 mean tljo Commission about complaints o1* ryots, 
about one year and a (luarter ago. Salam made a proposition to mo two montlis before that. 
Salam said, “The Maharaja has sent for you,” He also said, “ He wants you; be wants to 
“ have some conversation with you.” I said to him, “ T can’t come just nowand he was 
after me very much. Ho said the same thing to mo five or .six times. 1 agreed to go. I 
said, “ I will go.” I did go on a Sunday. 1 don’t remember the month. It was two montbs 
before tbo time the (.'iommission commenced. Oji that Sunday I left the camp, my house in 
the camp, about seven o’clock in the evening. First I Went to the house of Esliwant Rao, a 
jasud of the Maharaja. He used to come M'ith tho Maharaja to the Residency. Eshwant Kao's 
liouse is near the new bazaar in the city. J found Salam Sowar sitting at Esbwant Kao’s 
house. Eshwant Rao wa^s also there. From Kshwaiit Kao’s house I was taken to the Maha¬ 
raja’s Havel i by Salam Sowar and Kaliwant Rao,—I mean the Haveli where the Maharaja 
lives in the city. 1 went by a way in tlie rear through tho Nazer Bagb. There is a flight of 
steps loading to it. The entrance was in tho rear by the Chiman Bagh called Nazer Bagh. 
1 was taken upstairs. Salam Sowar and Eshwant Rao, those two, took mo upstairs. 1 sat 
down upstairs in a room. Salam Sowar sat by me, and Eshwant Rao went inside to report 
to tho Maharaja. Eshwant Rao brought the Maharaja. I knew tlie Maharaj by siglit. I 
recognised the Mahai-aj very >vell when ho came in with Plshwont Rao. I in^e salaams to 
the Mahamj and sat down. Tlien the Maharaj began saying, ‘‘If you can get any news from 
“ tlie bungalow, let me know it.” I said, “ Very well.” The Maharaja said, “ I will give you 
“ many rewards and presents. I will gratify and please you. Ho you continue to give mo 
*' news and information on that side.” I said, “ Very welly” Then the Maharaja asked, " Are 

you on friendly terms with the Jemadar ?” He said Narsu Jemadar, the Residency Jemadar. 
I said “ Yes.” The Maharaja said, “ You should bring him to me.” I said, “ Very well.” He in¬ 
quired about matters relating to here and there (unimportant matters). 1 took my leave. Salam 
Sowar and Eshwant Rao came too ; they went to their houses, and I to the camp. I went to 
Narsu Jemadar and told iiim about it the following morning when I wont to my duty. The Jema¬ 
dar said, At present T have no time to go.” Before the Commission sat, I went three or four 
tinios to see the Maharaj. All those times were before the Commission sat. When T went 
&om the camp, I went alone, and afterwards met Salam Sowar and Eshwant Rao, who went 
with me to the Maharaj. I used to meet them at Eshwant Rao’s house. 1 used to go alone 


to that house, and then with them to the Maharaj. I used to inform the Mahiuraj abodt 
the people who used to come to -tlie Residency and mention their names. 1 went to see 
Maharaj while the Commission was sitting. I went three times dnriiig that period. Oh 
those occasions I used to go alone to Eshwant BaoV house, and thence with Eshwant Rao and 
8alam. On each of those three occasions 1 saw the Maharaj at the same Haveli. I spoke to 
the Maliaraj on those occasions. I used to tell him about what occurred at the Resident's 
bungalow. Complainants used to come there, and people used to appear before tlie CommisHiou. 
I used to hear what they said, and to repeat it to the Maharaja, 1 h«d spoken to the Maharaj 
about my Intended man*Jage, and he paid me about 100 Ru|)66s for expenses of that znari’iage. 
1 spoke to the Maharaja about it during the sitting of the Commission. He coUerl Esliwant 
Rao, and he said, “You must remind me of it.” fCshwant Rao wns beside him. The 
money was not then paid. Eshwant Rao came to the bungalow (Residency), end H|K)ke 
to me. This wa.s when ho accompanied the Maharaj. My visit was on Friday, and 
Eshwant Rao spoke to me on Monday. Monday was tlie usual day for the Maharnj^H 
visit. Eshwant Rao said, “ t have brought and kept Rupees 500 for you ; you should 
“ come and fetch the money.” I did go to fetch it. 1 remember it was the evening 

of the day ho so spoke. I went to Eshwunt Rao’s house. With mo T took Jaga, a 

punkawala emf)loyed at the bungalow. At Eshwant Rao’s house I met Eshwant Rtio; he 
gave me the money by the hands of his karkoon, 500 Rupees. At tlmt time his karkoon an<l 
Jaga were present, and nobody else that I saw. Eshwant Kao was then upstairs in his 
house. The karkoon’s name is Dalpat. I spent that money on my marriage. Rupees 400 I 
so spent, and deposited 100 Rupees witli Jagn, with instructions that I would diaw it from 
time to time as T required it. T bought some clothes and made some ornaments. Dajibhai 
Karia got the oriiainonts mode for mo. My marriage took place while tlio Commission was 
sitting. T remember not the month. 1 remember mcioting Salam after the Commissiou left 
Raroda,—two or tliree days afttsr they left. Salam said, “ 1 have had a talk with the demadar. 

“ I have brought him over.” 1 afterwards asked the Jemadar. Salam also said, “I have 
“ spoken to him ; promise to come ; cotnc with him to the Maharaja’s.” 1 said, “ Very well, 

“ I will ask him.” T did s])eak to the Jematlar about this—the evening ()f the day of the 

talk with Salam. The Jcuuadar said to me, “ 1 will go with you on Sunday.” I don't 
roineriiber the month, nor the Musalinan nor the Hindu calendar month. This was eight, 
nine, or ten days after the sittings f)f the Coiumis.sion. When the Sunday came, the Jema¬ 
dar had, as previously aiinngod, gone to Eshwant Rao, and I fouiul him there. In fact, I 
found the Jemadar there on the Sunday night. For the mo.st os far as I remember, 

Jaga was with me, or Karbliai. Karbhai lives in the camp; was punka-puller at the 

Ro.sidency, and is now ujuunployed. I don’t know his father’s name ; ho is not the same as 
K.'irbhai gai-i-diiv(;i‘. As lar as 1 renicnibqr, either Jaga or Karbliai accompanied mo. At 
Kfshwant lino's house I jbuud Eshwant Kao, Salam Sowar, and the Jemadar. 1 wont thence 
to the Maharaja’s Haveli, and 1 went through a lane in direction of the Nazor Bagli, and 
Eshwant Rao went in by an (iiitranre w'hei*e a sentry was, on tlie public street. With me went 
)Salain, the Jemadar, and the man who was with me into the Ralace ; the man who went with 
me did not go iipstaii-s, but sat below. V/c all wont up the first flight of steps—I, the Jemadur, 
Salam, and either Jaga or Karbhai. Wf; were made t<^ sit there by those persons, thdy 
Salam went fuither upstairs. Afterwards Sahini and Eshwant Rao and the Maliara-ja came 
there, ami Sal.'uu came down and called us iij). I and Narsu Jemadar wont up; Jnga or 
Ivarbiiai stayeil silting below. Then I and the Jomsular went upstairs. We went to a bencli 
oji which the Maharaja was in tlio habit of sitting, and where there was a bath room. Wlnm 
J gi)t there, those present were, I, >SalaiTi, Jisliwanb Rao, the .feuiadar, uml the Maharaja. I 
and the Jemadar bad conversation witli the Maharaja. I don’t reinendier that conversation. 
Eventually the Maharaja said to the Jemadar, “You should rciioH the neWf> from tho bungalow. 

“ As you are living in Raroda, you should brbig the news every day.” Tho Jemadar .said, 

“ Very well.” The Mahai'aja said to the Jemadar, “You should notice what Sirdars come to 
“ the Kcsidoncy, as you ai’e a .servant of long standing, and you know the Sjrdtu*.s.” The 
Jemadar said, “1 will give you tho news, and Raoji will do so also, and it will be com- 
“ municated through 8alain.” The Maharaj said, “ Very well, send the news, and if it is 
“ very important you should write it and send it to Salam. You should bring it from tlie 
“ bungalow.” The communications wejv to be given to Salam, when the Jcina<lar left the 
camp to go to his house. Tlie Jemadar lived in the city. The Jemadar sairl to tlie Maharaja, 

“ My brother8 pension has been .stopped; jilease make aiTangoment about that.” Tlio 
Maharaj said, “ I cannot make any arrangement about that; you must petition the 
" Sahel); and if the Sidieb speaks to me 1 will at once make arrangement.” Tho 
Jemadar’s brother was in the Maharajas service. There were two brothers,—one a 
Commander, tho other Jemadar in the Rasala. That was all the conversation. Then wo left 
and came away. After this visit, and before the Mahajaj went to Nowsari, J visited 
the Maharaj four or five times about tlie time of his going to Nowsari. I and the 
Jemadar both did so. On those occasions J saw the Maharaj, and conversed witli him ; and 
I and the-Jemadar gave tho Maharaj information of what was going on at the Residency, 

I went to Nowsari with Colonel Phayre. Narsu Jemadar also wont. So did we alL 
I and tho Jemadar attended Colonel Phayre all the time he was at Nowsari. The Maharaja 
also came to Nowsar't I saw Salam for the most jmrt at Nowsari. Eshwant Ra<y himself 
I did not see. His son lived in our bungalow there,—I mean in a routic or tent in the 
compound, ^oloncl Pbayre’s servants lived in tho bungalow, and we sejioys had a tent ^ 


( w ) 

i^u^. Bia 6 f^«oiiii£^v 0 d. t' S&lam Uved^'in the. rouiie ju oar 

oompou^ojj. , At Novqari 1 -wtot to the Mahaart^ once. I was mtroduoed to Ms presence 
hy SaUm. On that ocoaeion 1 had some talk, Maharaja inquired about Bhau Poonekar 
and others, who; ueeid ;,to come to the >Beaidm£tV bungah>w, end aa to what conversation they 
bad. 1 know by tiajiaQ one Damodtmr Trixubuk or Damodhar Font. 1 know him by sight. 
He was at ^ow^ari > with tha ^Maharaja. ; After returning irom Nowsori to Baroda, 1 did not 
continue for the most part my visits to the Maharaja. .. Ifforgot After my return 

from Kowsari 1 went thrioe with Podro, tho butler. 1 went with the Jemadar also. Altogether 
1 think 1 went to the Mahaxfi(ia 20; or 26 timea After my return from Nowsari, 1 went three 
times with Pedro and four tunes with tlte Jumadar. I never went with them both together. 
1 and Pedro and Salarn Sowar went. After X came from Nowsari, Pedro said tome—“Will 
“ you go with me ? ’* I aaked~^' Where, to ? ” He answered—“ Salam Sowar has told me we 
V should go to the Mahar^ya’s.” 1,8aid-~“ J will go with you when you want me to go.” I 
did go with Pedi'o. 1 left the camp and waited at the bi'idge while Salam Sowar wae 
bringing a gaii from the city. Salam brought one and halted it, and went to tlie bungalow 
(Residency) to coll Pedro. 1 mean the bridge near tho school on the high road to ti)6 city 
at the corzier of the maidan. Pedro came. Pedro, I, and Salam went to the city. This 
WHS at night, after 10 o’clock. We went to the Maharaja’s Haveli, where wo met 
Eshwant Rao Jasood. Pedro and 1 met the Mahamja. On the tirst time Pedr<» and 
I went, the Maharaja askod—“ When your Saheb sits at the table; does he moke any 
“ allusion, to me?” Then Pedro said to the Maharaj-^^ The Sahob says what is good 
" for.you,” Pedro said, “ It would be good for you if you live ou amicable tenns with the 
“ Saheb.” The Maharaja said, “I behave well, but the Sjdieb gets angry.” Pedio added, 
“ Thft junior Madam Saheb is very kind to you {Tnehrltan). If you behave well, the Saheb 
“ will Silsn be very kind to .you.” The junior Madam was Mrs. Boevey, Colouol Phayre’s 
daughter, who liv(^d. in the Residency. Ho other conv(}rsati(m occurred. Tho Maharaj said, 
“ You should send news through Salam/’ because Salim used to go to the butler’s house. I 
][«member the butler went to Goa on a montJi’s leave. Tliis visit was after my return from 
Nowsari. It was before the butler went to Goa. Before the butler went to Goa, I went with 
the l)utloi’ three times to visit the Mahaiaja. After his return ft’uni Goa I once visited the 
Maharaja with him. So 1 went four times altogetber with him. ^J'he visit uiter tho butler’s 
retuin from Goa was as follows:—Tho butler had sorao talk with the Maharaj. J heard it. 
The Maliariij said, “ Wljen.did you come back from Goa ?” He answered, “two oj* tlireo ilay-s 
“ ago.” The Maharaj said, “ Will yon do something if 1 give you something.” The butier 
said, “ If it is possible for me to do it, 1 will <lo it ” Then the Maharaj ualJcMl KshwaTit Ibio, 
who wa.s present. Eshwant Rao had a packet in his hand which he gave into the Maharaja’s 
hknds, which tho Malnuaja put into tlie liaiids of Pedro, Pedro said, “ Wliat is it? (Jcya chiz 
“ luii)** The Maharaj said, “ It is p>oi8ou ” {ztikir). Pedro siiid, “ \Vliut shall 1 do with it ?” 
The Maharaj said, “Give it in .some food to the »Sahob.” Then Pedro said, If tho Saheb 
“ dies all of a sudden, I shall l)e taken up and ruined.” Then the Maharaj said, “Nothing 
“ will happen all of a .sudden; the Saheb will die in two ()r three months ” (war-/W7i^c). 
Tlie Maharaj abided, “Nothing will happen suddenly to the Saheb. Don’t you be aiai’iued.” 
After this conversation 1 left for tho camp with Pedro, who went to the bungalow, i bidieve 
Pedro kept the packet in his possession. 1 went home, I know that Pedro got some money 
from the Maharaj. Pedro told me that Salam Sowar had paid him some money ; how much 
I know not. Pedro told me this at the time of his going to Goa. 

(Signed) John Jarthne, 

Baroda, 2nd March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 

Raoji’s examination continued hy JIfr. HedbU ,—After ray return from Nowsari I went 
to the Maharaja with Jemadar Narsu. This was about two or three days after iny return 
to Baroda from Nowsari. A pimkawala, named Karbhai, wont with me. After my return 
from Nowsari I received Rupees 300, about fifteen days after my return. Narsu Jemadar 
paid me those «S00 Rupees. After I received those 300 Rupees T went again to see the 
Maharaja. My next visit was about four months after receiving the 300 Rupees. I guess 
it was four or five months. Narsu Jemadar went with me then. On this occasion I went 
from hei'e at seven o’clock, 1 mean from the Camp Bazaar. 1 went first to Eshwant Rao’s 
house. Salam Sowar was at Eshwant Rao’s house. Narsu Jemadar also was sitting there 
and also Esliwant Rao. From Eshwant Rao h house, 1 went to the Maharaja’s Haveli. 1 
entered by the way of the Nazerbagh side. On that occasion I saw the Maharaja in his 
bath-room, where he was seated. It was upstairs. When 1 went to the Maharaja, I and 
Narsu Jemadar sat down, and Eflbwant Rao and S^lam were standing near the Maharaja. 
Then the Maharaja said to ns, -“‘The l^heb'practise^, great (‘ zvlmi ’) oppression on me. I wiD 
" tell you something ; will you IwUfth'io it? ” Tlfen I and the Jem^ar said, “ We will listen,” 
Then the Maharaja-said, “Wh^ is the Saheb in the habit of eating.” I then said, “Ho 

does not eat anything in = my presence, but he drinks juice (ros) sherbet.” Then the 
Maharaja said te us, “if, 1 you somethiim, will you put it in? (ddZna). ” Then 
we said, “ Wliat will be *4he e^hot of tt.” {Kya hfiegd). Nhran it was who said this. 
HhsB the Maharaja said t6 us, tvill send a packet by the hands of Sahim Sowar.” 
I thereupon asked the Maharaja^ ■ “ What vrill be the effect of it?” [The interpreter 
Mr. Nourojee says the word interpreted as packet' may -also mean powder, “ivaW.”) 


said, “It is poison” (za/iar), 1 thin said th thei Mahttn^aj:. ** If I' put it imNand''df 
“ an 3 rthing happens- to the Saheb all. df a sudd<H^ vhat tbenV.^ Tb« Maharaja aai<i^ 
“ It will not produce any immediate effect, but will inxsluce an effect in the course of two dr 
“ three months.” Then the Maharaja said to ns, “ I will give you a present of a lac each, if 
“ you will do this thing, and I will employ you .(osdmi) or give you service, and I will prot^ 
“ your children and family. Do not onte^in any apprehensions/' I myself asked the Maha¬ 
raja, In what manner shall I put this in ? ^ Then iho Maharaja said, Take a small bottle, 
'' put some water and the powder in it, shake it well, and put that in.” Then I asked the 
Maharaja, “ If I put the powder thus, what will he the effect ? ** The Maharaja said, ** If, with- 
out shaking it you put it in the juice, it will come to the top, therefore you should shake it 
” before putting it in.” Then Salsm Sowar and Eshwant Rao both said, It will be good 
for you if you do this job: do not have any apprehensions.” The Maharaja said, **Make 
“ tlnee powders of this, and finish them in tiweo diiys/' At that timo no powder was shown me. 
Nothing was shown me then. The Maharaja said, “ 1 wilt send it to Uie Jemadar’s house by 
“ the hands of Salam or Eshwant Roo.” I said, “ Very well.” Nothing more occurred. After 
the Maharaja said this, we left. I cannot mention tlie day of this conversation. I don't 
remember the day of the week or mouth it occurred, nor what season it was, I do not 
remember the 9th November. I do I’etiiembe)’ the day Colonel PliayrC found out the attempt 
to poison him. The above conveimtion occurred about 1.5 or 20 days before that event. 
After that interview witli the Maharaja, the Jemadar brought a packet and gave it to ino. 
The above-described interview with the Maharaja took place at seven o'clock of the evening. 
The Jemadar brought mo the packet the day following the interview with the Maharaja, so far 
as I remember. 1 opened that packet. Tliere wei’c two powders in it,—one white and the 
other rose-color. I'here was that much [shows about a pinch], 1 camiot I'emember. 

I don't think quite as much as a ten-H])oonful. > I did not weigh it, nor estimate its weight 
(Witness shews with tlie sand of a sand box used for drying ink and says), The whitish 
powd^ was more in quantity than the other. Narsu said something to me. I divided the 
two powders into thrcie poitlous, taking more of the rosy powder than of the white. I ilsed 
only a little of the white powder. Some of the white powdei’ was loft. A good deal remained. 
I took a pinch of it. I don't remember if half the white powder remained. 1 used up all the 
rose-coloured powdci*. 1 kept them in the pocket of my putUt or belt after making them up. 
I put in one side of my belt the remainder of the white powder, in the lower part of my belt, 
in the same pocket of the belt witli the three powders, but in a sepaiate division ; with the 
three packets obtained by mixing the white and red powders, 1 threw them into the Saheb's 
Bherl)et at differtsnt times. 1 don’t remember the different days. It vras on alternate days, 
putting in one, tlien leaving a «lay. I put one powder (bhitl'i) into a bottle. I left the other 
two. 1 put them in (ildlaa) another day. After putting it into a bottle, I put some water 
in, and shook it and threw the contents into the glass contaiining tlie Saheb's sherbet. By 
Salu’h I moan Colonel I'linyrt*. By glass of sliorlmt 1 mean that daily placed in His office 
for Colonel l'ha 5 n*e. 1 <li«l tlu? sanm with each of the three |)owdem {bhuki). The MaJmraja 
gave me the hottle. lie gjive it to me ahtmt the time the Saheh bail a boil on his head. The 
bottle conhiimMl some white; like water. Wlien the Maharaja gave me this bottle, I 

was at the Maharaja's Haveli. Nar.su «lemadar was with me on that oocasion. The Maharaja 
spoke. 1 askoil him, “What docs this bottle contain ? " He said, *• It contains something 
“ wliicli you should throw iTito the Saheb’s bathing tub or ghmdV' 1 brotight the bottle 
with me I tuekod it up in my drawers under the string, and it produced a wound on my 
skuj. It caused a boil, a thing liko a boil, what a man gets when burnt, it swelled. The 
place was in my belly (witness shews that it was near the navel). As it produced a boil 
on me, I thought it would much injure the Baheb: so 1 threw it away. 1 mean I threw 
away the medicine (tUtv^o) contained in the bottle. When given to me, the mouth of the 
bottle was stopped with cotton, and that was covered over with bee.swax. The bottle was 
given me liefore 1 got the powders—about a month or onennouth and a quarter before. .1 
brought the bottle to the Residency. Narsu Jenmdor asked me, “Did you put it inT 1 
answered him that 1 had put it in. Then I afterwards said to Narsu Jemadar, “ Book 
“ here. I have been burnt here,” pointing to my belly. 1 afterwards kept the l)ottle in 
the bungalow underneath ti box belonging to the Sahob kept near a form where wo and 
the Jemadar used to sit near the fSaheb’s office. Tliis box was near the form where I used 
to sit. After putting the tljree mingled powders into the slierbot, I went to see tlie 
Maharaja again. It was about eight d^ys after. The Maharaja used to come to the 
Residency to see the Saheb; perhaps he thought, notliing happened to the Saheb. The 
Maharaja sent me a message througli Salam., 1 and Narsu Jemadar both went to the Maha¬ 
raja by night. As far aa I remembov nobody else went with me. I first went to Eshwant 
Bao's bouse. There the Jemadar was, and Salam Sowar.was sitting. The Jemadar Narsu was 
there when I got"there. So also was Eshwant- Rao. I went thence to the Maharaja’s Haveli— 
wiUi .Bshwont Rao, the Jemadar, and Sidam Sowar. I saw the Maliaraja at the Haveli—in the 
Mahanya's bath room—the same place where 1 had aqtm him before. The Maharaja gave me 
coarae abuse, and said, “ You did not do anything,” 1 said, “ Maharaja, I did it, but I can't 

^ account for its not happening.” Then the Maharaja said, 

. “I will give you another thing* which you should.put 

« in (ddirwt).” I said, “ Very well.” When 1 began to go, Salam ext^ded his hand. He go^ 
something to the.Jemadar; what it was 1 don't know. He said nothing in 'so doing. Np 
other person said anything. I heard nothing. Then I and the Jemadar went away thence. 


Next day, when the Jemadar came from his house, ho {^ve me a packet. I opened and 
looked at it. Inside there was ia dark-coloured {kalci) substance. Tho colour was not so 
dark as the Interpreter's coat (black alpaca). It was like that hat (grey felt helmet). I kept 
the powder by me one day. I went on a Friday, and the Jemadar brought it to mo on 
Sjiturday. On tho Sunday I did not go to duty. I went to duty on the Monday. I I’efer 
to tliG Monday of the report about the poisoning. On the Monday I put it in {ddlna), 

Q.—In where ? A.—In tlie Saheb’s sherbet. 1 mean the pocket ^nt by the Maharaja 
through the Jemadar, and wliich the Jemadar gave mo on the last occasion. 1 put the poison 
in a bottle, shook it, and put it into a glass. The bottle was the one given to me by tho 
Maharaja. I put nothing else into the bottle except the powder. I put some water in and 
nhook it. Mobody was in the i-ooin when I put it into the Salieb’a glass. I put it into the 
Sabeb’fl glaas at half-past six o’clock, when J. went to iny duty, it was about 20 minutes 
before Colonel Phayre letuniod. I had no watch. 1 saw Colonel Phayro return. I 
remember (^(donel Pliayie wjitirig a note. He gave it into the Jemadar’s hands who gave it 
to me. I gave it to a puttowala. I don’t I’emeniber what puttewala. I told the puttewala^ 
“ Take it to the Doctor Saheb.” When I gave it to the pntte.wala, Salam Sowur was present. 
It was about seven o’clock when 1 iii-st saw Salam Sowar tliat morning. First Salam Sowar 
ask(‘d me, ** Did you do that job or not? 1 said, “ 1 did it. Ai'terwanis 1 said, ** A note has 
“ this (lay been written and sent to the Doctor Saheb, and 1 think you will b6 disgraced." 
Salam said nothing to me. On saying this to him, 1 left him. I told him about tlie note to 
the Doctor Saheb at the same time as 1 bdd him about my having given the poison. 1 
remember the Doctor coming. I and tho Jemadar were standing there when the Doctor 
camtJ. J remained on duty all that morning at the Residency. I was not j>ut in arrest that 


day. 1 was suspended. X was told to tiike off* my l)clt and place it there and go home. I 
di(l take off my bolt. I put it in the Salieb’ftoHice. My belt was never given mo back. On 
that day, Monday, I was examined a little by Colonel Phayn^ and in Mr. Boevey’s presence. 
1 was pla<ied in arrest the next morning at seven o’clock. I remaitnid tlu*ro thn>ugh the 
night; the next day, at five o'clock in tlu^. evening, I was released by the Saheb. I was not 
allow(sd to return to my duty. Besides the Rs. 500 paid on my marriage and Rs. 300 
tlireugh the Jemadar, received no otliei* money. How could I know what the Mahaiuja gave 
to the Jemadar? Out of the money 1 received, I Inwl some ornaments made. These are the 
,, , ,. ... , , ornaments 1 caused to be made. 1 paid for these 

oruainents about oOO or 5o0 ru})oes. 1 did make 
communications in writing of news through Salam. I once or twice caused Jaga to write for 
me, 1 know Jaga’s handwriting, i can read a little Gujerathi. 1 win write a iittJii, but not 

well. The writing shewn me is Jaga’s writing. I 
aper Hiowii. don't tliink 1 could read this, as 1 can't i*oad much. I 


never employed any writer but Jaga. I wrote iiiyHell’ on two or three occasions. After 
getting the letters written 1 gave them to tho Jemadar'. Tlie Jrnnadar also took those which 
J. myself wrote. I did make a statement to Mr. Soutor which was taken down. The firet 
day of my doing so was Tuesday the 22nd. 1 don’t know the month. 


Mr. Scoble says it may be taken as the 22nd December. This is agj'eed. 


Tho Salicb, Mr. Soutcr, took down the statement: but not on the 22nd, but on a later day. 
Early in the morning Mr. Souter sent for me: in the nioi'uing 1 said nothing to liiin : he 
(piestioned mo till ^ or 11 o'clock, but 1 did not acknowledge anything correctly. I was then 
brought into the Residency. 1 saw Mr. Souter at Mr. Barton’s bungalow. I was desired to sit 


down in the Residency garden. I sat th(*rc till 5 or 0 o’(;lock. Karim and Faizu were there. 
We began to discuss amongst oui'selvcfl. Tlieii Faizu and Karim said regarding themselves and 
the ayah, “ We Imvo told tho truth, you had better tell the truth and he saved.” 'J’hcy said, 
“ Wc have stated that we have been there, you had better tell the truth and he wived." 
Thereupon 1 sent for Mr. Souter’s liavildnr w'ho was near there. I would identify him if I saw 
A imlicfnmn cUiuK liUosclf Mir Imam Ali i» >'««• This is tho man. 1 said to him, “Take me to 
called. “ the senior Khau Saheb.” That ia Akbar Ali. I then 

wont to the senior Khun Sahel). I said to him, “ I will tell you the truth regarding the 
“ poison.” I said to him, “If you save my life and get a pi-omist) given me by the Saheb, I will 
“ tell the truth.” I got a promise of pardon (vvuxcjl) if 1 made a full statement, and on tliat 
proniiHC I made my statement to Mr. Soutor. From that day at 6 a.m. till now, 1 liave had 
no communication with Narsu Jamedai' except on the day Narsu was taken up: the Khan 
Saheb said to me, “ Tell before Narsu the tnith that you have told.” What he said was, “ Tell 
“ before these people the truth you have told.” The Rao Saheb and the junior Khan Saheb 
were present. 1 was then taken to near the Jemadar and I said to the Jemadar, “I have told 
that what was to bo told even up to my neck." I said no more to him. I was then taken 

away to the police guardroom. This belt is the one I 

A bolt lit i*own. ^ wear. In this jKicket I put the ])Owder; tho 

other ijowder I put here [shows antoilicr place. Mr. Scoble points out that the first is at the 
lower fold of the belt, and the second at the side]. I was present when something was found 

in the belt. At that time Rao Sahfeb and Akbar Ali were present, and the junior Khan 

Uahadur also. Something was th^ found in my belt, namely, one powder. First Khan Saheb 
asked me, “ Wiere used you to put it ? ” I said, “ I used to put it in tho pocket of my belt." 


«*« 


' J If tX 


i* -D.-Jl. 






Obftad,» Soutert west n4 brcnight 

When Bodhar came, the belt wba round Bndhar^e nediE. He mn ‘wearin^it The Klilept SNb^ 
took it off his pewon, and then th^ . began to mvtth. Khan Saheb. lio aaheb, end MiBU 
Saheb juniiMr beg^ to aeareh. Atbiok muper 'vrae introduced into the b^t. 

Saheb*B finger, [witneas shows the plaoea in me belt]. He found aomef^ing bard heab» and^tlten 
he remarked, *' There ia somethuig there.** Then he left it as it waa and sent fbr Mr. Sonter, 
who was in a room opposito Klw Saheb then opened the bottom of the belt The Saheb tiien 
to(^ out tiie packet and examined it Jt was wrapped in a piece'of white paper. Inaido it was 
a poison. A white powder [witness used the English word "powder^]. I recognised the white 

r boket on its being taken out. The Saheb asked me if 1 could, I said, ** I could recognise it.* 
said, ** This is the packet left me by oversight (&Au2 mm ra^igaya).** After this inquiry^ the 
Saheb took some ^f my statement (zabam) and I left. 1 don't remember the day of the packet 
being taken finm belt It was about two days after I gave my deposition. There ^as 
day between the day it w^ found, and the day of my first atatement 

Cross-examined by Serjea/rvt BaUcmtytve.—i had been 1| year in Colonel Pbayre^s mnploy. 
He was very kind, to me, 1 consented to poison because the Maharaja ofi'ered me money. I 
am a poor man, he offered me a lack of rupees. For this I consented. I did not intend to 
murder him. The Maharaja so intended. I meant to do it, being poor, because 1 was 
instigated^ I consented to murder a kind master for money, being instigated. 1 never got my 
lac of rupees. I never applied to the Maharaja for it. After the attempt fi^d, 1 was examined 
by Colonel Fhayre, after which I was for a month at liberty. I made no application during 
that time to the Maharaja. 1 got no message from him, nor did I see him. I did not go to him. 
How oould If 1 used to go, but nob after I stayed at homo. I did not apply to him because 
the affair was not succeesful. I did not go. How could 1 go and ask for money. After the 
failure 1 had no conversation with Narsu. 1 did not'Ieave my house. 1 knew Bhau Poonekar. 
He used to go to the bungalow to see the Saheb. I don't know what he came for, 1 sometaines 
heard what he came for and used to tell it I know nothing about a kharita from the Maharaja 
to the Govemoi'-Oeneral. 1 don't recollect. I did not hear of it from Bhau Poonekar. 1 got 
the boil fix>m the medicine {dawa) inside the bottle. The medicine dropped through the cotton 
stopper. It gave me a boil {phffr). 1 threw it away. It was given me to hurt Colonel Fhayre; 
1 did not use it. It hurt me; so 1 threw it away. I feared 1 might be arrested at once. I cUd 
not put it in water. Because I was injured I thought my Saheb would be injured. I told Marsu 
I had used it. That was a lie. Every day a sowar used to come from the Mahanga to 
inquire if it was administered or not. 1 told the lie, because they were after me. Mr. Souter 
was never after me ; all that I told him was truth. Had I told Colonel Phayre the truth how 
would he have believed it, the story of one person 7 Therefore I did not tell the truth. He, 
would not believe me, and I did not do it with a view to tell it. I told Mr. Souter the truth 
correctly. [The witness's attention is called to the matter of the two papers of powders given 
when he and Narsu were promised a lac of rupees each.) The two powders were brought and 
given me by Narsu Jemadar. He told me to divide them into three parts and give them on 
three days. I made three packets and kept tliem in my pocket. From each powder I took a 
little, bemuse 1 had doubts that tlie white powder w^ more injurious. 1 doubted how the 
white powder was to be used, [Mr. Serjeant Ballantine rcaas from statement made to Mr. Souter], 
This is what J told Mr. Souter; tliigis true. 

Q..—-Who gave you the last paelUt you had 7 A.—The Jemadar. It was rather of a dark 
colour, like that hat (grey, felt J. J.), not like the white colour first given me. It was a little 
darker than tliat hat. 1 don't remember exactly. I put the whole in. 1 first put it in a 'oottle, 
mixed it with water, and then poured the whole of it in [witness shows with inkstand what 
the quantity was]. It was a little leas dark than this. I saw Dr. Seward the morning 1 tried 
to kill my master. 1 was at the bungalow. I hear that .Salam ia in imprisonment. I have 
been in imprisonment several days. Pedro went with me to the Haveli three times after bis 
return ftom- Nowsari, and once after his return from Goa. He knew about the attempt to poison. 
I heard the Maharaja tell him. A packet was given into his hand in my presence. I heard 
the Maharaja say it was poison. This was after Pedro’s return from Goa and at his last visit. 
I don't recollect the date thereof. First the powder was given him, and I was called two days 
after. The Jemadar first brought me two powders and a^rwards one powder. Pedro received 
one two days before I received the lost powder. After Pedro received one, I received one two 
days after.’ I don’t know what Pedro did witli his powder. We were all engaged in the 
same attempt. Why should 1 ask Pedro 7 He should know his business. The Maharaja was 
in liaste, so he gave to Pedro and me so as to make baste, 1 know because Salam and Euwan- 
troo were after me. That’s who 1 know. I was told that it would not take effect for two or 
three months. 1 never asked Pedro what became of his paper. I first accused Pedro before Mr. 
Souter—not before. I did not mention his name before Colonel Phayre. 1 was afraid. If any¬ 
body does anything, does he do it for telling it ? I quite forgot about the powder in my belt. I 
administered thr^ powders; there were four altogether—one was left. The Jemadar gave me 
two powders. 1 hiade the rose powder into three portions, nut some of the white powder into 
each, and one powder remained. This was what 1 was told to do«-to give it three tifites and 
make three portions. I thought the white powder was arsenic, and if it was givm to the Saheb, 
something would' happen soon. For that reason, by mistake (bhvlrmm), it remain^. I kept it 
in the pocket and forgot if it was there or not. I biade three packets, but took a little frQg|i the 
other. 1 was aftaid someHung might happen to the Saheb of a sudden. I put in all the '^rk 
powder at*<mce—^it was little. Tboee people kept saying, ** Do it qmck, do it quick.” 1 ^hot 
£aow it would take effect at once, Nob^y knew I any poison le{i I told nobody. My 


aooompUoes thot^ht the trag^ttsed. ’ fifat intod^ltt6%h^ ' I 

had not told thm 1 keptiilw>poi(Nl^ it;nor did^l If I did» I 

ont and thrbwn it awar; I waa^iLeilEed if I reoogxuaed myand I Mdd I didL Akbar Ali 
asked where I used W kae{» mV jiewdeni. i said; ^ In j^ket of-my b(dt * Hre aitlmd^'me 
-where it was. I said, “With Budhar/' The Resident had given it to him. When'the jpoHoe 
came, I was called for inquiry to the bungalow. The b^t was giveh to Budl^ m my 
presence. It was several days before the police fouiid the packet iin tiie belt T^doin*t 
remember how many days. 1 had no reooUe<^iOn‘about thepowders. • Bdbre Gohm^ Phayre 
I did say to save my life that X suspected Faiau, Those'people were also goic^ to the lOu^ar. 
When asked whom I suspected^ 1 said; **Faiza said all other people go foom the town 'there.'’ 
Because they were living in the town^ Isaid this. Idid not aiocuse them. 1 eald, Falani 
** lives in the city, and tliore is suspicion 'agaiiyit him.": I eaiid, “I suspect Faiau.** 1 had 
done it Many persons wore mentioning Faizu’s name. 1 said/'As Fahsu lives id’the eity 

and goes to the Falaco, I suspect him.” I suspected that powder might have been given him 
in the same way as to me and Pedro. This was why 1 accused him. After Ocdonel Phdyre 
released me I lived at hcune. 1 had applied for a putta (beit). The Saheb did not 
re-employment. He said, ** When the Sahebs come and inquire, you will be‘reiustdSfeA" ' I 
don't know if Bhau PoonekOr interfered on my liehalf. I did not sek him to do so. did 
not talk on this matter to him. He used to go to the bungalow and used to see me. At the 
time the Saiieb was about to leave this be was at the bungalow and I saw him (Bhau 
Poonckar). This was after my attempt at poisoning. 1 did not talk with him On this Subset. 
1 don’t recollect. I did not converse with Bfiau Pbonekar about the Maharaja jailor m I 
do so or he do so about the Maharaja after the attempt. Bhau Poohekar did not iqo 
if the Maharaja knew about it. I never mentioned the Maharaja to him* I did not see 
him before I was examined by Mr. Souter. I did not see him at that examination;‘ztor about 
that time. 1 consented to poison my zdfeter, being a poor man, and having a lakh of mbess 
odered. That lakh was my inducement—too much for a poor man. During the month I 
was at liberty I did not nsk the Maharaja. I did not leave roy house or go -anywhere. 1 put 
poison into the Saheb’s sherbet on the Monday when the re 2 )ort got abroad. I used all the 
last packet at once. The Jemadar brought me the packet on Hie Saturday. Since my exami¬ 
nation by Mr. Souter I have not been to the Palace.^ 1 have- been in confinement fi^ni that 
day. The Maharaja spoke to me about poison. I knew him two months before that. 1 bad 
been called. I was called two months before the Commission came., 

Ro-examinatiou by Afr. fikobk .—That was for asking about nev-s (kkafjer batmi)y —I mean; T was 
to tell him whatever I should hoar at the bungalow. Poison was first mentioned after the return 
for Nowsari, about five giunths. After the dth when 1 put in poison I was suspended and 
remained at my place. After my suspension neither* Salam nor Eshwant Rao came to my placi<. 
1 hod gone to the Palaco alone before the Commission came. Salam or Eshwant Rao was always 
with me when 1 was taken to tlie Palace. After my suspension and when in my house 1 don’t 
remember if any watch was placed over me by the Sirkar. I have a mark ou my stomach left by 
uiy boil. 

On the application of Mr. Scoble, the witness goes into a room in the Court-house to have 
the marks on his belly examined by Dr. Oray. 

(Signed) John Jabdine, 

Baroda, 3rd March 1876. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXV.—Dr. Oray recalled. 


Examined by Mr. Saibl ^.—1 have examined the last witness (Raoji). There were three marks 
on the belly about ope inch and a .half above the naval Xbat is near the place where the string 
of his drawers was tied. Tbey might be ^used by the ap^icatiou of caustic or hot iron. They 
are not such marks as a boU would be likely to leave. They aro what a blister or a burning 
substance would bo likely to leave. ’ 

Cross-examination by ^jaant BallanUm,-^^ have been in Court and heard the witness’ story. 
White arsenic might cause them—arsenic in contact with the skin. A man would feel the 
irritation within an hour. It is my opinion that the marks might be caused as described by the 
witness in his evidence. Thia'is afleritaking into consideration that bo described it as a swelling 
something like a boil. 1 think the marks could have been caused by arsenic on an unbroken 
substance. 1 should say arsenic is ndt the cause of a boil If I hM heard nothing, I should 
haveaaid that the marks -were caused; by'eaustio or hot-iron. Natives use caumry on the most 
trivial bccusiona. 


Re-exanuned by Jl/r. Arseme is a cau8ti& Arsenic suspended in water or other liouid 

j _ ^ 1 ,1,- -1.1 -.e-J...:-u-1.. 


and oozing ^rou^ « bottle would be icap^le of producing such marka 
By fStsrjeant BcUiatUim.'-^'Temenib^ toe bees*wax afid cotton in saying tliis. 

T» . ‘n 1 A»», iii., _ _.l_ HI* _j? 


By R* Aftfodk-r-A boil would, ndt leave such a mark.. If caustic were af^iUed to such a 

boil, it would depend on tbe age of* the boil . 

(Signed) John jAuniNjCt 




Baroda, Srd.Mar^b 1375. j ; 
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^^ratiry to Commissioaera 


By the Prmi>^ —Aflisruflin^ tUeMbottie-on the Monday morning I hid it in the venmdah 

•_ .11 on.-, __.1!__T . 


V 


the but it WM loot fimndi* Nebod|Cila^ff it there. Ihe bot^ wm as long 

as foefinger. ^ ^ , 

(Signed) John Jaiu»nx^ 

H a r oda> Srd March IS96* ' Searetsry to the CotttnussiaQevai 


No. XXVIL—NARitr states on Stdenm Affinnation. i 

Kwaination-iu-chief 

By Jift. Seolfie ,—My name is Narsu Hajana. 1 was Jemadar of pepns at the Residency, and 
had been employed there, 1 guess, 90, 8$, or 34 years. 1 hatve been Jemadar 17 or lA years. 
My pay was Kupees 14 per month as Jemadar. Haoji HavildaOtgot Rupees 10 a month. ] livnd 
in the city. 1 usually come to work at 7i or 8 o'clock in the morning* In the opening 1 wmit 
home at 7 or 8 o'clock, or if Outcherry was over at 64 p*m. 1 reniembet the Commission 
sitting at Barodo. Haoji said something to me, via^ Esbwant Rao and Sialom say you should 
** go to the Maharaja's.*’ J said, ** 1 Cannot go just now as there is sickness tn my housc^ 
** and T am deeply engaged in my semce." The suggestion of going to tlie Maharj^a's was 
again made to me after the Commission was over by Haoji and Salam. I know Halam since, not 
bmore, he began to come to the Residency. He begun to come. AfVer Khunderao*s death 1 
was in the service of Jumnabai; and ali^er my return to the Hesidenoy {iiinlam u^cd to ooine-«~in 
the time of Colonel Barr. Jnmtiabai was at the Residency. I was deputed to serve her when 
fdio Was there, and also for two months more when she went to Poona. Colonel lUh* and 
Mr. Tucker deputed mo. Colonel Barr was Resident then, and Mr. 'Pucker came to Baroda. 
Both Salam aha Haoji spoke to me after the Commission waS gone about going to the Maharaja. 
Kshwant Hao Jasud spoke to me once or twice. Salam and Rtioji spoke to me often on Sundays 
and Mondays, when the Maharaja used to Come to the Residency. 1 did ultimately agree to go 
to the Maharaj. I did go to the Maharaj. The fir^ time 1 went was about tWeilty-five days 
or a month after the Commission left Baroda. Haoji and Salam went with me, and another man 
who went with Haoji. We went to Esbwant Rao’s house, and thence to the Maharaja's. 1 did 
not go with these people to Esbwant Rao's house. T found them at Eshwant Rao**s. I went 
thenoe to the Mahutiqa's—to the Bara—or Haveli, from the rear. Huoji, another mam and 
Salam went with me, and Eshwant Rao by another way. 'niosc who went with mo were Haoji, 
a man with Raoji, and Salam. We went Wc entere'd the Palace from a rear entrance where a 
new garden has Wm lately laid out I don't know that garden’s name. Eshwant-Rao went by 
another road, and brought the Maharaja and came with the Maharaj. 1 mcanEshwaUt Rao went 
from bis house by himself and very likely entered by the front entrance. He did not go with uSk 
Wc went to a room upstairs. I first sat down at a place some steps below the loom. When E&h- 
want Rao had brought the Maharaj there, Salam said to me, “ Como up^aJrs.” X went up. I^oji 
and I, we two went up. Raoji’s companion .remained below, downstairs. On going up 1 saw tlie 
MtdiaraJ. Eshwant Kao and Salam were with him. 1 sat down. Eshwant Rao and ^lam began 
talldng with the Maharaj. J liad some talk with the Maharaj. At first the Maharaj expressed 
anger. The Maharaj said, “This man is a rogue (Itfcha)^ why did you bring him.'*” Raoji said. 

No sir, he will not do roguery {lachftl) now.” Raoji, Eshwant Hao, and Salam they all spoke 
thus. T Sriid nothing to their speaking about liUhau The Maharaj said, “ In the sam(» way 
** through Salam you will give news and information flom the Rewdeuey.” I said, “Very well.** 
And tiint was all I said. No more occurred at this first interview. 1 wont to the Maliaraj on a 
second occasion —a month more m loss after. Raoji and Salam went with me, and also a man with 
Haoji. Tlioro was one man with Haoji, named Karbhoi. On this second occasion 1 saw tlie 
M^taraj, so did Haoji. Kariihni wum made to wait below, and did not see the Maharaj. Karbhai 
wab a punkawala at the Hesideut'b bungalow. Coiiv<»raution to8k place between the MalmtiEi| add 
Raoji. I did not lake part If they put a question to me, I said, “ Yes.” These visits did not 
occur by day but by night. We left this place at 8 or 8i p.m., and reached the Maltaraja's at 
9 or 94 . On the second occasion T went lo Eshwant Rao’s house, and thence lo the Mahai^aja’s. 
Sokm and the otliors went into the Palace with me together. Between the two visits Salam used 
to come to the bungalow and we oxclianged salaams. We said nothing to each other. Raoji anil 
Salam used to sit together. Ebhwont Rao and two or three sowars nsod to come before the Maharaj 
when the latter came to tlie Residency. On such occasions Ra^ji and Salam used to sit together. 
I wont to Nowsari with Colonel l*ha^e. The Mahafaj went tliore also at the same time. Salam 
went ihcre witli the Maharaj. Eshwant Rao did not Salam lived in the same place at the 
bungalow where the Salicb put up with some sowars. I mean in the compound. Raoji caused a 
present to 1^ given to me. Perhaps the Mtdiaraj said something to Salam. Salam said nothing 
to me.. Raoji said to me, “ Two hundred and fifty rupees have been given for you.” I said, 
“ What am I to do with tho money here ” Ho left that money with Salam. Raoji did so- 
When Salam was abont to return to ^oda, Raoji said, “ Ilie money has been sent to your 
** house.*' Salam after haidng p^d the money to my house reported to me. Raoji told me tho 
money had been sent Raoji said, “ The money has been paid to yonr brother.” On my return 
1 came to know thast the money was received. When at NowSaiv I did not ^ to see the 
Mahnrejl When the Sahob went to soo him two or three times I went with the Saheb. I had 
at Nowsari no private interview with the Maliaraj. After I returned from Nowsari to Baroda T 
went to see the Maharaj. This was a montli more or less after my return. I wont there after 
going first to Eshwant Kao's house, where 1 met Raoji and the persons who usually went 1 
mean Raoji, Karbhai, and Salam. Eshwant Rao did not go with us, but went by himself; he 
was at his house. He said, Go on and I will follow.” I went from his house to the Haveli, 
Wo went by the garden side. After waiting sometime the Maharaj caxno there into the aqme 
room. I, Raoji, and Salam w9nt to tho MaharajV Exeept Raoji and the Maharida’s sermts 
none wettt itfm me into pre8exice* of the MhlfaTaja. Khiblikt 'nevef did. One' Js^a* 


At this first interview after, my return from Nowaari, Raaji had co&veiMtkm with the JCahaiaj. 
Haoji used to write on a note the names of people wlm came.t&the Residency. 1 meanclie weois 
the convereations that took ploQe at ^ Residency* Eshwant rUo^ Sajama and the Mabanj were 
sitting there. Raoji saidy ^‘The present in honour of the marriage^** I mean the marriage made 
by the Maharaja. Then Esbwant Ran said to the Mabaraj, Maharaj, nothing has been 
given to these persons.” The Mahar^j said, ** Do moke eome arrangement awarding these 
I>€r8onB.” On tW occasion nothing was ^ven. I recmred t something afterwards, ten 
or fifteen days after. 1 received Rupees 800. balapi brought me that money: We, ».a, I and 
Kaoji, divided it. Some was also paid to Salim and the punkawalla. 1 paid the money to 
Haoji, who paid it to the punkawala Jaga. I paid Salam 100 rupees. ^ 1 got myseif about 800 
out of the 800 rupees. When it was in uie depths, of the monsoon Raoji did not himself take his 
news notes, but used to give them to roe, and Salam used to get them firom me. I got from 
Raoji and gave Salam about 30 or S5 chitties. 1 did not give tfimn on the Mondays and Thurso 
days, Ssdam used to come to the bungalow, but on other days. Raoji used to write them daily, 
excepting Mondays and Thursdays. After the receipt of the Rupees 800,1 went again in one 
month and a half or two months to see the Maharaja* On this occasion I went from Esbwant 
Rao’s bouse, from which went with me Kaoji and Karbhai. Salam went on ahead but with us, 
and one of Eshwant Rao's men went with us. I saw the Maharaj in the same (dace as usual. 
It is a small room, where there is a bench and a mirror. There were some candle-sticks of brass 
for giving light. The Maharaj sat on a raised seat or bench. 1 sat on the ground. Raoji also 
sat down. 1 and Raoji saw the Maharsj. Esbwant Rao and Salam were with the Maharaj. 
The Maharm had some talk with Raoji. 1 was present, beard, and took part The Mahira 
said, '*The Saheb now becomes very angry, and some endeavour should be made regarding it” 
Eshwant Rao said, It is the inteiftion (irada) of the Maharaj. The Maharaj will give you 
“ something, you try to put it in {dalna).''* The Maharaj said, Yes, you should do something 
by which the thing should go. into his stomach.” I said, ** With regard to the food, that does 
“ not lie in my province ; 1 won't be able to do it.” Then Raoji said, * ‘ If you like I will put it in 
“ the pumalo sherbet which he drinks.” *l'be Maharaj said, “Very well, try to do it.” Thfe 
MaWiU said, “ 1 will send a packet (pudi) which should be given to Raoji.”. Eshwant Rao and 
Salam said, With regard to what the Maharaj says, when he gives it to us we will bring it” 
Tile Maharaj said, ** If the thing is done it will be good for you.” Eshwant Hao repeated the 
same thing. By the words, ** It will be good for vou ” was meant you will get your meat and 
drink well, so that you won't depend on service. The Maharaj said this. Salam and Eshwant 
Rao said the same thing. This interview lasted ten minutes or quarter of an hour. 1 don't 
remember the month. Ine occasion was fifteen days, or twenty, or twenty-five days, or a month 
before Colonel Pbbyre discovered poison in his tumbler. At that interview no packet was given 
me. After it was over Salam gave me a packet the next day. Salam gave it me at my bouse. 
The packet was as long as my forefinger, made up in Ahmedahad paper. Salam said to me, 
“ This is the packet to w*hich the Mahar^ referredgive it to Raoji,” 1 did not open it« but 
kept it in iiw turban. When 1 came to the Residency at 8 o’clock J gave it to Haoji. After 
that 1 saw EsWant Rao at the bungalow on the fourth or fifth day. 1 did not hear the conver¬ 
sation then between Eshwant Rao and Raoji, Salam asked me about the packet, whether 1 liad 
given it to Raoji, and I said 1 had. 1 had no further conversation with Salam. Raoji went 
there. J don't know if he had any. I had at that time no talk with Raoji on this matter, though 
we wore always together there. After the Dassera procession 1 went again to see the Maharaja. 
It occurred os follows: Haoji said, Those people are pressing; they say nothing has been done 
as yeL” I said to Kaoji, “You should know that, whether you did it or not.*' [The Inter¬ 
preter says the Dassera is shown in the Calendar as the 20th October.] Raoji said, “ As far as 
“ 1 am concerned 1 did put it (do/na).” Nothing more occurred at that time between Raoji 
and me. * 


This was eight or ten days after the D^sera procession. About five or six days after I went 
to see the Mahar^. This was seven or eight days before the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. 
1 went as usual to Eshwant Kao's house about 8 o'clock at night Haoji, Karbhai, and Jaga 
punkawala went with me from Eshwant Roo's house. Salam as usual took me into the 
Palace. Kaoji and 1 went into presence of the Maharaj. We saw him at the usual room. Salim 
and Eshwant Rao were with him. The Maharaj said, “You are a lucka (and used a coarse 
“ expression)* ; you have done nothing as yet” I said, “ Raoji knows that.” Remji then said, 

''As far as I am concerned 1 did put it in.” Raoji 
• AWa. ^added, “ What can I do if your medicine (dawa) is not 

^ ” The Maharaj said to Raoji, » Very well, I will 

^ “ send another packet, and you do it properly (bardhar 

“ karo).** He added, “ Put it indwell ” Raoji said, “ Very well” Eshwant Rao and the Maha- 


tho place where we rit on our form. This was five or seven days before the poisoning was dis¬ 
covered. 1 don't remember exactly. I remember that Monday. 1 came that day at 6 o’clock. 
I saw Raoji on the seat he used to hfve, near the nrivate office of the Saheb. That's our usual 
seat. I had no talk that morning with Raoji. X.had some after the distobance (aharbar). 
This was afti^r I^tor Saheb faw^come iwd gone. Raoji said, “The Doctor Saheb took a 
“ tumbler away ^ wi%r Raoji went in front of the bungalow. I hod no further 

talk with Raoji thai time. R^i i^i4 to me, “ The Doctor Saheb took away the tumbler into 


- .-m ___ ... _ , ^ 

Colonel Phi^re (Zabam). My writta examination was taken that da: 



^ ^ ‘““K **«“ Mr. Soutw. ‘ Rom «» itoy RmbI imriW^On 

wfofe So^r tiil I wAg nt|eu .arretted, I had bd ecttiveiwtien nordrith 

Romi, I aait Rftoji aeated at a dtetance att die pkee vhm my dAt^tkHl ^ t^Ehn Wfovh I 

^ stateiiMt to Mr. Souter, I donH remember whether I had been toM what' RaOji hid 
aaid. When-1 made oy etatement I-.did imt kiK>w what Raoji Imd irnid. No pron^ee’id* 
wae inftik to me before £ made mv Btatetteat Before I made tbat statement I was on dut^ .%ith 
Sir Lewie Pelly. On that day be was eittiiigwith Mr. Souter. Neither Mr. Bouter jioP>Sir 
Lewie Pellj said anything to me* They heard my statement I was kept ntider a hi^iUry 
ae^y guard at the Reeidency ; for a short time there were Natire sepoys, ktteriy Shropdan 
Boldme. After my statement had been taken down, 1 went that same day into a garden at the 
Residency. I fell into < a well After a long seirice this Hi^pened, and 1 thought 1 eould not 
show my face after this. It was my fate. 1 had taken my meal, and then 1 saw many people 
ooming there.- I saw my f^low-serroots of long standing. 1 said, ** After my long serrice ^s 
*<18 my fate.” I fell into the well. T 

Q*—Did you fall accidently or on purpose? A.—I saw a number of people, my bead turned, 
and I fell (^irpartm) into a well. I remember Raoji showed me a scar on nis stomadh. It was 
befora the disturbance about the thing thrown into the tumbler—a few days before—not many. 
Raoji told me that he had received those scars from a small bottle {am) he had plaioed there. It 
was a swelling (pola) and something burnt 

Cross-examined by Serjeant BaUanUm *—I had been about 82 yeare or more at the Resideney. 
I had had no quarrel with Colonel Phayre. He was the same as my parents, and found pie irith 
food. It was my bad fate. I was iusUgated to poison him by Raoji: it was my predestination. 
The money t received was not for this, but for the manjage. For this the promise was that 
it would bq better for me. 1 understood that 1 would get promotion and money. Tliat was why 
I engaged in the affair. I am to get nothing for what I say to-day, I would not take money 
in order to perjure myself. It was my fate. Raoji used to make notes of what went on at the 
Residency. I rave them to Salam, They were on Aiccea of paper sealed up, and I gave them 
every day. 1 have none with me. They may be with Salam or the Sirkar. The room Where 
I first saw the Maharaja was a small room, with a bench in it There were two mirrors, one 
clock ; it was night, I did not observe what else there was. It was in one and the same room 
1 always saw the Maharaja, Perhaps it led to a bath-room; there were doors leading to other 
rooms. There was no bathing-place in this room: perhaps the door led to a bath-room. I did 
not see a bath-room. 1 know nothing about a bath-room. 1 have not since been to the HaveE 
I was examined before Colonel Phayre. I promised to tell him the whole truth: but I caused 
him to write some falsehoods. My conscience had not begun to work then. It was written in 
my fate that I should tell him lies. I am pf the Hindu religion. 1 said that I suspected 
Faiioi in the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. 

Q,—You knew at the time that Faizu was innocent? A.—Faizu was in the habit of coming 
to see a Padri Saheb, and so was a Kazi. A Podri Saheb used to come to our bungalow. 
Salam used to go and sit at Faizii’s room. Faizu liad a room in the Residency compound, and 
Salam and those others used to sit there. All the other servants mentioned [likhwma] Faizu's 
name, and 1 did the same. 1 heard that and 1 also made that statement, so that we might agree. 
I thus stated a false story. Raoji and 1 did not agree to mention Faizu. Not only Raoji, but 
all the other servants mentioned Faizu. I did not make the statement merely because Raoji 
’did. I did not know that Raoji hud made the statement Raoji and I did not converse about 
it before my examination. Raoji was confined before his examination. Abdulla, Pedro, the 
hamal, the masal, they all caused that statement to ho written. I do not know that Raoji and 
other servants agreed to charge the Maharaja, nor that they have done so. With regard to the 
packet brought to me, and which I delivered, there is no falsehood. It is all truth that I say 
to-day. 1 don’t know that the servants have conspired to accuse the Maharaja of the attempt 
to poison. I don’t know that Raoji has given evidence charging the Maharaja with an attempt 
to poison. 1 had five or six meetings with the Maharaja. Perhaps five. I think five timea 
On the first three times there was no allusion to poison. Salam, the Maharaja, Raoji, and 
myself were present when it was arranged that a packet of jwison should bo sent. I don’t 
remember the day of the month or week. One packet was given about 25 i^ys before, and 
the other about seven days before the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. [Witness’ attention 
called to the fourth meeting when poison was mentioned for the first time.] 1 quite underst^ 
at the fourth meeting that the intention was to poison the Resident It was the first time it 
was mentioned in my presence, or that I knew anything about it I went again after the 
Dassera holiday, at the time of the second packet. At the fourth meeting one packet, and at 
the fiftli moeting one packet, altorather two packets were given. The Maharaja became 
angry and gave a second packet. The fifth meeting wks from five to seven days l>efore the 
attempt to poison Colonel Pliayre. I asked Raoji. balam and others pressed me to know what 
had become of the powder given at the fourth meeting. Raoji said he had put it in: what could 
he do ? 1 did not ask him, nor he tell me if he had kept any book, nor how many times he had 
given it I did not remonstrate with Raoji about toe slow poisoning of my master. I was 
'shown a boil by Raoji on his stomach. 1 can’t say when this was. It was about or aftor the 
time of the last meeting. I don’t remomber. A bottle was k^t under a box in our bungalow. 
At the lo^ meeting with the Maharaja something was given Raoji; 1 was getting up. f don’t 
know vrhetiier it was a bottle or pocket. As 1 was going down 1 observed something givmi. 
1 did not ask Raoji what it was. 1 don’t remember him after, but he shdwed me that 

a bottle was given, and it caused a boil on his stomach. Inis was with reference to same 
vial; 1 don’t Temember whether 1 understood it to refer to the same bottle given at ib^ last 
meetiim. It did (5a5af) refer to the same bottle. 1 can’t be sure. 1 never saw a j|ecd^ 

Most nkely it was after the last meeting, but I can’t remember properly. I ctia’t ren«l»ttft»er 
whether he said he had pourdd it in. 



Bs^exarntm^ib^M WNNUi the Randeiu^ hf lhh <bsmglloiR>iBheie tiw.lMBMlf 

kept hottle^rlim it osik oace. I caimot mnieiqto prap^Hj^ ! lUcgi dKMred iM 

tliat after in‘it^ife^ouH be put ill l^e. tumbler. BAo^ ehowad tiiis.; I .4oi^^ 

reinemWwfaea ne did.tluBj. It'before the day the potson was c^en to Colonel Phayra^ 
Idon^t y m e m be r faoi^r lodg Jwas under foard and ba^e come oat tcMiay. After two 

months! nave bm brou^it out - N<^ody hiuf mo who have been examumd before ^ 
ComroisBum* I bshre been ufider a ;^nard No one has hdd me what evidence has been ^ven 
to the OomauBaoiu ^ ; 

"Ry BMa ^ ^h^aa^ Mao.-^\ ..have gone and come to the Maharaja only in the time of the 
promt Juhvaj. I did n(^ do so beiore tbo time of the late Commission. I did not go- to the 
MahaTeja Kltiu^e Rdo exc^t /with tiie Reeadmit. I did not go to him to ask for a presentk 
Soma minor, Sirdars give tbBm 5 but not the Sirkar. The Diwan omj Saheb used to giro presents 
direotljTk* It was not the custom to ask of the- Durbar. When 1 agreed to poisbn^ 1 did not aak 
about provision for my family. It was on what the Maharaja said that 1 rolled. It was tdone 
throngh Raoji. There were not 10 persons present when poisoning was suggestedr-*bnly. his 
own sepants and ua In my life 1 have' not ^given any poison. A packet was givien me to give 
to Baojij which I did. It was his business to arrange how much to use or not Nobody spoke 
of aocu^g Paizu; each mentioned his name in their statements, therefore did so also^ 
Abdulla, Pedro, Kanchor, the hamals, altogether five or six persons mentioned Faieu^ name- in 
their atatgnents* Although the Maharida called me a lucha first meeting, be trusted me, 
because Raoii, Salam, and Eshwant Eao took me to him and assured him. I am a Hindu* 
Telsiwi OT Kamati from Telaflj?ana. Why should I be afraid of the police from speaking 
truthX 1 know I am. guilty; it is my bad fate. I state the truth whether the Imrkar 
pardons, or not,’—jb e y are parents. If I were ofiered a pardon, 1 could not toll more truth than 
what 1 have said. Ine Sirknr may kill me if they like. I have said without feax what I had 
to state*. In the presence of Ood I have stated the truth. I liave not stated an untruth. 

^ « (Signed) John Jaudive, 

Baroda, 4th March 1875. ■ Secretary to the Commisrioners. 


; No. 3^yiIL— Jaga states on Solemn Affirmation. t 

Exammation-in-chief 

. ir 

By Mr, is Jaga Bhagwan employed as a punkawala at the Residency. 

I knuw.Ra^i Uavildar and, Narsu Jemadar. I knew Salam and Eshwant Rao, servants of the 
Maharaja. I have been to Eshwant Rao’s house. It is in the city. 1 went with Raoji Havildar. 
I went twice with Raoji. When 1 got to Eshwant Rao’s house, 1 saw his karkoon. That was 
on the.firat ocepion, about 7 o'clock at night His ,karkoon gave me rupees. Five hundred 
rupees were paid altogether. One hundred rupees were given me to keep. Raoji Havildar 
took Ihe other 400 rupees away. Raoji gave me tho one hundred rupees. Raoji got the 100 
and ^e,4p0 rupees from Eshw^t Rao’s kaikoon. This first visit was 14 or 15 months ago 
from to-day. 1 went on a sccon# occasion to Eshwant Kao's house seven or eight months affe 
the first visit 1 wont at 7 or 8 o'clock at night 1 saw Eshwant Rao, Salam and Narsu 
Jemadar. From there those three and we two, altogether five of us, went to the liavcli. 1 was 
made to ,sit below. The other four went upstairs. They went by the Nazorbagh entrance. 3 
waited.till they returned. They were ujistaira about two hours. Then 1 and Raoji Havildar 
returned to the camp. J was never paid >noney on any other occasion. The-paimr shown 

P«pergiwiii t(>vitnpirttoren(itohim«L-lf. luy handwriting. I have road it. 1 wrote 

. it at request of Raoji Havildar and Narsu Jemadar. I 

may Imve wntton, two oj; three other notes at their request 1 wrote tliem at request of Raoji 
and Narsu. I wrote what they told me. Having written them I gave them either to Raoji or 
Narsp, :.I wrote what they caused me to write. They know tho substance. The other lettew 
were of another sort to this. They were of the same sort 

'rhe letter in put in ou Mr. Soobic Ktuting thut documents axe next shown to witness, 

it will be proved to bt^ found iu SaUm'H hoiue. 1 don t know whose handwriting these two letters ai)B 
It Ik recorded a« X, and j liiiigluih tmnolafiottlH in. They ai'e not mine. 

[No cross-examination is desired,] 

John Jardine, 

Baroda, 4th March 1875. Secretary to the CoimniB8i0ner& 


No. KXlX.-.-:KARsaAl lA marsingh states on Solemn Afiinnation, 

Rxaminatlon<dn-chief 

' V ... 

RyMr.Scoble. —lama punkawala. I was not so eiroloyed last year at the Residencr. 1 
was t^s year. I don't yeinember theAienti^ > 1 know Raqji, haviddar of peons. I went with 
hint to the dty by inght I ventteveraltimee—fourorfive times. My first visit in Raoji’s company 
was 1 don't reipember Iddw |t wasin tlte hot weather, last hot season. Iwent l^ ff- 

high md to Eshwant Rao^ijpliijit^■ Onall my visits Ivwent to Eshwant Rao’splaco* 
^ uses! te see Eahwani Rao thme^ ufid'iiJsn Salam and Nalau Jemadar. From Eshwant Edo's 
place! iMed tO'go to the Siriiaar^d Havdi* ^ I tnay have gtme ibore than once, but don^ reteember. 
Nateti Jem^as^ Eshwant Rao,I^Sdlam went with me. 1 went'unnda the HaveR. We 
b^te go bpflights of tiepjr were made to sR in a room, and they need to go ioBite- 
where. T mean Raoji, Narsu, Eshwaiut Rao and Salam. I remamed sitting la.tlm itiokn ifll 



I ¥eai<^b« __ . 

u*S% 8«fetf tfttfiife WfliWf'fif DM iel^ifi'iS^ottt’IjSaf an ^w»> 

’<!^W8|^Mrfiied by 1 was 14.«Stjll» dam,,MM|ajlttrp])]er «i 

the Residency, and on the idm went first wheiiwe pu&ft w<as starti^* 

1 was first employed w substitutd Afin»r thei LftsfriHoW <M«rok' 2nd, 1874 J, J,) I don't Itn^ 
March. The jsopond w^n t)ip, punka season was nearly over. It Is about three inon^ 

agOv Before ! Was first en^loyeidT kh^ Haoji and Karsu. I swear it. Forthe,inpst part, I 
became acquainted with them when employed there at the punka. I don't remember whether 
I said before now about iny going upstairs and sitting while the others went away* I told Mr. 
Souter that sometimes I went sometimes I stayed fi^low. That is what I told Mr. 

Souter. 1 don’t know if the extract read fo me is correct I have been in custodvibr one mouth 
and a half on account of this evidence. }. stated what I had seen, and so I was aept under sur¬ 
veillance. 1 was in surveillance three days before 1 made a statement to Mr. Souter, but 1 



that time I used to go home. 1 wu under Burveillance from the day following that on which 
the Maharaja was arrested. 

Re-examined by Mr. Scoble*~^OTL the first day 1 was asked nothing and allowed to go home. 
On the second day 1 was sitting; I was asked nothing,' and allowed to home. On tho tiurd 
day 1 inade my statwent to Mr. Souter and was allowed to go home. I have been in surveillauce 
irom the day following the arrest of the Maharaja. 

(Signed) Joitk Jakdine, 

Barodo, 4th March 1875. Secretary to tho Commissioners. 


No. XXX.-^Dajiba Narotum states on Solemn Affirmation. 

£xamination-in-chief 


By Mr. Imm'arity *—I am Dajiba Narotum, a bricklayer. I know Raoji, Havlldar of the 



goldsmith’s book. I will tell, as well as I remember, what was made sixteen months ago, 
a pair of silver anklets a man’s gold necklace {katdi). Afterwards one gold wristlet called 

kam, two gold finger rings weighing one tola, a boy’s waistriug of silver a pair of small 

silver anklets for a boy. The making of them commenced in the month of Kartlk. The orna- 
mente were taken away at two dr thiee iimes> as they were ready. I did not keep an accotmtfor 
Raoji of the ornaments. At# tho time they were made the goldsmith gave a writing ipamdt) or 

receipt This is it It was given to mo in lUoii’s 

ipcr lown o w] ness. presence. I said to Rac& “ Take this receipt of yours,” 

He said, I will take it to-morrow or the day otter.” It remaine<Pmth me till 1 was called to the 

Residency. I gave it to the Ahmedabad Fouzdar, Oajanaud Vithal. who gave it to the Saheb. 
I know that Raoji was married, but I don't remember the month. 

CrosB-examinra by SerjearU Raoji asked if J knew any man of my acquaintance. 

_ 1 J L J J V Tlie goldsmith lives near a pipal tree, not near Raoji’s 

The paper already ahowu ir recorded as x, r r > j 

(Signed) John Jardine, 

Baroda, 5th March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXXI.— SnivLAL states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Kxammation-in-chief 

By Mr, ScoUe^ 
near the roadside, 
of mine. He 

Salieb. It was'Wd ho was employed __ 

D^iba’s request. I have not got my book, but it is here. This book is mine. I am not learned. 
„ ^ ^ V . 1 . I caused another person to write for me, 1 cause anv 

Bed lealhee eoyered book »hown. j to do it L CalUlOt read or write. I first 

made a pair of anklets at tho time of the Diwali. It is ^1 written in this book. I mean the 
Diwali before last I cannot point out Raoji’s account in my book. T made one anklet first 
1 made one anklet, one d^ra qr gold necklace, one gold wiititlet called kmi weighing three tolas ; 




..my booK. »omo i J^de at the time of DiwaU,'dti^ aft^wardsf. 1 pinnt.^qut tfae 

anklets, the wristlets, phtSeikis, ahd two finger rings. The other drUam^ts shown were'not made 

^ ' by me. The d<tra or neckchain of gold which I mada ig 
^ not among these. Thdse 1 nMde^&^Ri^i^WeMl 

Rupees 500 or Rupees 476. The amount is sta^ in the book. I received fuU payment to the 
last pioe. Daji and Raoji came, and 1 was paid the full amount, not in one payment, but in 


differMit paymentB. I gage a writte# account of Aese on^ent* to W 
remember who wrote it. I not it irritten by some one who chanced to be with mfc J wU 
, V . 1 . ^ i. recogniee it if I can; the paper ihown me inay b« «ie 

E>Ui>.tY».iu>«>4owW on^Tnit I cannot be certain. 

[Xo croBB-exanunatibn is desired.] ^ 

(Signed) John jAsniNKf 

Bsroda, 5th March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXXII.— Dulab states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Kxamination-in-ebief * j 

By Mr Inveraritif. —My name is Dulab Manohardas. 1 am a goldsmith. 1 know Raoji, who 
is employed at the'Kosidency. We botli live at the baaiaar, but distant from each other. T made 
for Raoji four gold earrings and a chain to be attached to them round the ear, and ano^ier chain 
for the ear. I have not a regular account of them, but I have entered the sundry sums I 

, received : 1 wrote the entries. The book shown me is 

Account Iwok shown to witness. book 

Q.—Look at Asad Shut! lltli ? A.—I point out Asad Shud llth. The year is not mentitmed. 
I recollect it was last year. 1 mean the year 80. Here is an entry of the first item—Rupees 7. 

" ‘ On Asad Wad Ut, Rupees 


SfO; altogether, these make tip Rupees 60. Those Rupees 60 were given for making the mtOelUi 
or ear-chains. On Asad Wad 10th, there is an entry of Rupees- 8; altogether Rupees 68. 

, . , . Altogether I received Us, 79-8-0. Of the ornaments on 

Loo 8 a oniaiueu . table, 1 recognise as my making two rings, two 

earrings and two earchains, all of gold. 

[No cross-examination is desired.] 

(Signed) John Jaedine, 

Barodo, 5th March 1875. Secretaiy to the Oommissioners. 


No. XXXIII.— Dalpat Govikdbam states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examination -in-chief 

By Mr Bcohle ,—I know Kshwant Rao, who is iti«the Gaekwaris service. I was in Eshwsmt 
Rao’s service for the last year and | year. 1 used to keep the keys of his boxes and do all he 
told me to do. I did karkoon’s work; 1 kept the keys of his boxes. I could recognize Rsoji if I 
saw him. If 1 saw Jaga, 1 would be able to say if 1 recognize him. I recognize them as these 

n«.ji(XXiv.)H.d.i.,ca(XXVHi.?iaiiod. ^ ““ce saw thorn at Eshwant ^o’s house 

about one year or fourteen months ago. It was about 
eight o’clock at night. 1 gave them somethii^ on that occasion—Rs. 500; I mean Baroda 
rupees. 1 gave them by direction of Eshwant Kao. When these two men came Eshwant Rao 
was upstairs in Ids house. 

[No cross-examination is desired.] 

(Signed) John Jakdink, 

Baroda, 5th March 1875. Secretary to the Gomniissioners. 


No. XXXIV.—CuAGANij^L states on Solemn Affirmation. 


Examination-in-chief 


By Jlfr. JnverariUf, —My name is Chagatilal Datnodhardas. I am Sberistedar of the Fouzdari 
Ruzoor Court at Baroda. 1 know Salam, a Gaekwari servant. 1 know his house. 1 remember 
a police guard being placed on his house about the SSrd December. 1 can't be exactly certain. 
I went next day with Hormusjee Ardesir Wadia, Huzoor Fouzdar, to search. There was a 

ll.„ild.r,«alU»ghm.«IfMirIm».Ali,c.nid. 

^ Hormusjee Wadia is Chief Huzoor Fouzdar, a servant 

of the Gaekwar. 1 bold my appointment under the Gaekwar. 1 saw papers found in bouse. 
They were put into a packet; and a» there were many papers, so they were tied up again in a 
handkerchief and taken to the Huzoor Fouzdari Office. 1 went with them. Hormusjee Ardesir 
Wadia and Imam Ali also went. At the Fouzdari Office a label of paper was put over the packet 
in the handkerchief, -and then 1 seale^ the paper with four seals at the corners of the papers. 1 
was directed to do so by direction Hormusjee Shet The man who carried the packet from 
Salam's house to the* office was one of my sepoys who wept in the same buggy as I did. A 
memorandum was written on : ** Thia packet Contains papers found at Saiam's. hoiise." 

Tho packet was delivered ta,Imami^li Havildar, who took it away. The handkerchief shown 
me [mlded] 1 can’t identify ai ^hsil ' 

Q.—Open it and see.. A.-*(Afteri^opemi!g it)—This is the handkerchief 




IS 

if 


{ Signed) John Jaxwnr, 




L- aUL <“1_■ ._ 


No. XXXV.-~Mir Imam Alx states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examination-in-chief 

By Mr. ScoOle .—My name is Mir Imam AH. I am Havildar in the Bombay Police. When 
Chaguolal and Hormusjee Ardesir Wadia searched the house of one Salam 1 was present. I did 
see some papers found there. Chimanlal sealed them up in a packet enclosed in a rumal and gave 
thorn to me. 1 brought it, showea it to the Saheb, and kept it under guard. On tho i9th 
December I handed it over in presence of Salam and Manibhai to the Kao Saheb. Salam ivas 
brought and it was placed in front there to bo opened. T t was opened in prosouco of Salam and 
Manibhai. From the day 1 received it till this opening of it in their presence, on the i^Uth, it was 
kept in our police guard. ^When I produced it for opening in presence of Salim aud Manibhai it 
was all as perfect as 1 received it. 

By the J*renidejU ,—1 refor to the last December. 

(No cross-examination is desired.] 

(Signed) John .Taudink, 

Baroda, 5th March 11:175. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXXVJ.— Manibhai Jashhai states on Solemn Affirmation 

Exaniination-in-chief 

By Mr, —My name is Manibhai Jasbhai. 1 am Native Assistant to tho llesident at 

Baroda. On the of December last 1 was present when a packet of letters was brought, by 
Mir Imam AH, A paper wca gummed over it so as to cover the knot at each corner of the cover. 
'J'lic seals were tliOMi of the h'ouzdari C»)urt—ink impressions. There were words inscribed to 
tho cfl'ect: Found in Salam’fi house.'* Salam was present when it was opened. J did not make 
a list of all, but 1 did of some of the papers. 

I'v.v Tho pajicr shown to me Is one of those taken out of 

XII 1 - Mown. the bundle. It l>ears my signature which 1 put on at 

the same time. 

, . These other papers wore also found in the bundle ; 

ot cr papera h own. Signature made at the time. 1 have 

got tho list (»f the impers which 1 iniuh'. 

Mr. Srrjmrt Dallantinv objects to tliesc letters being received as they are not proved. 

The Honourable -I. H. Scobb' answers that they were found hi Salam’s house and arc connected 
with tlie case by the evidence of Uaoji. 

The Hresuknt rules that they are not sufficiently coniiccled to be admissible. 

[No cross-cxamiuutiou of Manibliai is desired.] 

(Signed) John Jaudink, 

Baroda, 5th March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXXVIT.— BuniiAR Narsj states on Solemn AlBnnaiion. 

Examlnatioii-iu-chief 

By Mr. Scoble, —My name is lJudhar Narsi. At first 1 was a jmttawalu, now 1 am raised to be 
Jemadar at the Residi'ncy. I was jiroinotrd last month to Jeimular. Bi'foretliat I was jiultawalu 
in place of Kaoji. I got bis belt on tho 15th December (Natal ke mahinn). \ got it from 
Mr. Blandford, Assisbint in our otBce. When J got it J put it on- ll reiiutiiicd uitli nio till 
Christmas, the ii5th December. It remained with me from the 15th till tho ^^5th, excejjt when J 
went to hatlio or dine, and then J put it at the deirri where the jioons sit. On Christmas day the 
Khan Saheb asked me to produce it. It was on me. Khan 5'alieb said, ‘‘ 1 want to examine your 

“ belt.'* 1 took it olf and gave it to him. 'I'iie belt 
Uwl Ik‘ t s lowii. shown me is the one I I’ocoived and gave tho Khan Saheb. 

I point out one pocket. T ilon’t know of another. It is hardly a pocket, rather a place for a 
sword. 1 knew of no pocket. 

[No cross-examination is desired]. 

(Signed) John Jardink, 

Baroda, 5th March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXXVIIJ.—Akdah Ali states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Examination-in-chief 

By Jlfr, limraritif ,—1 am Khan Bahadur Akbar Ali. 1 am head of the Detective Police in 
Bombay. I have beon in Government service since April 1881. I came with Mr. Souter to 
Baroda to inquire into this case. I reinemhcr this bolt. On the 25th Decemlnir last I examined 
it and found a packet. 1 had asked Uaoji where he used to keep the packets ho used to bring. 
He had stated that the packets given him by the Jemadar were kept by him in his pockets. 1 
thought 1 would bo able to find some trace of something dropped from the packet mto the pocket. 
I asked him, ** Where is your belt?” He said, “It is in possession of one Budhar at the 





Residency.” Foufr of ‘pr^etit, li Ktian Sahadut Ahdn] Ali, Rao Bahadur 

Gajanand Vithal, and Raoii. The place s .that,where our Saheb Mr. Souter was in the haWt 
of writing. This was in the bungalow of the Residency, When Raoji told me bis belt was with 
Biidhar, 1 sent for Bndhar, wfio came. Then Raoji pointed 'to the bolt on the neck of Budhar, 
and said, “ This is my belt” It wAe ou Budhar’s neck and round his waist [Witness ptit it on 
to show that it hung from one shoulder across breastand back and was tied by a cloth at the 
waist] 1 askod Budhar to give the belt to me. He did so. I begun to search it 1 put my 
fingers in hero [shows], Raoji said, “ Not there, but hero.” 1 first put my fingers in the slide. 
Raoji then said, “ Not there,” and pointed to this place [shows]. Then I put my fingers in tliere. 
It is the back pocket—the secret pocket. [ felt something hard there. I could not get it out, 
so I tore up Uiis end. When I saw the packet I sent for Mr- Souter. Ihon 1 tore it open. 
On the upper part was a dirty rag. Budhar said, “That is my rag.” In the back pocket 1 
think there was a little bit of Avhite thread. I did not open the packet, Mr. Souter opened it in 
my proscnce. 1 saw what was inside the white paper. It was a white medicine, a powder like 
flour, white. Mr, Soiiter ke})t the pjutkot after that. 

Cross-examination by (Serjeant JtaUnntine .—I never speak English. 1 don’t know i^ nor 
understand it. 'This is the pocket where 1 found the packet. When 1 first had tlie bolt the 
pocket was not tom. f tore it this way [shows]. 1 can’t sav how much J tore. 1 tore it 
because T felt something hard and wished to see what it was. 1 called Mr. Souter after J saw 
the packet I did not call him before the tearing because I wiis not sure it was a packet. 1 knew 
it was something. I knew more after the toai'ing. 1 called Mr. Souter that he might see what 
it contained. Hiioji had made a statement to me. 

Q,—Wh^did you not examine it? A.—Raoji said some medicine had remained. When 1 
heard this J did not take it out,—I mean that Raoji said this after ho and I saw the packet. 
Then I sent for Mr. Souter in order that he might open the packet witlx his own hands. There 
ho was, my Chief, so I sent for him. 

Q.—Was it to have a witness to the finding? A.—There were three of us witnesses, Raoji, 
Gajanand Vithal, Klian Bahadur Mir Abdul Ali and myself wore there. I hiid no idea of finding 
a parcel. 1 thought there might be some trace there. T had no idea what it contained. 1 could 
not say if it was a paper parcel. When I felt it hard, how could 1 tell that it was a packet? I 
felt it to he paper, hut not something wrapped up in paper. T could not tell if it was loose 
paper, tied up paper, or a packet. To find out 1 tore open the pocket. After Raoji made the 
statement above described I sent for Mr. Souter. Raoji’s statement was mad(^ after 1 tore the 


pocket and found the packet. He said, “ Theia^ was some remnant of the medicine left, and this 
“ it is.” Thus hefbie sending for Mr. Souter ] knew Avhat it contained ; but I sent for Mr. Souter 
tliat he might see. T did not open the packet because the Saheb was close by, Raoji had not 
told me about the belt He had simply stated w hen 1 asked him where he used to ke(?p tJie 
packets, lie had not said that he retained some of the medicine in his pocket in his belt. Raoji 
was brought to me on the 22nd. J, Gajanand Vithal, and Abdul Ali sent for him. A sepoy 
brought Raoji. Ho did not confess at first to giving the poison, lie said som<»thing to Imam 
Ali, Havildai, who brought hiin to me. Raoji remained with me from 8 a.in. till the evening, not 
in my company. Ho was kept where the other dismissed servants were kept—in tlio Residency 
garden. He was brought to me ttnd oonf(*SHed about the poisoning. The servants fell out among 
themselves. He made (unfession of lii.s own accord. I htid lieard nothing about his being 


imj)Ucatod before then. T liad heard of his having squandered money. T had not heard of his 
being implicated in the poisoning until he wtu? brought Ix'fore me, nor of his having recoivcjd 
poison. When he made that statement he was kept in confinement, separate fruin the other 
servants- He made the statement on the 22nd. From tho 22nd until the 28th he was in my 
charge. After making the statement and till the 28th he did not go to his house. He Hid uot 
go vHiero the other servants were ; ho was in my charge. 1 could not tell whether he that <iay 
saw any of the other servants ; ho was under guard of sepoys. I don’t know that he did. 1 had 
given orders that he should not ho let Uilk with any of the prisoners. He was confronted with 
the Jemadar. T and Gajanand Vithal caused a sepoy to bring him for this. Abdul Ali was tliore 
too. Tho Jemadar was with me then. Gajanand Vithal smd to the Jomadar that Raoji had told 
him all that he hud done, upon which 1 sent for Raoji. First the Jemadar was told that Raoji 
had confessed all tliat he had done. Ho was not U)ld what Rixoji had confessed. Gajanand 
Vithal said, “ If you like, you may send for Raoji,” Raoji was sent for. He was brought 
Raoji confronted with the Jemadar said, “ Baba, I have told everything up to my neck.” After 
that tho Jemadar said, “ I will tell you the fact” Ho did not tell me. I said, “ Don’t make a 
statement to me; come to the Saheb.” He made no statements whatever to me. I had witnesses 


in my charge, not prisoners. I'hcy were collected and kept to prevent them going away lost we 
should not find them again. There were twenty or twenty-two witnesses in niy charge. 1 can 
give their names. 1 know Nur-u-din Bora and Nazm-u-din Bora. They are not in my charge. 
Both are in the jail. They wore in Gajanand Vithal’s charge, who brought them and kept them 
where the other witnesses were, but separate. Abdul Ali knows when they went into the jail. 
It is fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five days ago since they went there. They were not kept with 
the witnesses, but apart. Abdul All knows how long they wore apart. They wore in his charge. 
1 don’t know if they were ever taken before any Magiatrale till to-day, or before Mr. Souter or 
any Saheb. Giyanand knows about tb»ir statements. Damodhar Punt mentioned Nur-u-din’s 
fatlier’s name about arsenic. I now recall that they were sent to jail about arsenic. Because 
Damodhar Punt said he had brought itoison from a Bora’s shop, on this Statement three Boras 
wore examined ; the Police exatulnef‘ them. They were kept in confinement like the other 
witnesses, but in a separate tent. The eonfinhation of Damodhar’s statement is a big affair, and 
will take place afterwards. Endeavours were made to^et these three men to confirm Dainodhar’s 
statement, and arsi still ’being made. They have been 'sent to jail, but have not yet been 



H«-exanuuauou hy Mr, —Thu lower eiid of the belt which I tore had been sewed up. 
I tore open the stitches. Mr. Soutc^ yna fil^ut ten paces off in a room adjoining, and separated 
only by a chick. It was in the Residency bungalow. Mr. Souter hud told me to wait there 
while he washed himself. He came as soon as called. I first mentioned the belt to Raoji,'not 
he to me. This was when Raoji told me h© used to keep the powder in the pocket of his belt. I 
at once sent for the belt. I had never seen ;tbo belt before, nor known Budhar. Having found the 
packet in the belt, I considered it duty to send at once to Mr. Souter. Raoji was brouj^'t 
to me on the 22nd at seven or eight in the morning. 1 did at once put some questions to mm. 
1 sent for Raoji because both I and my ;Saheb strongly suspected him, as we received infbrma* 
tiou from all sides that he had been squandering money, and because he used to go to the room 
where the sherbet was. When 1 questioned him in the morning ho gave no information. I 
saw him in the evening. 1 hud no leisure to speak to him till the evening, though I saw him in 
the interval. Narsu was not in custody that day,.but on duty as Jemadar at the bungalow. 
Narsu was not in custody with the servants. The servants were not in my custody, but were 
brought for inquiiies to be made. Faizu and Jaga and Rainabhai were in custody. Romabhai 
who had been put in custody by Colonel Phayre was brought up. Raoji was in custody from 
the 22nd to the 2dth. Except on the occasion desiTibed, Raoji was not allowed to sec or con> 
verse with Karsu up till the present time. Ho saw him on the 24tb. 

Q.—Did Raoji say anything more to the Jemadar than that he had told everytliing up to the 
neck ? A.—He did not say anything more. Nobody told the Jemadar what Raoji said. After 
the 22nd December Raoji was where we lived. That was for a few days on the maidan near the 
Residency, outsido the compound. In each tent two, throe, or four persons were kept in custody 
of police sepoys. After that we transferred ourselves behind Colonel Barton’s bungalow, before 
the Mohurrum, about the 2nd or 3rd February. Raoji has been there ever since. Narsu was 
for some days under a guard of native regimental sepoys, and then of European soldiers. He 
was kept at the place near the Roiddency wbero the gnartl stays* He has never been in iny 
custody. T have hod nothing to do with the matter for which the three Boras are in custody. 
(Jajanand Vithal has to do with it. When Raoji showed that he had told everything up to his 
neck, the Jemadar spoke, not to Raoji, but to me after Raoji left. 

By Sir Dinhir Hao .—Under Mr. Souter I had authority to inquire into this matter. I did not 
open the belt in Mr. Souter’s presence, because 1 did not know it contained a packet. 

(Signed) John Jaudini:, 

Baroda, 5th March 1875. * S(!cr<*tary to the Commissioners. 


No. XXXiX.— Wasaktuam states on Solemn Aillrmation. 

Examinution-in-chiof 

By Mr. Sroble —T am Wasantram, son of Bhikariram. I had employ under the Gaokwar, in 
the shop at Bombay and llarod<‘i, a shroff, or banker’s shop, as huporiutendont of iiceounts. J 
used to live in the Pala(‘c (Wara) in the treasiuy department, and used to sec His Highness. 
1 know Efthwaiit Rao, also a servant of Miilhar Hao as jasud (messenger). 1 knew Salani, a 
.servant of the Mjdiaraj. 'I'liey used s(»metinic.> to attend him and sometimes not. J knew 
Damodhar 'rrimbak, tUias Daiiiodhar J^unt. Ho was in the private service of the JVlaharaj, iu 
making payments to sepoys and karkoons. 1 was onctJ sent for by the Maharaj to read a paper 
■fin* him eight or ten uiontlis ago. 1 went to the IViaharaj. There was a paj)er (#7///) wiiich I 
read out Jt was lying on the bench. I took it up, and a khitinalgar toid me to read it and i 
did read it. 'I he Maharn-i and other servants were there. 1 read it as J am speaking now, in 
the same tone it Avas in (jujrathi. The kliitniatgur told me to read it out. I read and kept 
it with me, and next day 1 gave it to Damodhar j^unt. Some one told mo to do so. The Maharaj 
toid ino to do .mo. 1 liuve nut seen it since I gave it to Damodhar Tuut. I remember a little 
about what it was about It had no date at ilie top: Toonekar and the Nawab Saheb’s karkoon 

are having conversation with the 8.aheb.” 1 do not remember further contents. There was 
no date nor signature to the note. I live iu my house. 1 used to go every day to the Halace 
(Wara). That is the part where cloth is stored up; J mean the old liaveli. it is there my 
place of business is. iiehiud that Uaveli is the Nazerhagh. There is an entrance to the 
riaveli at the back on one side near the Nazerbagh. 'I'here was a cutcherry up above. The 
entrance is ordinary for going and coming. 

Cross-examination by Mr. Bransott. —The ground-ffoor is used as a store room, and the first 
upper story for a store room, and the second story for the Nynyadesh’s Cutcherry. His name is 
Anna Pondsc. 1 am in custody fur the offencu of reading a letter from the time of the attach¬ 
ment U^pte) from Thursday, Paush Shudh &th, the day the Maharaja was uirested. 

Re-oxamination by Mr. Scofjh. —There is a third story. By passing through a small room 
there is a passage to go up. That is on the third story. 1 am not sui'e, but believo there is a 
fourth story. It lies unoccupied ; people go about; that’s all. 1 have been in those storeys. 
1 am living in the street near Ohampana in my own house. Since the Cth Paush Shudh 1 have 
been in conffnement in Senapati’s Cutcherry, in custody of the Gaekwari police. 

[The Interpreter refers to the Calendar, and states that Paush Shudh 6th is the 29th 
December.] 

(Signed) John Jaroink, 

Baroda, 5th March 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No- XL— Arthihi William Ciiawxey-Boevky states on Oath. 

Eaamination-in-chief 

By Mr, Inverarity .—My name is Arthur William Crawley-Boevey. In November last 1 Was 
Acting Assistant Resident at Baroda, and lived at the Residency, 1 remember Monday the .9th 



\ J 


Novornlwjr. I bad been out that mornin^^ early, and returned about half-past eight As I 
returned 1 saw some of the Gaekwar’s servants, vh., Eshwant Rao jasud, Salam sowar, and 
another sowar called Aladhao Rao Kale. They were those three in the verandah of the Resi¬ 
dency when 1 saw them. They were in the verandah, nearly opposite the entrance door of the 
house. They came up to me ; I mean the door nearly opposite where you go into the drawing 
room. To the best of iny recollection, 1 saw Faizu talking to Salam. I heard first about something 
put into Colonel Phayre’s sherbet when I came down from dressing about half-jjast nine. This 
was just after the Maharaja had left tho bungalow. Colonel Phayre told me of iu I afterwards 
aided Colonel Phayre in making inquiries among the Residency servants. I was present when 
Raoji’s l)elt was taken avray from him. He hung it up himself on a peg in the office adjoining 
Colonel Phayre’s private room. 1 know the witness Amina, ayah of my wife. She entered u»y 
wife’s service in April or May 1«78. I know she was several times absent I can’t fix tho date. 
She was seldom absent; therefore 1 remember it 1 can remember she was absent once on the 
death of Abdulla’s child, and again on a later occasion, not long before tho attempt to poison 
Colonel Phayre. I remember the day Mr. Souter went into the ayah’s room. 1 accompanied 
him. Resides myself and Mr. Souter, 1 think Gajanand Shastri and Abkar Ali and the other 
Khan Rahadur were there. I was present when she said something to Mr. Souter. She 
iippeared to be very unwell. 

['I'Ik- point !)eing raised by Serjeant Rallaiitine whether tho witness might be questioned as to 
what the Ayah said, the President observed that as the Ayah was eross-exaniinod about these 
matters the evidence iu corroboration was relevant, and Serjeant Rallantiue withdrew his 
objection.] 

The ayah said she had been to the Maharaja’s house and had receivecl money. She made 
many other statements which I don’t recollect. .Hut those were the main facts. Mr. Souter 
wrott? down her statement in my presence on that ocwisioii. 1 had not before that occasion seen 
the ayah in reference to this mattor. I loft Raroda on a Saturday. 1 think it was the 
19tb December. 

Cross-examined by Herjmnt ISullantlne .—I knew Rlmu l*oonekar—he was constantly at the 
Residency. He wa.s bn bu.sincssabout a Croverunicnt ward, and had been sent there by Mr. Hope, 
Collector of Surat. He was not in tho Residency employ, but in that of the Surat Collector. 
He got no pay from the Residency. He often gave information about Gackwari affairs. So did 
many others. Rhau Khedkar did not. I never saw any arsenic oi; preparations of copper at the 
liosidcncy. None were procured by me or by my order. Certainly no poison was procured for 
any purpose after tho attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. 

llc-cxamlnod by Mr, Srobltu —Rhow Poonekar was employed by tho Collector of Surat to 
manage tlic affairs of Mir Zulfikar Ali, a ward of the British Government, who had estates in 
Haroda territory. To my knowledge nobody brought any arsenic or preparation of* copper into 
the Residency after tho 9th of November. Nor was there any arsenic or preparation of copper 
at tho Residency before that date. 

(Signed) .John Jahiukk, 

Raroda, 6th March 1876. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XLl.— DAMoniiAn Trimhak states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Kxamination-in-chief 


By Sfolfk .—My name is Damodhar Trimbak. 1 am also called Damodhar Punt, I am a 

Brahman. I was in service of tlie Gaekwar as Private Secretary, and became such 3 or 3i years 


ago. My duty was to pay the wages of sepoys and the allowances or wages of kusbinit (prosti- 
tiibis), fomaahmH (player.s), and the »lukarkhamA (hunting department). I had certain funds in 


charge. They used to be drawn from the shop for private expenses, and 1 defrayed charges 
under llis Highness’ directions. 1 used to live at Ratnagherry, and at Raroda outside the Leripur 


Gate. 1 p(*rlbrme<i my duties at the Uara or Palace in the Khangi Kut(dic*rry (private oflico). 
Tiierc arc 25 clfcrks there- The Head Clerk under me was Madhav Rao Ramkrishna. There 
was a clerk, Nanaji Vithal, at the jaoerkhana or jewel department. I knew Ralvant Rao Raoji 
employed under me in the cash d^artment. Nanaji was in a separate department, but his deal¬ 
ings used to bn umler me. Abaji Ramchandar was also a clerk under me, and used to write whut 
it beiiovcd him to write, Atmaram Raghonath was employed in \\\q jafa^khana (jewellery depart¬ 
ment), hut Toeeived bis salary from me in tlie private department, f used to attend the Palace 
from 7*a.m. till 10 at night daily. 1 used to go home at noon for dinner. The Maharaja used to 
liv(‘ on the fourth storey from tlie ground floor. Durbar people used to go to him by way of the 



Jasood. 1 also know Salam, a sowar in the Maharaja's service. J have seen Eshwant 
Rm) and Salam attending the Maharaja. They were not with him night and day, but came as 
required, 1 remember the Maharaja ordering me to give something to Salam ; it was arsenic. 
It may have l>een in the lost Bhadrapad Wad, but I don’t exactly recollect. [The interpreter 
reads that llhadrapad Wad began on 26th September and ended lOth OctoMr, from the Calendar.] 
'I'he Maharaja said, “Get two tolas of arsenic for itch.” He told me to write a note to the 

Foujdari Department. I did write a note to the Fouidari 
N«te.h.,wu towuness. Department. ITiis note shown me is the one; it bears 

my signature. There is an endorsement by the son of Ganpatrao Ralvant Foujdar. I have not 


u- . l.-_J__>M1_ 1_I_ __l.„>_i... l._ 1-I_ _•_ 


Mr, ScoUe readvS the part signed by witness, and it is recorded as Exliibit Z, 

The tlate Bbadrapad Waci 9th (4th October in calendar) is the date 1 wrote it on. The Maha¬ 
raja told me to write that the arsenic was required as medicine for a horse; therefore 1 did so. 



« the 
for medic 


man wlio bad business with the arsenal {SiUckhana)*' By SUld'/tana I mean the depository 
3dic5ino8 and other artich^s, f mean tho iknvaklmna (dispensary) whicli is in the HilhikJiana, 

yfn..i.i.. . :...i .i.i_ ii... .i_ .. rr«i i . . 


The SilUkhana is upstairs in the llaveli, close by where the Maharaja slecjps. I’he Maharaja also 
said, “Get a tola of dianioiuls.” This was on another occasion. On tlie Maharaja’s order T 


ordered Kuriidin to bring two tolas of arsenic, J saw Nunidin who had boon sent for to the 
Haveli. I saw him and told him to send two tolas of arsenic. Ih.* brought and gave it to me. 
J don’t reraemher if he gave it on the day when ho was t()ld or the next day. The arsenic brought 
by Nurudin w as a packet. I did not unpack^ the packet to see the contents. 1 asked t.lie Maha¬ 
raja what 1 sliould do with it. Then the Maharaja said, “(»ive ittoSahim: he w’ill (tonveri it 
“ into medicine for itch and will bring it.” I gave tlie packi^t wijich I rcc.eiv(*d from Nurudin to 
»salam. 
two 
dii 

it was about eight days alter 1 got liic arsenic. When tlireoting me dmut tlie diamonds, 


• into mcaicino lor itcn ami win nring u. i gave me packet which i received irom Nurudin to 
Nalam. I don’t quite rememlinr how soon after I received it, perhaps I gave tin; jiacket to Salim 
wo or four days after 1 wrote tli^* order upon flui Koujdari. After giving this to Sahnri 1 was 
lirected to get one tola of diamonds. The Maharaja diroclod me. 1 don't rememlier when it 


was 


the Mahar.'ija said, '‘Get the diamonds and give llieiu to Kshwaiit Kao.” I got some diamonds 
from Natiaji Vithal, who is in the Jarerkhauu (or .lewel Dojmrtnieiit). 

Q.—^What kind of diamonds ? A.—T did not open the packet to see. T gave the packet to 
Eshwant Uao after having asked the Maharaja. The Maharaja said, “Giv<‘ it to Kshwaiit llao.” 

I gave the packet to Eshwant Uao, After that T once received further orders from Eshwant llao, 
about eight days after. Me useil to give mo orders at intervals of four or eiglit days. '^Dk? 
Maharaja told me that a small bottle had been recifived from the flaklinjt (iJoctor), and had been 
sent to my house by the liaiids of (lujaha. (Jujaha is a servant of Nana Salieh Kluuivelkar, who 
is the ])n*sent Bratinidhi and brother-in-law to the Maharaja. The bottle? Iiad been brought iu 
the night time ; I did examine it. The length of the hotth? was a finger am! a half, 'riiere was 
medicine in the bottle- I'lie Maharaja liad asked me to ])our tlie iiiedicim* into another vial, 
which 1 did. 1 poured it into a bottle which was in iny possession, ami liad conrainetl attar of 
roses, Jt was a .small bottle [witness shows that it was as long as the two top finger jointsl. 
(iujaha poured the inediciue into tlie smaller bottle. I kepi the small bottle into wliieh it liad 
been poured; and next day I gave it to Salam by instructions of the Maharaja. I saw the 
Maharaja in the morning about this bottle/—when I accompanied the Maharaja to the Maveli. 

I went with him in a buggy. I mean a four-wheeled earriagi*. J was in tin* same four-wheeled 
carriage with the Maharaja. I asked him, “ What sliould I do with that bottle?” 'I'hc Maharaja 
told me to give it to Salam. I don’t reriiomhor the date I ordered it to he given to Salam. Jt 
was about tho time of last Dassera. T gave the bottle to Salam the next day at or 11 o’clock 
ill the morning. Anoth(?r time I was directed by tho .Maharaja to get some arsenic. He said 
to mo, “ Get two tolas of arsenic and one tola of iliamonds.” 'Those were at different times. 
On this oc.casion 1 di<l bring two tolas of arsonic from Nurudin JJorali. J did see Nurudin; it 
was he who brought and gave it to me. lie said it was ar&enie. 1 did not see it. After asking 
instructions frcim the Maharaja J gave it to Salam. J w^as again dirccti'd to get a tola of diamonds 
by the Maharaja. 'The Maharaja said, “Get a tola of dianiondH from the JmHjrkhanaJ' I don’t 
rcmenihcr if this was before or after I got my second order for arsenic from the Maharaja. 
Nanaji Vithal brought and gave diamonds to me. I did not open the packet. It coiitaiued 
three winsr?.*? of diamond powder. 1 know this hecauso Nanaji told me, and it also contained 
nine of diamonds. After getting llieiii, 1 asked the Maharaja wliat was to he done with 

thorn. The Maharaja said, “Give it to Eshwant.” Ho meant Eshw'ant Uao Yeohi. lie said, 
“ The diamonds are for making a crown for the Svvami of Akalkot.” I gave these diamonds to 
Eshwant Uao. Some conversation then took place. J gave the diainoiuLs to him at the private 
cutcherry outside tho wall. 1 asked him, “Wliat arc you going to do with the diamonds?” 
Eslwaut Kuo said, “'i’hry are to he ground into jH)wd(?r and to be given to Khayrc Salieh.” 
1 said, “ This is bad.” 1 don’t remember any further talk on that oeca.sion between me ami 
Eshwant Uao. I remeinhor a report of an attempt to poison Colonel Phayre on the 1st Ashwin 
Wall, Monday. [The calendar shows it to he i^fJth October.] Tho report was on a Monday, i. 
gave the packet of diamonds lo Eshwant Uao live m* seven days before I heard of this attempt. 
The Maharaia on the day of this report eauio to the Camp and told me about it. 1 went with 


Tlic Maharaja on the day of this report 
the Maharaja’s retinue and got down at the Sevak’a Dliarmsala. lie was going to the Camp 
to the jiosideiit. The Sevak’s Dharmsala is by the roadside, near the banyan tree in the Camp, 
just outside Camp limits. T had accompanied the Maharaja from the Palace to this ))la(?e. It 
was eight o’clo(;k in the morning. 1 got down because the Maharaja did not take me to the 
Residency.* Having got out at the Sevak’s Dharmsala, 1 sat there, doing nothing till the 
Maharaja came 
whore 1 got out. 

r asked, “ What .. . . 

“ come to-day. Raoji made liaste and put it.” 1 said, “ What is the cau.se of the haste?” 'J’he 

Maharaja said, “Narsu Jamedar was not outside on guard* for the purpose of whistling. 'That’s 

“ the cause of tlie report.” J had more talk about 
( a itra) wa c . Maharaja said, “ Salam ran to Kuiyi’s bouse. 

“ He went 4here fur the purpose of taking tho packets and throwing them into the fireplace 


» hack, and then I got into his carriage and drove with him to my own house, 
t. As drove hack, the Maharaja said, “There is a report at the Residency.” 
at about?” The Maharaja said, “Narsu used to conic every day; he did not 


_ 


V / 


“ where the old wdmaa was making bread. Raoji went to his bouse,, because he. was laot quite 
, ^ . , , , ^ “ sure whether Salam would or would not destror the 

*Tl.uwnrcln«iyal*>bemterpreted^8“powdcr; ,, packets.* Raoji went to his houSG. ^ I don*t Imow 

whether Raoji threw away the packets or nnt.” ^I'ho Maharaja added, “This is a bad affair.’' 
I don’t remember that the Maharaja said anything else- 1 left the Maharaja at my own house. 
Before this 1 may have had talk with the Maliaraja about this matter. 1 don t remember. 
After taking ray leave, I went into the Havcli at 11 o’clock the same day. I saw the Maharaja. 
He was sitting on Lakshmi Bai’s bench and was s]teakinc to Nana Saneb Khanvelkar. ^ They 
were talking about that noise {hmthfit or exciting report) a^iit the poison. 1 was at a distance 
and could not hear what they said ; T was five or seven cubits off and did not join in their talk. 
On the same day, Monday, 1 again saw the Maharaja at noon. Ho was then sitting on Lakshmi 
Bai’s bench, as t have told. 'Fhen the Maharaja and Nana Saheb and I got into a carriage and 



that night 
other 
taken 

else. On the Tuesday after the Monday of hearing about the poisoning, I saw Salam ami 
iCshwaut Rao. 1 mean the same Tuesday J spoko of Raoji not being arrested. 1 saw them at 
the Havcli hi the presence of the Maharaja. The Maharaja desired them to inquire about tho 
case of poisoning. 1 may have had other conversations about it with the Maharaja. 1 don’t 
remember them just now. I remember going with the Maharaja on Thursday, and 1 got down 
at the Dlmrmsala. 1 usually went as far as that with him when ho vent to the Residency. 
During the time Colonel Phayre was Resident, f did not go with tlu^ Maharaja to the Residency. 
1 remember Sir Lewis Pelly coming to relieve Colonel I'hayrc. 1 did not go with the Maharaja 
when he went to pay respects to Sir Lewis Ptdly. 1 did go with tho Maharaja to Sir l.-owis 
Pelly on one occasion. .1 saw Sir Lewis Pelly. Tho Maharaja went to the Residency. He 
took me to give evidence of some conversation the Maharaja had had with Narayenji ; Raji 
J*audaraiig. I'he Maharaja had some talk with Sir Lewis Ptdly, and when about to depart he 
introduced me to Sir L. Pelly ne/ir the door. T <lon’t remember having bad a conversation with 
tlie Maharaja about the poisoning after Sir Lewis Pelly came. I did not see Raoji at all except 
on one occasion at Nowsari, 1 remember Mr. Soutcr coming to Baroda, 1 heard of it. After 
Mr. Souter came, I had a talk with tlie Maharaja about the poison. Raoji had bocii arrested 
and released. Thereupon the Maharaja said, “I'ho man with tlic proof {mada) has been 
“ released; so there is no apprehension.” I don’t remember the occasion of the Maharaja 
saying tliis. It was after Mr, Souter came. 1 remember hearing of Raoji’s arrest. The 


Maharaja was told by me, “When Raoji was ag^in arrested, he made a confession,” The 
Maliaraja said, ** I too have heard so.” I don’t remember if he said aiiytliing more. Raoji made 
his staU’Diout and got a cerlificatc of pardon. Tlie Maharaja said, ^‘If any iiupdry takes place 




here, <lo nor admit anything.” lie also .‘aid to Nana Saheb, Kshwant Rao and Salam, “Do 
not admit anyUiing.” 1 don't remember, without a particular question being asked me, if 
the Maharaja suiil anything else on that oeeasion. I remember Salam and Lshwant Rao being 
e.iTestf'd oil the loth Mfirgsir Shudli Purnima 14th or jrith (S?thi(l or 2tlrd Decemlicr). There 
was a note, from the Kcisidonev directing that they should be scut there. The Maharaja told 
mo that lie had sent hisUwaut Rao and Salam to the Ri^sideney. Don’t recollect the occasion 
ho told me this, it was tlie evening of tho day they were sent It was not when the note 
was sent, but in the evening that the Maharaja said this. Me said, ‘‘ 1 have cautioned {tahid) those 
“ two not to confess anything.” 'Tho Maharaja said lu'thing more. Eshwant Rao and Salam 
went to the Residiaicy and came ba<*k. They were aftcrw'ards sent for again by the Resident and 
returned the same day. 1 saw them before they went to the Residency the second time. 1 saw 
them at the Haveli—upstairs. Nana Saheb Khanvclikar met me. He was not present I saw the 
Maharaja in the evening—after Eshwant Rao and Salam had been sent to the Residency. The 
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Maharaja said, I have cautioned those two not to acknowledge anything,” The Maharaja said 
nothing more that 1 remember. 1 can’t remember if he said anything next day. _ I was arrested on 


tho oveuliig of the day the Maharaja was arrested. ] don’t remember what day. It was tho day after 

the Sankrant. On the day the Maharaja was taken 1 
The Saiikriwit m 1875 whb Witiuesday, tho went to the Haveli, At 9 o’clock the HavcU was attached, 

, ummrj. rooms were sealed up, and a guard placed 

oi’er the Palace. 1 was arrested at 8 or 9 o’clock of the morning. Mr. Jackson and Gajanand 
Viihal said to mo, “ You should be present at your post; your papers and moneys and other 


mtii 




was brought from Senupati’s Cutcherry to tho Residency by Sepoys of the Foujdar of Baroda. 
I was put at the Residency ui ’ » i* r.' __ij: 

since then 1 have been under 
of the police, 'nil thfin 

of being under a guard of Euro^iean ^Idiers. One day 1 was sent to attend a tent at a garden in 
the rear of the Hosideiicy. The two Khan Bahadurs were there; and Balvant Rao, Secretary, 
who is a Karkoon sent for fri'io Ahmedabad, and one Bhau Ribbc who is a Karkoon. There wore 
also Police Sepays. Then Khan Bahadur said, “ J want to examine the papers in your box,” Ho 
sent for me in oi^er that I might bo present at the opening of the seals. TThe box contained the 
Maharaja’s private {khaiKjt) papers. It had been sealed up in my presence. It was in tbe tent 


-_i__ I..II 


rni. 




'•I'l_ 




opened in my presence, and Balvant Eao Kirtan and.Bbati Kibbe began to examine; also the 
two Khan Bahadurs did so. 1 remained in the tent examining the papers half an hour. I said 
nothing to the Police, but they said, ^ ft would be well if you would tell what is the truth.” They 
said no more. Nobody else spoke to me- From the tent I was taki^ ba<5k to the guard of 
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were present; also the two Khan Bahadurs and Clajanahd Vithal ifcnd Balvant Hao, Secretary. 
When Thud made mv statement, I received apromise of pardon from Sir L. Pelly. 1 had not been 
informed by anybody as to what Raoji Havildar or Natsu Jemadar had said. 1 was under a 
guard of European soldiers. When under guard, no one communicated with ino. On the day I 
got a certificate, the two Khan Bahadurs and Oajanand Vithal said to me, “Tell the truth and 
“ you will get a pardon,” and they showed me a book (cAoyW/) of law (kaidu). That was all that 
was said to me, 1 huvo said 1 saw Raoji at Nowsari. This was when the Maharaja went Ut 
Nowsari. I saw him at the Maharaja's bathing ]3lace. The Maharaja, Raoji and Sakm were 
sitting there. At that time it was 10 or 11 o'clock at night. I had been sent for from ray 
lodging. The Maharaja on my arrival said, shewing me a paper, “Read this.” It was Jumna 
Bai's complmnt to the Governor; Jumna Bai is the widow of Khunderaro Maharaja. She is at 
Poona or thereabouts. I road it and took a copy of \t H'he paper was given back to Raoji. Ho 
took it back with him. I made a copy of it by direction of the idaharaja. I was used to read 
papers to the Maharaja—Maratha papers. They wore private nr papers received from the 
priv ate department. The private department accounts were kept on separate pieces of paper, not 
, in books. 1 was in the habit of taking a pad or receipt* 

from the jwsoii to whom the Maharaja used to direct 
me to rajdee a payment. 1 used to make hti endorsement in my handwriting to the pad, T did 

BO before the receipt {Utarpai) was taken. Before 
p^»er shown Ut witnew. iVansiaUon read by making the payment I got, the Maharaja’s sanction. 1 

got ms sanction orally, ine paper shown roc is one of 
these pads. It bears my endorsement. ^ 

Serjeant Jiallantim objects to such documents being admitted. * 

The President rules that as they shew a course of business and payments by or on behalf of the 
Maharaja, they cannot be considered irrelevant. 

Ft is here written generally “ paid for articles.” I’lio names of persons to whom specific items 
are to bo paid are entered. My rndorsemeiit follows. T point it out on the back. It begins, 
“ In ac(!ordanco witli the above memorandum.” Then follows the receipt. A rozkirdl (daily 
aocoutii and talehands both monthly and annually also were made. The daily account was kept 
on loose sheets. It shewed the amount credited and disbursed during the day. The monthly 
account was kept on several sheets of paper «tuck together. The yearly ac(! 0 uiit was written on 
several loose sheets stuck together. I don't know if the yearly account relating to this pad fjus 
been made or not. Balvant Rao used to keep the daily journal. I simply put on my oudersc- 
mont. Balvant Hao did the rest. T don’t know the pay of Eshwant Rao. Eshwant Raos pay 
was not in my private department; it was under the Fadnis. Salam was not paid in my depart¬ 
ment 1 have paid money to Eshwant Rao and Salam out of private money in my charge. That 
ydd refers to it But I have not paid them for wages. As to goods brought from IFombay referred 
, ^ , to in the yadi, no goods were received. This statement 

was made because payments were to be made to persons 
here. Servanta employed at the Residency were meant If payments were for goods, tlio 
Maharaja directed them to be entered accordingly ; but if the payments were for such persons, 
the Maharaj directed entry in this manner. If for goods, the entry was made like this, but tlie 
merchant's name and particulars of the goods receivetl were entered. 

This is anotlier pad from my Khangi records and bears my endorsement. It shows a payment 

of Rupees IH to Eshwant Rao. It profosses to relate to 
A docnmpnt shown to ^tness, datfd 20 ih gQQjg received from Aluiiedubad and is like the Iasi It 

November 187.(, an renon m Contains neither thc name of the merchant, nor par¬ 

ticulars of the goods. The next paper shown me is one of these pads and bears my 

endorsement. It shews goods received from Salam 
A dooument it. sliowu and recordod as Cl. 'W'alad All Arab. No ffoods wore brought from 
dated 6tb December Ahmedahad. 

The next is one of these pads and boars my endorsement; it is for Rupees 300 for goods 

Another document .hown, .Uted 9 th December brought from AhmedaUd for Eshwant Rao and paid 
1878 . Mid recorded as D 1 . to SlUam. Salam received money. Wo got no goods. 

This is another pad with my endorsement. I have seen all these. They are all from my 

private dufter and bear my endorsement One of these 

Anothtt-document shown, and rocordwi as E1. relates to fi;rework8 brought from Bombay by Salam. 

,,, He never brought any. Eshwant Rao in Ashwiu or 

other doenmedte put m w.tne« hand,. 

1930 no fireworks were brought' by Eshwarit Rao or 
The a^yo documenu aro recorded as. Fi to No fruit Was brought by Salam from 

Q 1 , iwth mdiwive. Boiribay, Ahmeda^d, or I’oona^ The ■ ^tenone ■ 

used to bring fruit and fire works for the Maharaja are dififerent persons, and there is an atiebttfit 
in their names. The fruits were' enter'd in the SilleMuma or the private departments There 
may be ■ a separate account for Sakm for fruiter but without seeing the yoeZv I cannot say. Ail 
the sums entered as }mid on these were paid to the persons mentioned; ^ereiu and 

therein entered.. The payments were made by the MuhariyaV diruetiood. .The 


p;iymeiil.3 were entered as for goods from Bombay, 
directions. 

liarodaf 8th March 1876. 


fruits, and fireworks, by the Maharaja’s 

(Signed) John Jakwtkk, 

Secretary to the Commissioners. 


No. XLl.— Damodhak Tiummk iccaUcil. 

E j£ aininatiou- i n -chief 

By Mr. Hpoke of two occasionH of getting diamonds. The armngenient waw made 

nc^ording t(*tliu M-Jihiuaja’s instructions tlirough me. I asked the Maliaraja it the money tor 
the diaim)n<ls should l>e Ho said yes. 1 arranged for the payment. Nannji Vithal htus 

the lj"htln<'dci>aiim(!nt in }iis charge, and some money had been received ]>y Inni as kasev 
(savings) lie had those monies, not mo. The amount of money from savings was credited. 
^ ® This is the yad received from Nanaji Vitliai. ]t boars 

IJocumeut Hhown. my eiidorsoinent that it should be credited. It was 

Ml-. ScoiiK* rofliiM trKiiKlatioii of above iiocu- entered as paid for a feast to Brahman.s on account of 
ment. 'riin orifTuiiil 16 . reoonitsd a« 111. Swami Narayen. Besides the Rupees 1,706 there is 

another y»iU also relating to saving, anil it is this shewn me, and bears my endonsoment. 

Besides the sums thus credited to nuzerana and the 
otlier account, I say, from looking at the paper now 
shown to me, that it is the order relating to th(< above 
fwvst to Brahmans, and it bears vny ondursomeut. It 
was written in tlie yad that tlie money was paid for 
tile feast to Brahmans, but it was really paid to Nanaji Vitl.al under tlie general instructions 


Documiut RJiown. Mr. Scobli* reails tranida- 
timi. The original is recorded us S 1. 

Docunicnt shown. Tninslution rcatl, uud 
origuml recorded us T 1. 
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of the Mahariijo.. I asked tlio Mabaraj if the money duo to the jewellers was to be paid 
Hi* Huid “Yes” It was mv business to sec out of what balance it should be paid. I entered 
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the diamonds wa.s not to ne croaitea m i-ue jewui upcvvuaaw. 

of all said " Enter these diamonds as for medicine for making dust of them, reducing them to 
asiies” * Accordingly an entry to that effect hail been made in the jewel deitartment. After- 
W'lrds when there was a noise (rejiort) about the poisoning of Colonel Phayre, then 1 asked tlie 
Maliavai with regard to the entry of diamonds credited as reduced to ashes, whctlier iliamonds 
could b^ reduced to ashes. Tim Maharaj stiid they could not. On that occasion 1 luikcd, 
“ Ydiat am 1 to do with the entry made to the olfeet that they w'ere for medteme and for 
“ reduciim to ashes ?” The Maharaja tlu^u said, “ If the entry has been crcditi-d, tear it up, 
•' remove the paper.’* I told Nanaji A^ithnl to remove it if that was the ease. He did so. 
TJiureforc the amount w'as entered as paid for Swami Narayen. Q. Hid you report this to 
the Maharaja? A—T hail received once for all an order that on such o(;casions 1 might a.ssign 
any reimon 1 liked. 1 said yesterday that J twice got arsenic from Nurudin. No money has 
been paid for the arsenic. Nurudin was promised the business of the i^illekhana. After the 
rer-ort (noise or rumour) ho asked me for Riipees 200. By Sillekhana T iiu^nn the dispensary. 
By the rc])ort I inoau the mmour about the ])oisoiiing. He said, “ The Borah in the (. aiii]» 
“ wants that money.” By Camp lie meant the Camp of the Residency. Nurudin came to me 

to the Palace tatru). Q.—M^lmt took place ? , , . xi_ 

[ilfr. Serjeant Ballantine objects. Tbo President rules that the conversation may explain 

Nurudin said, " I brought that amenie from the Camp and gave it. The first packet liad 
" not been entered, and the second packet had been entered in the name of Khangiwala,” 

ihatls,nnself (the witness). . . , r xi. i, i, ■ n 

By Sir li. Meade .—He meant entries m the shop of the Borah m the Camp. 

By Mr ScoUe. _He said that the Borah in the Comp had told liim that his books had been 

seized and taken to the Residency. “ If you wish that name which has been entered to be 
« conceided, i.ay mo two hundred rujiees.” 1 said to Nurudin Borah,'“Pay the money out of 
“ your pocket, and then the amount will be allowed to you in the Sillekhana business, which 
« it is proiiosed to give to you.” Nurudin said nothing to this. 1 did not si^e liim after. 
Nurudin did not tell mo the name of the Camp Borah. Yesterday I said I saw Raoji only 
once ie at Nowsari. I did not see Raoji at the Haveli in Bnroda. I heard that Colonel 
Phayre was suffering from a boil. I heajd that in the month of Bhadrapad (September) last 
Yi*ar 1 don't quite remember. Salain mentioned it to the Maharaj. 1 was then present. 
Salam said, “ Colonel Phayre has got a boil on his head of this size,” ivunting with las fingers, 
and that he used to get Raoji to apply a plaster to the hml, and that Raoji hod put some 
arsenic on the plaster—a pinch of arsenic, and that afror the plaster was applied, the Sabeb 
felt a burning sensation, in consequence of which he took it off. I heard that. 1 don’t remem¬ 
ber the Maharaj saying anything to that. I remember about arsenic to be given to Salam as 
medicine ; after that, eight or fifteeit days after or before this conveimtiou. Jt w'as about that 
time. Tim medicine about which I received order was to be prepared by the Hakim. Tim 
Maharaj said, “ Send to the Hakimji large ants and serpents and the urine of a black horse.” 
If the Maharai said anything more I don’t remember it now. I gave orders to have these 
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BnaU bot^^&om the Hakim. Gtyaba htonAi me I^U. It in tke one Jesoxibed 
leaid yeste/day it waa a email bottle, and &at I put tbe cmiieote into a vn^ .bfip 
contained attar. I don't reeolkot if tbe bottle Qujaba brougbt me vae etof^}^ by beea^aa, or 
by a Btof^en 1 fastened tim bottle wbioh 1 gave Salam with cotton mid b(^ef|Wx^. It wim 
a glaw bjbtla. I know tiie Maharaj received information of what passed at we Hea^enby. 
Notes used to be sent by Baoji to the Uaharaj through Salam. 1 know this^ beeansei; tiie 
Mahany uaed to direct me to r^ them. I did use to them. Afiber having read them to 

the Maharw, I used to tear them up. The fow bundles 
^ l»»db. of p^xr. .hoir. mfeirdi«« (daily jamais) kept ai the 

place where 1 used to work. Ibere are fouf in my 
hands. One is for the llth Shrawan Wad (6tli September, Sunday). 1 find an enixy of 
Bupees 119-'8-0. Fart thereof is obliterated with i^ I did not pour the ink over that 
entry. A karkoon did by my orders. The name of the karkoon to whoin I gave the order is 
B^want Bao, son of Kaoji. The reason for my giving this order is as follows: In tho entry 
it was stated ^nerally ** Goods in the name of ^lam,*’ and ^ere was no yadi of particulars of 
the articles Therefore as there might be some inquiry after the rep^ of the poisoning, 
1 directed that ink should be poui-ed over that part. 

[The paper with the obliteration is recorded as U1.] 

MuWt p 11 . ri.™. tt “‘'y in P1 roIatBB to tlw enUy which boara an 

oDuteratioD. 

In tho paper shown dated Jesht Wad 9th {ssSfch Juno 1874) there is an obliterated entry. 

The reason of the obliteration waa that Salam's name 
was entered there. It relates to Bupees 1,000 jmid to 
Salam. 

The paper shown me is the yad relating to above 
item. 

The next paper shown me is anothbr of these rozkirds. It is dated 3rd Ashwin Sliud 

M ,.*-j , j -jjwi (as 13th October 1874). It has k partly obliterated 
' entry over Salam or JSshwant s name. 1 con tell by 

. lookmg at the yad. 

The paper (Q1) is tho yad in question. The oblito* 
^ ration was made by my mders for the some reason. 

The next rozkird shown me is Ashad Wad 3rd (= 2nd July 1874). The amount is 

Boikird .tiown, «.d Kcorfed X 1 . R“P™“ 298-12-0. The yod shown mo reinlos to tlio 

entry which bears the obliteration. 1 don t remember 
Exliibit 01 uhowii. j order to obliterate the 

entnes after tho report had spread at tho $CBidenoy. 

When money was j>aid to give a feast to Brahmans, the person receiving tlio money gave a 
receipt for it. 

The paper shewn me is such & receipt. It has lui 
endorsement of mine. Similar documents were Jilways 
given lu such matters. 

If this* were an order for feeding Brahmans, the signature of Bameshwar should l>e on it. 

I ordered obliterations, because something must Ih^ 

• Exhibit Ti Bhovn. order that the items might be altered as they 


Bbovo ud reoorded as V1. 


Exlubit N1 ihewQ. 


were simply articles” in the name of Salam without a yadi of jiarticulars. 

Ci'OBB-examination by Serjeant BaUantvne .—All the accounts wore net fictitious,—only por¬ 
tions made up for the purpose by the Maharaja’s directions, given as there were occasions. I 
mean the Maharaj knew the occasions. I asked his permission. All I did was under his orders. 
If I had been accused of theft, I could produce the rozkird, four bewks, tlie receipt, the man 
who received, and the man who paid. By such orders of the Maharaj lakhs of rupees have been 
expended in the last four years, and when necessary, acoqjjnts falsified. I did the talsifications 
when directed by the Maharaja. The papers and receipts contain tho orders to justify what 
I did. Except with the Fudnis (an official) there arc no written orders. I have no autliority 
in the Mabaraja’ji handwriting. There are papers signed by Lakshmi Bai, the third wife of • 
the Mabaiuja. Bhe signed under the Maharaja’s order. During tte four years the Maharaj 
never signed any papere belonging to iw department. There being entries in five places, I 
could easily defena myself witli them, general or annual statement was once signed by 
the MaJiwiy, You could get it if you like. It is under attacliment. Before the attachment 
there was nobody but the Maliaraj to examine my accounts. After that attachment tho 
Police shewed the papers and said inquiry was to be made. They shewed me the papere 
on which ink has been poured. My pay was Bupees 200, and my brotiier’e pay Bupees 400 
a month. I was arrested on the evening of tho same day as the Maboi^. I had heard repurts 
about Baoji and Nonu and others being examined. It I any information 1 used to tell 
the Mahany. Why should 1 have personal interest ? I had assist in the attempted murder. 

I have an interest to save the Maharaj and myself There being an attachment X must he 
saved now. I used to hear reports from the town. When Salam was at laip, I heard directly 
from him. 1 did not when at l^e bear about Booji’s botUe. Nobody told m« that ^ had 
reomved a bottle. I hemrd about powder put into Colonel Phayre's glass, and that H i?nw 
areoiic and diamond dust. 1 heard that Bacdi confessed to the attempt to murder Colonel 
Phayre, and 1 told the Maharaja. The entries were made in five plsce^ and therefore etW 
Mt N dest{oya^ I knaw th^ related to my own aots w to the poisoning. AU exo^ tvo 
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related to liie iMibe*. ;I did not' kiwwr there ;#«« jmqoiry gc^ maboat 
swear I did tiofc Imow-^.wlt^ Mw, Sottter was imqturing almi tfaeiik^ -I <»idd aiot 
the papers as they wtlpe at ^fihreot placea papem at ^iiB^Jafverkhaoa ware obI^^mib: 
that was causedto be dei((ttoye(l ^ I o(yuld not lave destroyed'ihoee shewn iiO day ; 
an entty by the Treasiffer. There is a general day-book, Sidly, a memosandunL aAd »>oeipt 
endorsed upon it, and-ldter the journal now shown is prepaTed,>. .i After that a anonthiy 

Ktatemeni it ppepaied And aheets etitcbed up. Thewtfow to destroy ao nany ,paper» in iiK) 
many plaow would be diffittult If given in on© month only, the pi^ni might have been 
destroyed. memousnda (yadsl are on separate pieces of paper. If the mbu^ had ' 
paid in one month, or at one tuhei tho ^laperB might have been destroyed. There was no 
opportuidty to destroy papers in so many places: there was no hdlp for it. Pe(^ who.pbiaon 
are punished. I don*t Icaow what punishmeint is provided by law, > It is whatever the 
Judges please. 1 have not seen that they hang for poisoning / at Barod& 1 did/not destroy 
these papers as th^ was no Uonvenionoe (aitvad or opportunity). T could'get the papnacif 
the 'Manaraj deslr^ me. The papetu were in my drarge. At that time I was not aware that 
there would be an attachment, or that this time would come. I have no other reasusr for not 
destroying them. Tlie ink was used to obliterate parts, l)ecau8e there were no |»rtiaulara) of 
goods to hide matters connected with Salam and with these trduaactiona v I had ordeifi to j^ve, 
and I told the karkoon to do as he could eonvemontly. In order to prevent the Haharaj 
l>eing accused, and to prevent this proof not being^dbund, this thing was resorted to. 1 have 
not invented the story of these bapera with a view to accuse the lilanar^ja. ; 

By Sir Ditihwr JJoo:-^.—Tn© papers, as they stood, did not accuse the Maharam Had 
- not your pouring ink on them the effobt of implicating the Maharaja? A.—llie Maharaja 
told me to make an arrangement, so 1 poured Inm ' 

OrosB-examination,—^It did not occur to me et that time that these great pieces of ink on 
the papers would draw attention to them. Now. I feel from the consequence that it was folly 
to pottr this iiik on them. I did not expect an attadhinenii (japti ); T did it to prevent the 
matter goin^ out ''-1 would not have got oUt of the jail unleps I had made a confession of 
some kind. I was first put under a European guard, and for two days was kept in the Seaiapati 
C^utcherry. My companion was ji Bepoy. I mean twb days and two niglits. 1 used to sleep 
there where I used’ to bit. A sepoy Watched to prevent me running away. Thenco I was 
brought to the Reaiden<^, ftndwfcs sent to a room guarded by soldiers. After 16 days, when I 
made a confession, I was sent to the Police. They send me here with a sepoy and to the tent, 
and I get up and sit down a© they tell me. I am still in charge of Police sepoys, changed 
every four days. £ don't know their names. I don’t know what will hapi)en to me when 
tliis is over. That depends on what tho Judges say. 1 am guilty having confessed: if they 
like they will release me; if not, T must hear tlipir sentence. If they ^don’t believe me, I 
shall be punished : if they do, I shall be released, I have a certificate of pardon. There were 
as many plots to poison Colonel Phayre as are stated in my deposition. I gaVe these 
five things,—^four tolas arsenic, two inlaa diamond, and ono bottle: if there was any¬ 
thing more, I don’t know. By physician’s stuff I mean serpent and ants and horses iirinc. 

That may have been tho first or second attempt. I 
* As to ^eqipte by physiciaa’s Btuff, poiion m remember which. 1 made a statement to Mr. 

a p aster an atsoiuc. ^ Richey detailing the attempts as now read out to me 

(from* deposition). The physician’s stuff was brought in the bdttle by Gujaba, and trans¬ 
ferred to the attai* bottle. 1 can’t remember the date. 1 did not know of the attachment 


and certificate of pardon in the future. If I had, I mnld have written dates down. It may 
have been in Ash%in (October 11th—November 9th). 1 am sure it was in that time. 1 don’t 
remember how long before Divali. 1 can’t say if it was.cme week or two weeks before Divali, 
_it may have been longer. When 1 gave this bottle I knew perfectly well it was for poison¬ 
ing Colonel Phayre. 1 don’t remember the day wiUiin a week, • Asadh had passed two months 
before. I don’t know what August is. Q.-^Wft« it within Asadhwad and Shravan orShudh ? 

A._No. Q.—Or within ^ravon or Bhadrapad ? A.—The first note writt«i to the Koujdari 

wan Bhadrapad Wad 9th ( »= 4th October 1874). Since that day feB this occurred, ie., between 
Bhadrapad Wad 9th and Ashwin Wad 15th (=i9tk Novwnber). Arsenic couid be had only 
through the Foujdari. I don’t know whether arsenic could always be had on tlm order of the 
Maharaj. With the Maharaja’s permission it could be had, Hormusji Wadia said he woirid 
give H after asking the Maharaj. The Mafaarm had told me to brfr^ arsenia He had not 
issued order to the ofecer himself. He did not give an order, but told me to get it, and that 
it Svas for a horse. I laAt saw Ntm|din after Xxwas in confinement; he was confronted with 
me dUce. 1 dbn’t; tenrnmbtir ’how leng^ ago. I Imv© not seen him in the last two or three 
days, not in the last WbekC When lie was confioBted. with mahe:did not say anything* os to 
whe^erl told li^; kut itold bite ft had given*aU in lisaid to him, I have atenittod 

“ I bo^httWAteeniefrefaiyon.^ ' Be did^hoti» iny peeH«h»«hy an^iiag.not whetiitt-it was 
liet: S tree tdlten Xtkmrt^fkxMMr'whd 1 don’t leanemheiif it whs 

Akbor All or Abdtd^i^. HWceu^lramlnmhte^nevi^ f/ ^Xt urns not Gi^an^ I/dont 

reteember; Akbar^ i^ov Abdnb Alk 1 had bought aneoic 

frSe^im. I donit redittebifrawHkeif he ewt waa brought before me-HOot 

by Akbar AU^but by G^iliand Vithiai’ Xtold hitnl^badf told ailishouthlm. Thiswae whea 
he was sitting. He was also eent havUMd^ botde*to Salam. I kmr it 

contained poisoit. ■ Gujaba brought 4be hotelsr bynormisnon of ^'Maharaja toixdThosBse. 


* Id - BaqjL^ It wma .iialrjiifeo tt w ^ I didtjnoingi^ i^lHii^mite 

to^da' 1 ksDww wbatit< 

Ckdoiiel Pfaayn tfaro-wiaitfvH ^hU lMtbii>g;ivstor. 1 didxsbt bw ; 1 donfb kxra^-^ it 

was done'or not. I gave tbie.; bot^ tieojbr fonr daya>befoo or c^r the Daiisera. l omr 
heard ftom anybody nor aaked whatrd>eoame tho eonteMs of the bottle. Whenever ‘^jiero 
waiB buahieBB Eshwant Raotmed to eome to thd Palaee on Mondaya and Thura^yt;. S^bun 
tmed to oome for the/proeeesiaa/a&d jf 'notes v^eira to be brotzc^> he need to ooma I never 
asked Sabum what had been'done; ^ Coicmel Pha 3 ^> wilh ihs ocmtente of ^e bottle. I had 
no ottriosi'fy. :■.. I ^ j 

Be^azaminatioa by iff*. tSbo&ja-^l 'said the aooonnts were in five plaoea They were as 
followB: The order dS the Mabai^, an oral order, to give mney to certain peraont. On this 
a ^ad ia prepBired. Then the ^^rkoon and tW man who receives the money go to the 
treasurer i^th the^yod. The traaaurer has a small book, and the item ie entered there. 
'When ihoney la paid and received it> is entered into the roaski/rd (daily account). From 
that tcAigh bird the &iT daily aeconnt shown to me is made. From the &.ir daily account the 
'monthly aoeoant called talebimd is prepared. From twelve talebunds, an actual account is pre¬ 
pared o^led jharte UMm'tid. Every iransactinu^ passing through mv hands would appear in all 
these. ^Thus ‘any mistake can be detected back. During the last four years lakhs of rupees 
w«rQ paid by the Maharaja’s orders. All his private adcounte passed throQ{^ my hands. I 
never received a written order from the Maharaja for any money during the four years so 
paid belbre. On one tcdebuTbd alone the Maharnj had signed. The Maharaj did sign 
ordeie about ekpenses made daily. He only signed one monthly in roytime. I 

mentioned ona paper fVoni the jewelry de^iaitment wluob was torn up. It related to money 
expended for diamonds debited aa expended for mediUAl purposes. Before my arrest I had 
heard that K 0 oji> bad confessed and stated particulars and liad got a certificate. 

After my arrest and before the time of my confession I had not bocomp aware' of the par- 
< ’■ Uculars of what Raoji and Narsu had said. * My 

ton down m ^glidx. .md % n 
. karkoon in Maratlia. I at that tune read the state¬ 
ment taken down in Maratha. It was correct, and I ugned it. This is the deposition, and 
it has my signature. ' ' ^ 

■ ^ (Signed) John Jabdink, 

Baroda, 8th Mareh 1875. Secretary to the Commissionm. 


XLII.— Hemchakd Fatbchand states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Exatnination-in-«hief 

By Mr, Inverarity .—^My name is Hemohand Fatecband. 1 cany on business se a jeweller 
at B«ux>du. 1 know Nanaji Vithal day and night. He is in the Ooekwar’s service. I took 
no jewels to him. Last Dasaera 1 took none, nor about that time. I never took any diamonds 
to Nanaji Vithal. Not lately. But 1 did about last Daesera. Nanaji Vithal said,Bring 
** some diamohda'* 1 took some, but they were given hack to roe. 1 took them iium our 
house to Nanaji Yithai. They were returned. 1 d^id not take them there a second time. 1 
did not any other time go to the Haveli with diamonds. I never did so after that. Nanaji 
Yithai purchased no diamonds from mo about the time of last Dassera. Limverireceived any 
money from Nanaji Yithai in piyment for diamonds. I received from him a sum of money 
in the last Kartik—Kartik Margasir—which he hwod ma I know Yenayekrao Yenkatesh. 
I took him some “diamonds to the Haveli on the 7tli 6r 8th of Aeo Wad (= Slst October and 
1st November^ He is the brother-in-law of Nanaji Yithai. He is employed at the Goekwar’s 
jewel office. took these diamonds to the jewel office. I took the diamonds by Venayekratfs 
directitins. 'On that occasion I took two' packets ’ of diamonds to Yenayekrao. They were 
not bought; neither of them. They were rose diamonds (Ulavdi)^ 6 or 7 to a rati in weight. 
They were not very small nor veiy large. Nanaji paid me some mbney. It waa on account 
of my dealings {len~d^n). I had given a h/wndi (bill of exchange) fOr Rupees 7*000 to Siv- 
ohand Knshalchand at request of Nanaji Vithal. I received the mtmey in- payment of the 
hundi. I got one sum of Rupees 2,000, ahother of 4,000, another of 2,000, another of Rupees 
2,000. I received total Rupees 1.0,000. There were some other dealings also. The diamonds 
whi<h I took to Yenayekrao 1 gave back to the merchants who came to me to-sell them. 
When I took the two packets of diamonds to the Haveli fiamodhar Funt was not present. 
1 did not him. I never sold any diamonds to Damodhar Punt, nor to Yenayekrao, nor to 
Nanmi Vithal. I remember Mr. Souter examining me. [Hfr. ^erjefint ^aUantkie objects to 
Jtfr. MvSmHty Witness as to what he, said to Mr. Souier. The Presidewl 

rules that the qu^tioh be put to remind with^M of a previous statement.] My deposition 
was ^tten doWh ib Gujerathi It was redhoed tO ^Wting in the evening, and I was inade 

1 did not acknowledge that what was written wtis 


« .. . _i_ Q~Is that yqiu: aignaturef A—Jbis signature 

.i)^outioQih(timm.vkm appp^ to ine to be mfoe,. -It 

is Y^ated and signiiure pointed oUi] It is my sig^tufe. 


Q.—BeidtlieihrealuiM Abbve ibefognatore. [JIfr. 
athi tibree Hsea, and be&da. the paper to ■witmeiB.] Are tlioae three liiiaB ia yoiir 
A.' — They ftt« my handwriting. Q.-,-Show him the aignature abote those three Iteei. le that 
signature your hai»dwriting ? A—*1 have seen it. It is my signature. At the time I jmt my 
signatuie, great zvlm (oppression) was used on ine. I was confused* and I was ixme to sign. I 
<An read Oujarathi I can’t make this (Uie deposition) out well. I can make out part het« and 
there, «.g., t^name Hemchand Fatechand. I can’t read this document so as to understand it. 
(The part btiginiung ** A few days after the la^ Daaera festival Nanaji Vithul directed me to bring 
“ some diamond ohips, which we did.^) I did not make this statement to Mr. Souter. They 
caused him to write what they liked. By **they” I mean Qajanand VithaL AH that has 
Ijoen read out to me is false. I never said anything of the sort when I was examined by 
Mr. Houter. (Another extract read about Nanaji aski^ witness if tho diamond chips bad 
been used, and about witness substituting pages in his books after the rumour about the 
poisoning of Colonel Pliayre). I did not say to Mr. Souter what has just been read to me, 
nor anything like it. My books have been detained there for a month and a half, Q.—Are 
^ , those the books you produced before Mr. Souter? 

Book« Bhown to waoosB. A—Yes, these are my books. I did not out to 

Mr. Souter any entries in these books. Q,—Bid you tell him that certain entries would be 
found on certain pages iu th^e hooks ? A.—I did not say so. [Extihct about the price of 
diamonds being Baroda Rupees 6,27ft and about entry of Rupees 3,000 credited at pages 
10 and 24.] 1 did not say that to Mr. Souter, nor anything like that No part read out to 
me of the statement is true. Since I made my statement to Mr. Souter 1 have been living at 
my house in the city. I have had no guard of any kind placed over me. I point out my 
jatigad book (book of goods left with customers for approval). This is my jungad book fur 
Samvat 1930. (The calendar shews tW ^nivat 1930 ends on the 9tli November 1374,] I 

point out two entries in my handwriting. Qajanand 
Kntry pointed out about Ri. 8,770. Vithul forcibly Caused me to make this entry. 

I -n,te this second entry at desire of Gajanand 
Total, 0,870 rupees. YithuL Qajanand made me write one on the day in 

wliich it rained iu a tent, before 1 made my statement 
to Mr, Souter. Q,—How many days before? A—I wrote those entries^on the same day in 
which at evening 1 made my statement to Mr. Souter. 

(Signed) John Jardin£, 

Baroda, March 0th 1875. Secretary to the Cominissioners. 


No. XLII.^Hehcha’KB recalled. 


By Mr, Inverarity .—^This entry is in 

Book sbovn to vitnetn, and marked by the 
Secretary. The book is unpaged. 

The entry is read about—one ruby tiogcr ring' 

• Taken by Dosi Permati and NiiranjI -AIho Wad 14th 
fbr wcfftfing price lluiMHiR SI. ith and 8th) 

t s Aaltwin. NoYero her 

1874.) The book is now marked as A 8. 


my writing. I wrote it together with the preceding 
entries. Qajanand said—*' Write this entry in order 
** that the other entry may not prove false.” 

Cross-examination by Serjeant BaUanti/ne .—Read 
entry shown yesterday. Debit to His Highness 
Mulbar Rao. Delivered to Dainodhur Punt personally. 
Diamonds belandi. 


Aflo Wad 14th:— * 

300 in number, COJ rutties, at Rupees 40 per nittie - - 2,770 

Diamonds bilandi, 250 rutties, 70, at Rupees 50 per rutile - 3,500 


Total - 6,270 

Returned purub diamonds coloured weighing 44^ rutties at Rupees 35 per ruttie. 
The bilundi and other diamonds are different varieties. Bilandi diamonds sparkle. Bilandi 
diamonds are thin and brilliants are thicker. Qajanand caused that item to bo iabricated. 
About that time 1 had no dealings about diamonds with the Maharaja or on his account. 

There arc items of dealings in these books relating to tiie Maharaja. I have not supplied 

any diamond chips to anybody.* I know diamond dust 
to be small diamonds. 1 don’t know diamond " 16t.’’ 


'JCwo other uceonnt book* •ho'Wii to witneM. 


1 ne\ror saw diamonds reduced to a powder. 1 was not examined (ztibani lidfie) before 
Mr. Souter, but 1 was examined on two or t^iree occasions. 1 don’t know Mr. Souter 
[Mr. Souter is pointed out to witness in Court]. I was examined before two or three Saheba 
First of all I was examined before the Police (zahani lidhe)t and then I was taken by the 
i*olic6 before two or tliree Sahebs. As to the signature 1 gave it before Ckganand and Sir 
L. Pelly. I hod in the first instaitee been made to give my (zahani) deposition, and my 
signature was taken tq, it before, (ibjanand sent for me and said—** Put your signature, say 
“ nothing; if you don’t I will imfi'ison you.” My signature was taken in presence of Sir 
Lewis Felly, I have already said I was threatened. Q.—Did you give your evidence before 
Sir A Yelly or had you givtmjt alre^y beftre QajaDand 7, A—Gajanand made me forcibly 
' ign my depositicui, and I was 'i^EtrirwSr^' made to sign ^fore Sir Dewis Peily. 1 was made to 
: ign what bad been written by Onjainemd. Qajanand wrote down what he liked. It was not 
re:ui over to me. Qajanand told me' I would oe sent to prison if I did not mgn. 1 have been 



have Bofc fleoi Giyaiuuid sinoo. 1 up here to give evideneei X luve aa6 s^en hbtt alitoe 
yester^y. I wwr him yesterday before giving evidence. He said—** debit at»ft 

“ cxedlt of diamonds to the amount of three lace baa been made in your name v^hioh k 'BUm/* 
He .said nothing ^ee. 1 did not see him yesterday after giving my evidence. X went honke 
then. ' V « 

Mr. Serjecmt Balla/nMne reads from the English deposition made to Mr. Souter bemunliig 
at the place, A few days after it became known • * • to poison ^Icmel 

Phayre." 1 have not eold diamonds nor liae. Nanaji come and asked me those qaeetiona 
(Reads—“ On hearing this I # • • substituted.’') .An to above I do nAt know 

anything about that matter. [The interpreter irom the Otyerathi reads—“ The books which 
*' 8ffe now nuirked A B and C 1 produce." No question asked.] [Serjeant BaUantine reads the 
sentence about Rupees 6,fi70 and payment to witness of Rupees 8,000 received from Naniyi 
Vitiial and (as the Gujorathi is translated) credited to Shivcband KhusbaL] Q.—Look at 
pages 10 and 24 of your (roamd) day-book. A.—Here is page 10. Q.—Is there any item of 
ray meat received ? A.—There is a receipt of Rupees 2,000 from Nanajee ViUial (Ghmihi). 
It was on account of a Imndi (bill of exchange) given by me. Q.—Look at page 24 ? A— 
Ves. There is an item of Rs. 2,000 from the district called Dumala received from the karkoon 
employed} on account of money due to me for the hwndi (bill of exchange). Q.—For Katiaji 
Vithal? A.—It was for the bill of exchange given by me on Sbivchand Khushal The paid 
bill of -exchange has been received and is in Qajonand Vithal's possession. He caused me to 
to give it up to him. Tliere are three hundios. Qajanand Vithal has all my papers—12 of 
Dooiunent ihowa to witncst. Bill of exchange my books and three paid bills of exchan^ This la 
for lu. 760. Qf those bills. There is a payment endorsed on it 

Two other dobnmeuts shown him. in the Boocanee letters. 

Here are the other two,—one for Rs. 3,000, and the other lor Rs. 4,000. Total Rs. 7,000. 
The items pointed out just now in my books were received in part payment of these three 
hundies. 


[Tiie Interpreter says one is dated 10th Asadh Shudh, Wednesday, without any year, and is 
for 8,000 Rupees; another for 4,000 Rupees, dated Tuesday, 9th AsadU Shudh, without any 
year.] 

Re-examinatlon by Mr. Scohle. —I point out that the Samvat 1930 occurs on both bills for 
4,000 and 3,000 Rupees. [The Interpreter reads tho date of the other for 750 Rupees as 
Karbik Wad 30, Samvat 1931 = 8th Decjember 1874.] Q.—^About Aeo Wad 14tih, whoh the 
entries of Kui^es 2,270 and 3,500 wore made, you hskd no doalings in diamonds with, or on 
account of, tim Maharaj ? A. —Not with ium nor on his account. Q.—Look at the first item 
on the page in question, and say whose handwriting it is ? A.—I do not know the name of 
the Gumastha in whose writing it is. It is not in the handwriting of one of my Quraastbas. 
Anyone who comes to my shop may write entries. It is a genuine entry. It rofers to 
brilliants {hillmn). It is dated 18th Aso Wad of last year. [The calendar shews=6th 
November 1874.] [The interpreter translates the entry about a brilliant headdress of brilliant 
diamonds. Total Rupees 28,000.] 

Q.—Now look at the entiy above that, on the previous page. Do you see a red mark ? 

A.—It is a genuine entry. I find it an entiy of oma- 

monts—brilKdut diamond ornaments sold to His 
Mulhar llao Oaekwar. Aso wad ISth. By the i n x 

liaudfi of Naim Saheb, who haa given hia »igna- Higlmess. [Witness reads “ Rs. 27,000, one ornament 
turo, Ku|»eeB 28 , 000 , Unc nenan (female head- called tangman (necklace) of the 5th Aso Wad lost 

( = October 1874 in calendar).] (Another page 

27,000. is shown.) 

Debited to the aocoant of Shrimant Mulhar Q—jg that another entry of diamonds sold to the 

G^kwar for Hap«. 1 , 800 , oue pearl j A.—No, a nose-ring of pearls, dated 8th 

" Aso Shudh [the Interpreter says it is 18th October 

1874.] It was sold through Venayokiao or Nanaji VithaLby me. My Gumashta was in the 
habit of taking ornaments and delivering to which ever of those two might be present. I 
don’t know to whom or on whose account they were received. It might have been thrown 
away. As to the sole, it was sold to the Sirkar and delivered to Nanaji Vithal. [The Inter¬ 
preter translates the entry.] 

Q,—Is not that book full of transactions about diamonds and ornaments sold by you to the 
Oaekwar in 1930 ? A.—What occurred is therein entered. There ore many items. 

Q.—Was not your evidence written down by Mr. Souter ? [Mr. Souter stands up and 
witness looks at him.] A—No, not that I*remember. I don^t remember him asking me 
questions in Hindustani, how could he if I gave no answers ? I don’t know. I don’t under¬ 
stand Hindustani. 

Q.— Or Mussalmani t A.—What’s Hindustani or Mussahnanx ? I understand Gujerathi. 
I do not understand Hindustani, what sort is it 7 

Q. —Was not the first part of your examination yesterday conducted in Hindustani 7 A.— 

Hindnstani 1 1 understand Gqierathl 

[Deposition before Mr, Souter in Gujerathi shown.] Q.—Where did you write those three 
UuM above your first signature! A.—I was made to write them at the bungalow ot‘Sfr 
Ijewis Pelly—in presence of Sir Lewis Pelly. I did not tell Sir L. Pelly about Qajonand 
practising eulrti upon me, I did not, because I had been threatened. I made no complaint 
before Sir L. PeUy. Qajanaud said, You should give your signature, as we ask you to ip. 

Dmi’t raise any objection there about it." From 8 a.m. till 8 p.in. 1 was not allowed to g4t 


Bi»n iMt iiigkt} aktSiai d^olidotfe >thDa0 itpoya m^ioAmy 
immtiArAM iXtti^fge^. t0. 1 >«:&». luyt iaWbonw.^ ^t^tgcwuebt^^to Meen tt> 

;i^ivqncba«idiuf FowydAt^.vi^ roaa^ oity- i fcawfe finly <moe b*Mi iSiken to 

the Residency. Every day 1 ^d to sit at the trees near Geyanand Vithul's house, daity for 
ihj|thi4 w I whs released a day before ihe teaemUiag of this Oozn- 

mionfoli.-,-. ■■..■: 

w * . :i ' ^ - Q.HwLook at your-(;*engw<^^ aodonnt book. 

<^‘A«wmit bM«taMiiL^ ;' Have any new leaves Wai put in sinoe yott first 

r /. . made it* A.—I put no t»w ones in* »or took Jany 

{MgM out^ .^or aaaaed either Such things to be done. ' 

fuiy pages hem put in oriaken oat ? A.—Seven or dight leaves (pan) c^ipeav. to 
teinov^ I point out the place. Gld leaves appear to have been removed 'and 
ney pneerput in. [The Interpreter says they are the |two lest leaves in Ike book..] [T2xe 
Witpeto luoke nt the pages with entries marked by the 'Secretary, at b^mimg of ibis 
flxagTtinat«>%j.. ■■■■i. 

, . i^-r-Ia.thaj^ Mge about the ruby ring a snbstituted page? A.—It has l>een used fraadu- 
{^ghaSxizi .padwhe).' . I oan't say wlUther the jiage is new or old. Hiese 

pa^ smpeor lio ’toe tohe. new> and the item to be a fraudulent ona 
^Q^^sko these two hundies of Rupees 8,000 and 4,000. Who are they drawn by and on 
— —;.jvs . . . . whom? A.—They arO both drawn on Btemdhsnd 

Fatechfmd of Bombay. That k my firm at Bombay. 
^ i>' They are drawn by Fatechand Somchand (jayedi) 

jeweller. Ihat is my firm here. They are drawii ia favour of Shivehand Kushalchand of 
tPc^na^'Shiytfoand.,is •a jeweller. Shivihand had sold some goods to NanajtVathal for his 
pi;^pO 0 es,,^andrthsse bundles wmw , given for them. Naii^i Vithal caused me to draw 
these bills of exchange—not in full payment A balance of Rupees 100 or 150 rejnsina^ a 

Both of these, hundies him been paid by my film in Bombay on .acouiint of 

Both ^aTo idated Asad 8hud. . 1 have not given any hundies 
except these two in. favour of Shivohand Kushalchand. 1 have entries in rny hooks of pay- 
iW*rt*jrfibeto Rup!WiS'3,OQ0Pttd>4,OOO. Give me my nomf.. [An account book is given into 
'Wit9eg|!iao4 j iiMyLlfidgei^account may give the page of the (day buok) [witness gets 
•1^ kist^jdt^.bliye points out an entry dated (Jesht Wad 12th and Jesht 

W^ 18th ®’ri^y]. -Ilebited.to account of Shivcband Kushalohaud of Poona two hundies, 
r?prit(en. and delivered at.request of Shetjee for Rupees 7,000 on Bombay, at 19 Rupees and^ a 
h alf to Mj Drawn on Hemchondbbai Fat^and drawn from here by us. i 

jSftyiUl^iiuMncdiately*, Dr^kwu Asad Shud [The Jnterpreter says Jeidit Wad 12th and 13th 
jlXthand 12th J'une 1874.] My account amounted to Rupees 30,000. I received Rupees 
these two handies, with the exception of'a small sum. A hundi was given to 
WWttii Vithars: bTotherrinTlaw, Venayek Veukatosh, and the money waft paid in cash, i.a, 
Rupees 400 or 500 in cash. 

exactly? A.—I must refer to the account (k^^afa). The new ledger has 

uuiu.A. T> :i . 1 ^ . *iut been posted. This hundi shown me is the one 

' HandisHewaforRupceR^SO, dattsdKariikWad . -kj i. . xi .*..1 t t. ‘i. a i 

• 0 tliSttSivotl 9 di-lthUetember! 874 . ^entoNanajis brotlier-m-law. I have it entered 

! i ; \ in my book to account of Shivcband Khusalcband. 

XhiS;-w:to becjtoto Kantyi Vithal was owner of that account 

, .Q."rShow it ? A*“^The uaw ledger has not been posteixup. 

Q.—Look at your day-book (ItomheJ) [looks]. Here are particulars. [Interpreter reads an 

entry qf Rupees, 75.0 and item for exchange Rupees 165-10-0 dated Kirtik Wad 30th and 

RupM 94-:0‘^ in cash, .^together Rupees 1,000.] A.—^This item* is a correct entry. The 

hundi waft! given to Jlaneji VithaPs brother-in law, also the cash, not to Shivchand Kushal- 

chaud. . 

Q-—X^pk at pagO'.lO of your day-hook alreiidy referred to. Do yon find Rupees 2,000 
credited to ^hn -Ppeaiawala, and Rupees 2,000 credited to account of Shivchand Kuabaldband 
of foona ?. A.ttrrYett [The Inter|»«ter reads date,-&o.] The words (haste fote) by himself *’ 
very likely mean me. I got the money in cash from Nanaji Vithal. It means ma [The 
Interpreter reads tbe-datej “ Wad 9ih>and 10th Thursday,'*] It means- the month oi Kirtik, 
as state<l earliw in the acoount (0th and lOthi Kirtak3a2adand 3rd Deoember 3874, Thumday 
being the Srd per qidemW). ■ Who says GE^anaxid Vithal got this written ? It is a genukieentry. 
Q.-TTAQk ft't page A.-r-The date here k iforgshir Wad 10th and lltli (s=:2nd and 8rd 
January 187^) per calendar.! - The amonnt is Rupees 2;OO0 credited to account of Shivi^and 
Kushalchand of Poona, Rupees 2,000 in ready cash. Examined coin. Received by the 
twyk of yom^'gomashta Kubm^whO made payment fi?om Dumala.” This Kubeiji is very 
likely gumasta of Damftla Departntont, but is not a Servant of ^uvochaiid.' There k a karkOon 
em]^o]^d wl^ iiaedvto da. bniiixcsa^ fo^ Namiji Vithal. Hu name k 

Nanchand. He may have broughlS the money. The entriea o^iRttpeea 2^000 are not hundics, 
bp^ eaab.djBalu^.. ^Thftthoadi-^Jl^pee^.VdOian^ tm^Uems of Rupees'•2,000 relate "to toy 
4lf ltogS w^jNaiuBi yithahiha^toi^ieot. tor hqndke Rupees 7,000 and other dealings and 
jQ.-^^^-doiijfoUto&e'up Rupeesl^llO^^^ 'A.-^Hiindiss paid ’Rs. 
exqhitoge> it k‘^i;8*S00,ftibld;i.'O^ of excbai^Ra 3^00 and Re. M]|0 ^dOO-toindry 
moi4^i Vithal bought a .necklace (Jehanii) from'Shivchaodi^ikhaloheinfi »ipoc^oik of 

in* tiJhrtLrl&AA baU ASm.... A- Ai_.• -T At_. ..^.1 aJ.!.. _1..'-. ._.*tv_ a., .vj^a ■ ^ d 



lo09 vhicb oeoarvon tb^^oln^l ife',ira»iAUttred> tof'Che.MtNi^ «f 

^aAdi whkbi w«B &wmi hy lfyia^j^ ol 

Bav^ibeeti iaiapeped with* •;. ••»ssr'> f T •;!' <:>N 

By vStffyflKHU Scdlami/in^i--'l hmt not! told ‘aby lopaa diamoadB of. 3aie. Q.^Ta tiiore way 
entry of any such sale ia yoar.boi^^v^iilt^Wlibt the hookB* state is trae. 1 don't roibeiaillsr 
thwcontents;eacactly. .. ni-;. .-j,-,.'^ . 

By the PrssicZs^^^My bookp^ itrere,seised abontone month and three-quarters ago fitnh 
this time* They were alt,seised then—^12 books of-mine. Until then d used them in the way 
of my-hnsiaess. 

By 8i/r JR, Meade,T~l!h» seizure of lay books ooonrted I think in the month of Bansh.' pniO 
oalendsf shews Pandi to begin on the 8th January], bnt 1 don't iiemember the day; -This 
book (Exhibit A j^) ia the Jungwad book for the Hmdu year Samvot 1980* It tenmnated 
with Somvat 1980., 

By the President.—There is an entirely new set of books for the new year. I was mode 
to wnte tine-item (of which the total is Rupees 6,270). . After this item' there wore (^ginally 
no other leaves. (^—Then, if there Were no leaves written beyond thisj what was wo use 
of irennoving them and placing others? A.—1 was terrified. Question repeated—Who^mr 
there were other pages written or not ? I do not righUy remem^r. Testmday, wh^ I WaS 
leaving this place, I was desired to wait by a Police sepoy, and made to w^^ve 
minut^ and then I was made to wait outside the outer gate. A sepoy at th^ gate of the 
compound desired me to wait, and said, 1 will lot- you go when 1 receive permission to' dh So 

from Qfljanand and the Saheb." Afterwards he let me go, and I went home in the eveidng, 
and sepoys came to my house at 10 o'clock at night. The sepoys had no conversation with 
me except what 1 have recounted. . 

(Signed) John JabdiNk, 

Baroda, 10th March 1875. Secretary to tiie Commissioners. 


No. XLlft.—N ahaji VlTHAL states on Solemn Afilrn^iop. ■ '■ 

^ i ' ■ t .i,‘ 

Examination-in-ohief ' c .vi 

By Mr. I am a Brahman mnployed in the jewel department of HW 

Qaekwar as Superintendent oi‘ it. I know Damodhar Punt i remember getting sCtbe ekder 
before the Basaera from him. Diamonds were' required for the purpose of redbeing th^ to 
ashes. 1 sent for diamonds 'from two or three persons. Three jewellers brought to me 
disimonds at the Haveli,—one was Ohelasha, another Pratabsba, and another Hemtfiumd 
Fatecband. I kept them one day, e.e., the diamonds got fi-om Hemcband, and I showed them 
to Damodhar Punt. The other two brought their diamonds the following day. Those got 
from Hemchand 1 informed Damodhar Punt of, and kept them with me. On the foUowmg 
day the' other two persons brought their diamondB. The diamonds belonging to aU fchrSS 
were shewn to Damodhar Punt He ap|ut>ved of somte-^those of H'ebichand. Tnosei belongibc 
to the other two were returned. Those of Hemchand were weiglied and taken. They w^fi^ 
about 68 or 68^ ratios. ' After wei^fhing they were given to BfunodhOi* Punt A yad was 
made about them by one of <my two Kazkobna ■ 1 did not see it. The Katknon prepared and 
recorded it I gave him oral instructions.. Afterwords 5, 7, or 10 days after other diamonds 
were brought from the same man, Itemchand, by direction of Damodhar Punt, diamonds 
and biifmdiea. Hemchand brought them. They were also taken. The quantity was 74, 78^, 
or 73} ratios. They were brought aocording to Damodhar Puntin instractions and given to 
Mm. The entry of them was made on the former memorandum : the same piece of paper. 
The piioe was fixed. 1 don't remember it orally. What was written at the Bunia’s house is 
correct 1 remember it partly. It was a few rupees over 6IJ100 (six thousand). The diamonds 


re^>eot to these diamonds. 1 paid him' three thousand rupees on that account in two sums. 
They were Rs. 2,000 and 1,000 respectively. -Ks. 2,000 were to be taken from Damodhar 
Punt I had to pay him some money The tnemoi'anda were prepared, and the payments 
noid^ according to Damodhar's instructions. Some Venetians (putlles) were sold on account 
. . of nuzseronh. The paper shown’me is one of those 

Brtabit s 1 ahowD. b^UfS my BignatOTB? on' that subject. The 

proceeds were to bh credited to the -private department. The other relates to the light 
^ . ir., department The yad shdTO'zfi^is thC<meJ 'f^od 

Exhibit RI ihown; money of those yads in my hands. I disboreed 

Ka. 2,000. I caused a Parik to pay that sum. The Forik's name is Namchaud. He is the 
Farik (Shroff) in the Dipnala.MahM. J, paid the Bf,A»900 from, my qwn house, in cash. A 
hundi waa given for''Rk'*'21S0i(f dht 6f whichiSk.‘' t,Wu tias phid. T'had paid Hemchand 
Rs. 2,000. On account of those Rs. 2A0Ul--aj.<^vkldh<V,Rti 1,000 was taken ^m him. The 
other Rs.^ 1,000 remained with himi and on. this account ^s. 1,000 we^ aUowed him*. J mean 
otf oobot^ 6f diaihoauk* ^lie htiadi whictiT'mtd 'hin^'#aa Shima 

teiBh^mc^'ltefve bde^ hrindiwliiB‘fbrVime balance* IVdqn’t 


Tlds ia the huudi. Some most .have been taken in cash. 14ion*t rem^nber if thie t« i&e 
hundi in qimstion. Hie Rs. 2,000 were Baroda rupees. The yad <ai which these two trans- 
actions were wrifeten was on the records of the Kareoon Atmaram. I don’t know his lather's 
name. At the end of the Diwali Damodhar Funt asked for the yad and received l^lezn. I 
mean about the end of the five Diwali daya He received them from me. He tJok them and 
said, “ I will tear them up." 1 don’t know if he destroyed them or not. 

(>ros8-«xamination by Serjeant Bidlantme .—I am the Darogah of the jewel department. 
My duty is to take care of ornaments in the jewel-room and give them out when the Sirkar 
wants to wear ^em ; also to purchase jewels. Damodhar Punt told* me these diamonds were 
wanted to lie tnade ashes for medicine (atwAoda). I never saw diamond use as medicine. ■ I 
liave not seen diamond-dust {Ivt). I have been employed with diamonds only for 4 or S years. 
I never heard of diamond-dust, nor saw ii I have been staying at Barodk in charge ^ the 
Hirkar, of tlie Khan Bahadur Police. From the day of arrest of the Maharaj, I have been 
made to sit, and 1 considered myself as confined. I don’t know why. 1 have not asked the 
reason. I am not charged with an 3 rthing. The jewel department was in my charge, and 
when the Baja was arrested, perhaps I was. Attachments were made at the palace and guards 
placed. I was sitting at the Wara 15 or 20 days, and I told about Hemchand after 1 came 
to the camp. For those 15 or 20 days nobody af^ed me anything. 1 was in imprisonment 
at the Wara, in Senapati’s Cutclicrry under a guard of pardeshi sepoys. Nobody came to me 
there. 1 was sent for here. Some sepoy went there: there is a Karkoon called Vishnu Punt. 
Vishnu Punt gave me directions; and in company with a sepoy 1 came in a gari to Gajanand 
Vithal, who asked me, *^How many diamonds were purchased at the Javerkhana in the month 
“ of Asliwin?” He asked me generally, not what I had purchased of Hcmcliivnd. I Fiaid they 
had been purchased. I had not lieard what Narsu and Kaoji had said. I was arrested on 
the same day os the Maharaja. 1 hod heard nothing of these people having been examined. 
1 know nothing about them. I never heard tliat they bad been examined. I am speaking 
of that time. 1 did not hear of it then, not till after I came lierc. After the Diwali I heard 
that some attempt had been made to poison. At that time 1 did not liear that Raoji or Narsu 
had been examined. 1 knew tliat they were in prison. I did not know that Raoji had mode 
a statement Oajanand Vithal did not tell me about any statement made by them. He told 
me to tell the truth. I was threatened, and told that if I did nqt tell the truth I should know 
the result. I thought that meant I might on telling falsehood be put in prison. What the 
Sirkar may do will be felt. Whether to get out of the power of the police or not is.not in 
my power. Gajanand did not write down my statement, but got it orally. He took me to a 
Sabeb, not Mr. Souter, but some Saheb who lives in a bungalow, and whose name I don’t 
know. Pelly Saheb was then present, when the other Saheb wrote it down. I made rr>y 
statement before both. 1 did not know of Damodjiar Punt making a stateniont. Before going 
to Sir Lewis Pelly 1 had been 20 days in custody first and now for a month. The next 
Saptami will make two months. 

Re-examined by Mr, ScohU .—Tlie ^lardeshi sepoys at Senapati's Cutcherry were Gackwar's 
men. The guards were sent from here. Inside, the Goekwax troops were under the'guards. 
1 was token at eight at night to Sir Lewis Pelly the same day I was sent for by Gajanand 
Vithal. 

By Raja Sir Binkar Rao .—I am Darogah of the jewel department and responsible head of 
it. Besides the yade produced no othei’ accounts have l)een kept of these particular things, 
but such accounts are kept as a custom in debit and ci’odit. There is no entry in my accounts 
of these purchases. Damodhar Punt tcK)k away the yafl. I have not a credit entry of 
Rs. 0,000 diamonds received from Hemchand. In our dej)nrtment such ledger accounts 
iUuvtce) are not kept, and tljere is no voucher. Q. —^Can purchases to a lakh of rupees be 
made orally? A—The entiy is made item by item, and details are given below. As regards 
other ornaments, there is a ledger account of Hemchand, but not of these diamonds, as the 
yad was taken away. In the accounts of Hemchand each item of the diamond is entered. 
Ill the yad what was written was ** diamonds purchased from Hemchand Fdtechand.” Q. —In 
the Nagwodi yad, why was no entry of these Rs. 6,(K)0 of diamonds made ? A.—A paper has 
to l^e prepared at the end of tho month. Q. —How can a Saukar’s account lie kept without 
entering weight, price, and number P A.—At tbo time of making payment a yad is prepared 
in the Kbangi (private) department, and that yad specifies weight, price, and particulars- In 
the Javerkhana here vouchers will bo found from of old. How can 1 say if a Saukar’s book, 
or my oral statement isball be considered weighty ? Whether my yad is true or false is to be 
judged by the state of mind of the Sirkar. 

(Signed) John Jardink, 

Baroda, March 10th, 1875. ^ Secretary to the CommisBioners. 


No. XLIV.—^AtHiRAH states on Solemn A&mation. 
£xamination-in-chief 

By Mr, Inverarii ^.—My name u Atmaram bin Baghonath. I was Karkoon in the Goek- 
war's jewel department, whereof Nanaji Vithal was wef man. Lost Diwali diamonds w^ 
purchased. About eight days before the Diwali diamonds were brought by tovs merchants- 

4.1,.. _ _TT__J T TT_V : ®1 4 ._ 


not sure. Pratabaha was another. These diamonds were brought by the merchants into the 
room of the J^mdarklmna. I mean the Javerkhana (jewel-room). Aftcrwanln those of Hem- 
chand were purchased; tlmse of the others were to bo ruturned. Kanaji Vithal hjis an 
assistant, a Karkoon, named Venayek, who wrote some entry about th(3 purdiaso from Ilom- 
chand. I mean Vcimyek Venkatosh. It was kept in bis dufti^r ; it was g\v»‘u to me 4 or 5 
days after. I kept it in the duftor (record) for 4 nr 5 days inojv. Naiiaji Vitluvl sent f(»r me 
one day and took that yad from mo. I have not seen that yad sinw (bon. I board in the 
city of an attempt made to poison Colonel Phayi*e. Nannji took tlie yad from mo about Diwali 
time after 1 ])oard of that attem])t. 

Cross-examination hy Herjeant Bullit'ntine .—T am still in the jewel departmoiit. Ganjiatram 
JWahajan is now the head of it. Small diamonds are cnlled diamond chips. Tiiey uro not Ibo 



diamonds. I was present on this oceasioji. Venayekrao made a yad with lus own hand, 
which lie kept by him. That is all 1 know. I )ievet‘ saw the diaTiKsids ngain. These Htnall 
.diamonds are used for tlic jturposo of setting. I did not know that Nanaji Jiad vetiirnod those 
small diamonds to lluinchand. The diamonds were tjikeii iii the niauner ile-scribril, and 
Nanaji took the yad. The 2nd or lird day after that J asked the merchant Homchand, “Pid 
*• you take your diamonds away?” He said “yos.*’ Nanaji .saitl, “Jam going U> take tlie 
■ “ ya<l away ; they are not to bo purcba.scd.’’ He said, “ F don’t want to pnreha-se the dianuuids, 
** X am gf»iiig to return them. T don’t want to buy them.” Nanaji tlid not j.e!l me not to hoy 
the chips, as be had I'c^tnrncd tlie.ni to Hemchaiid. I Wiis exaniineil l»y Mr. Sou(/(!r. (Mr. 
Serjeant Palhintiiie reads from English d(tpo.siiion.) 

** Nanaji Vithal told me, when i-eceiving the yad, that T wtis to make no entry ol the 
'• diamond chips, as ho had returned them to Hcnjchand.'’ 

What I have rlo]>osed is true ; they were to.l^ returned to him. 

By the PreshlsnL —Nanaji Vithal knows—X don’t—wliother there wero loose <lminoiids in 

the Javerkhana* when tlje mercliaid^s brought the 
* Jcwel-limim'. dianiouds. The ornamen(.n.tion of a scabbard av sword 

liilt with diauionds—small ones—wa.s going on, and also a jacket was being orn!inieut<id at 
that time. The diamonds used for those had been in store, from what time I don’t know, but 
thei*c is a balance of small diaim^nds going on from yiiar to year always in ston*. 

(Signed) John JAitniNK, 

iiaroda, Marcli I Ith, 1S7;). . Secretiiry to the Oominissiouer:.. 


No. XLV. —BalvantiiAO Raoji stato.s on Solemn Aftinnation. 

Exaini nati on d n -chief 

iXy Mr. NeoWc.—My name is Biilvaut IXjioji. 1 was in tlu; private (Klmiigi) treasury de|iai (,- 

ment, employed under Pamodlmr Ihuit. The.s(' fuir 
ExhiliiN U I, V 1, W I, iuhI X I sliown to documents refer to paynKUits mIucIi l(ii.ve ll(^en iini'ie to 

persons out of tli(i priVIIt(! treasury. 1 notice in them 
some obliterations made by ink. 1 do not ktiow bow they came to bo obliterated. 

(No eross-examination is desiretl.) 

(Signed) John Jahjunj:, 

IXaroda, Marcb 11th, ls7o. Secretary to tlie Cominksionern. 


No. XLVX.— Ramkshwar states on Solemn Atiirinatlun. 

Examination -in-cli i of 

XXy Mr. Bcohle.—My name is Rauieshwar Morarji. I am a disciiJe at the bcm]»ie of Swaiii 
Naraycnbere. 1 may be called the liead man. I did not receive mom'y fnmi the (laekwar 
Sivkar for fecdhig Hiahmans in Margasbir last; if I ha<l, I should ?.:ivo given a reetdpt. In 
that month I did'not i-eceivo a sum of Rs. 3,u;J2 from or on behalf of the Maharaj. I used Ui 
give my signature in writing on such occa.sious, and then the money was j)aid me. Ihis 
® ^ writing is not mine. If it refei's to Asadh Shudh, it is 

Kxliil'it Y 1 shown. right. ,A least was given i.u Urahmans that montii, for 

which I gave a receipt. X know Blioliinath X*nnjaram—my man. I know that mans writing; 

* it 

CroMH-examination hy BerjemU BaHatiiine. —In Asadtv I lecoived Ks. 1,125. The pa]*er 

shown me is the receipt for that exact suin (Exhibit V 1). 

Re-exatnination by Jlfr. Tlie Ks. 1,125 were for the pui‘po.-ie of giving a feost to 

Brahmans. 1 got no other sum except that in Asadh. The Khiingi Karkoon used to come 
and pay charity (dilkshina); Rs. 375 was the amount. It was paid the same day as that on 
which the feast took place. 


By the PrmciJtiwf.—The reason why no receipt for Bs. 376 was given was that the Karkoon 
brought the money in qmirter rupee pieces and gave it to the BrahniRns there. 

(Signed) John Jakpink, 

Baroda, March 11th, 1875. Seci'etury to the Commissionors. 


No. XLVII.— Datatbaya Bamchandra states on Solemn Affirmation. 

Exaroination-'iii'Chiof 

By Mr, TnveraHty.^My name is Datatraya Ramchandra. I am employed in tlie Foujdari. 
1 receive orders and iiccordingly issue instructions to tlie Karkoon. I. me&Ji about poisons. 

This document bears an endorsement by me. I i-e- 
Kxbiiiit Z is shown. member it being brought. No arsenic was delivered 

out in respect to this noia. Wlien this note was received, a Karkoon endorsed it in my name. 
It remained in the Foujdari until the time Jagjivanbhai sent a Karkoon with directions that 
it should be given hiiti. Jagjivandfis is the head of the Foujdari. He sent lor it about Jth 
of a month ago. 

Cross-examination by Serjeant Bidtavlime .—The rule was; A report or adhikaree’s* note is 

received. An adhikaree then makes a note in my 
• Officer or moil m authomy. name, and it is then the arsenic is delivered. Tn this 

instance there was no difficulty in giving the arsenic; but he did not come to get it, and it 
never was given. The Gaekwar's order appears in this note. I’hore is an ordei* that arsenic 
be given when the Gaekwar directs, not otherwise. This has been the rule for the last 18 

nioTiths. 

Re-examination by Mr. Scohle .—This not(' has not got a Gaekwar’s order on it. Tn the year 

29 an order wtis issued. The endoi’Seiiient states tiiat 
Exhibit Z Rhown. Sirkur Mahamj has given jiciinission IVn- 2 tolas to 

bo given and price takoii. It is stated that tlie 2 tolas be given to Daiiiodliar IVunbak. 

(Signed) John Jaiuunk, 

Bai-ochi, March lUh, 1875. Secretary to the (^omiiiissionor.s. 


No. XLVITI.— Eamkuishna Sapakhiv states on Solemn AlTinnation. 

Examiniition.-in-chief 

By Mr. Scobh .—My name is Ramkrishna Sadasliiv, commonly called Bhau Poonekar. 1 
have boon a resident of Baroda for about 30 years. I am now employed on behall' of Mr. Ho |)0 
in regard to Mir Zulfikar Alis business. Mir Ziilfikai* is son of Juiir All, who wim Nawab of 
Smut. Mir Zulfikar is a minor and a ward of thi* British Goviirnmont. He has e.states in the 
Baroda territory. 1 have other business also. I do business for « number of Saukavs (traders) 
and Sirdars (men of rank) as agent. 1 knew Colonel Phayre. Tito iJiwan, Nana Saheb 
Khauvelkai’, introduced me to him. I used to go to see Colonel Phayro so long as lie was 
Resident at Baroda. I hafl a letter from Mr. Hope to enable me to go to Cohmel Pliayrc in 
connexion with Mr. Zulfikar All’s case, which was going on at Surat. I saw Colonel TMiayre 
on that business. 1 may sometimes have seen him on other business. I livetl in the city in 
Banpura. I told him what T knew of the talk of the city soinetiimis when he asked me when 
ho returnc^d from his walks. 1 used to go to see Colonel Phayre at 10 or 11 o’clock in tho 
morning. I never received any payment for any information which 1 gave to Colonel Phayre 

_nothing. I remember hearing of the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre on Uie 9th Noveni- 

lier. 1 did not hear it that day, but on tlie next day at 10 or 11 o’clock, when 1. went to the 
Residency. 1 heard of it from Colonel Phayre. 1 gave some information t,o CoJone] Phayre 
on the 2nd or 3rd day after the day Colonel Phayre mentioned the matter to me. A man 
named Balvantrao came to the Residency. He said he had heard there were three things 
mixed in the poison given to Colonel Phayre. He mentioned copper-powder and arsenic and 

diamond sand.* I informed Colomd Phayre, taking 
• (Oiota Chota him k., btak. or ret,.) Balvant llao with me. I iiiticdiiced liim to (^olond 

Phayre. Balvant Boo told Colonel Phayre that he had heard it contained diainond-powdcr oi 
sand arsenic, and copper-jwwder. Balvant Rao is a Karkoon under Bapu Saheb, a son of a 
kept mistress of Khanderao Maharaj, and he used to come to the Residency. Balvant Rao 
said this at the Resident’s Office, where Colonel Phayre was in the habit of sitting. 

Cinas-examination by Serjemd Ballantime .—I remember tlie Cninmission inquiry held by 
General Meade. Q, Did you get up cases against the Gaekwar? A—I was obliged to do 
what tho rights of parties demanded. In coses where peojde were deprived of their rights, it 
was against the Gaekwai’. The 2 or 4 cases which I conducted may be called against the 
Gaekwar, since money was duo from the Gaekwar. I not do an 3 d;hing to cause injury to 
the Gaekwar. What do you mean by colling it against the Gaekwar? Cohmel Phayre must 
have known I had conducted tliese cases. 1 used to go to him daily, and do so now. I was 
in the habit of telling him tilings, but got no money for so doing. Many persons used to give 
him information. He listened not only to me, sometimes ho heard something when he was 


not employed by me. The Saheb met people when out wolking. 1 don’t rememhep if it was 
me who told him about a kharita about to be sent to the Viceroy. The Maharaja sent a number 
of kharitas. 1 don’t remember if I informed about the kharite asking for removal of Colonel 
Phayre. I swejiir I did not know it. 

• Q.—Did you hear from Bhau Poonekar that « . t» ti • i /• • j*. 

akiiarittt of tho 2nd Novembor was about to be iSerjuant BoilomivM reads from hiuglish notes* of 

«eul in to tho Oovcrninuutf Colonel Phavre’s evidence. * 

A. I did. ^ 

Q.--*-ColoDel Phayre says it was you who told him? A,—I don’t remember mentioning that 
kliarita to Colonel Phayre. If 1 had received information about any such letter being written, 
I did inform liim, but Ik)w coiild I know the substance. People kilked aUmt the Durbar’s 
consultations, and T heard them. I know all the Baroda people. 1 know Salam only, l^cause 
he came to the liesidoncy. 1 did not go to the palace to see him. 1 have been to tho palace, 
but not since Colonel Meade’s (^onimission. I know Daiuodhar Punt by sight. Bapu Saheb 
is son of Khimderat>fi kept mistress. Ho did not claim the throne, but a 'iie.'imwok (aliowanco). 
He claiuis nothing but that 1 was kept in surveillance in connexion with an alleged offer of 
a bribe by Hbow Scindia to Captain.Salmon, in which aflair Bhau Sahob has been dismisswl by 
tlK5 English Governiiieut. 'I’bero wtis uo charge against mi). 

(Signed) JoUN Jakdike, 

Baroda, March lltb, 1875. Sccretaiy to the CommiBsioners. 


No. XLTX.— Jambs Belliot Richey states on Oath. 

Examinatioiidu-chiof 

By ilfr. Inverarlty .—My name is James Belliot Richey. 1 am Assistant to the Oovernor- 
Oisiier.irs Agent at Baroda. I am a Memljer of the Bombay Civil 8ervict‘. I romeinber 
l)atn<»dhar Punt lu iiig examined by me on the 29th January, and also on the TlOth January. 
He made liis statement in Maratha. 1 undei'Bt;ind Maratha pretty well. As he gjive it in 
Mavatha, I took it dowu In English, a Native Assistant, Manibhai, interpreting it into 
Knglish too as ho stated it. 1 know enough of Maratha to know whether the interprebatiou 
was correct. I took down correctly what Damodhai* said. L wrote down us graphically as 
I could Iroin liis mouth, and made corrections afterwards. His statemoiit was also taken 
down in Maratha at the same time. 1 have here the statements, in Eugiish, of the 29th and 

SOili. I’hey bear my signature, and are the whole in 
my hand writing. 1 don’t think I was present when 
they won* rtjad over tn Dainodliar. I Jnay Have been. 

\Serjt'fwi fidihiathui ohjcjcis to Mr. Inveraiity's propo.sal to put in the statements. T/ie 
ruh's that as the Indian Kvitlence Act jnakes at,lmi.ssible sucb a sbitement *‘if mode 
“ hefor(‘ a person comj)etout to investigate it,” it is admisslhlu, Mr. Richey being sucb a 
]H‘rsoii. Also on jirincipItj.J 

d’luiy are recorded as B 2 and 0 2. 

C’ros8-exuuiinatir)U by i^erjeomi Bai/xtvi/./wv -Daiuodhar Punt is not now undo* iny charge 
He is under Mr. SouUu*’s charge. 1 don’t know in whose actual custody he is. 

(Sigue<l) John Jardink 

Bar(»du, Marcli iltli, 1875. Sccretaiy to the Commissioners. 


WiiiicsH looks at docuaiont!!. 


No. L.— Colonel R. Phayre i*ecalled. 

Byhave got the original document to whicli 1 rofen*ed when my 
examination was p<>stponed. 

[When called on to produce. Colonel Phayre asks if he has ]>ermisHiou to do so, as it is a 
(h)veniiiient document] 

T}tAi PreHuiant mles that the jiermission is not to be asked, the production 6r non-produc- 
tioii resting with Colonel Phayre ami the Advocate-General. Colonel Phayre refuses to 
pitiducc it. 

1 wfll not produce it then, but 1 will answer questions about it, {Serjeant Ballantine 
I'oads.) ].s this here '{ (quotes). There are im)>ortant omissions. There are two more 
jHiragraphs. 

Your cross-examiuation was postponed for the purpose of allowing you to get tiie original 
of a dfioumeiit to which I referred iu tho course of my cross-oxami nation ?—Yes. 

Have you got that original 'i —Yea 

Will you he good enough to produce it? 

Serjefint BaUantvne .—Tho date of tho Resolution I refer to is 4th May 1872?—It is 
dated the 7th May, and must have been altered to 4th May. 

But tlie number is 1,023 ?—It is 1,233 A 

Very well. Will you hand it to me ? 

Colonel Pluiyre [to tho President.]—My Lord, tliis is a Government document. Shall I 
produce it. 


The Preddmt .—is aot for me to say. 

Cf>tonel Phayre .—Thou, if 1 have tlie permi«8ion of the Court, I shall. 

Th/i Prefrldent —I give no permiNsion, one way or another, I leave the matter to be 
settled by yon and the Advocate-General. But 1 understood the other day from the 
A<lvixjate-Geneial that it was not avaihiblo hn- use, 

CoUm^el Pkayrc: —Exactly. Then, if your J^ordship leaves the option to me, I think it 
would be better not to prdHuce it [To Boijeant Ballautine]—1 will give you any information 
or answer any question njgarding this <loeunient, but T decline to give it up. 

Hi'fjefmt haU.an1infi.~Then I understand you to <lecliuo to produce tliis document? I 
decline to put the document into Omrt, although, as I have said, 1 will answer any questions 
regarding it. 

Do I understand y(»u to decline to produce the document?—1 do. 

Then, T must just nsk y<»u wluither this which 1 hold in my hand is a Hubstaiitially correct 
co])y of the document. Hoads— 

No frauds having hetui sliowu to liave l>een committed, it only I’einains to cH>nHider 
“ Colonel Bhayre’s ]>roce(Mlings in this c*wo, and it is with extreme regret that Ffis Excellency 
“ in (N)uiicil is obliged to record his umpialified condemnation of them.” 

Is that correct ? 

(’tthtvd Phivyve, —Tinpoj'tant omissions have been made hefu-e that. 

But is that .Hubstmitially a lepresciitation of the original docuuumt ?—I cannot sjiy it is a 
true r(;]U‘eK(*ntation of the origiiml flocument. 

Then do th(*se words <»ccuv in the origiiml ?—They do. 

N<'r/V'f/?i/ lidfhnif’me, reads— 

“Jt would K<M‘m ihat (’olomd Phayie not oidy instituted the prosecution of these men 

pieinnturely beJbie Ihe acc<nmts had been thoroughly siftetl, but that he piusisteil in doing 
“ so against the advice of the (\»mmissioner in Sind to stay proceedings, and after be hail 
“ been wanusl by Sir W. Mrn'wether tliat the accounts disclosed Jio frauds/' 

Is that yijhsUmtially correet ? 

(hfoncl PJmyi'e .—That comes in after a most impoi-tant omission from the original docu¬ 
ment. 
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derjen-vi fialUini'me. —Tlicn, 1 sliall leave you to sii])))lemcnt it, if you like. You know it 
is not my fault. [Reads.] 

“ Throughout this mattcu- His Kxccllency in ('Council has no doubt that Colonel Pliayre 

b«*lie\’cd that groat frauds bad been committed, and that lie considered the nusasunjs be 
“ took were neeeKsary to er.aMe him to remove a gigantic system of ehicancry which lie 
“ imagined wa.s )»eing earji'\l on to the detriment of the State ; but Jt must be admitteil tliat 
“ be I las dls])l lv(m 1 great ignorance of inattei*K with which, as SuiHirintondent (tf Erontier 
DisLiiets, lie might liavo been expected to Jiavc some acquaintance, and that he has been 
singnhiriy hasty and indiscreet in apjJying to a criminal tribunal before tlie accounts, wliich 
he held to be suspicions, had bemi thoroughly examined by comjietent persons." 
ihfovd. Phaifir. —That also comes in after an important omission. 

Hi'ijrdtit HdUavilitc reads— 

*• More«»ver, in negltjcting the advice and warnings of his immediate superior, the Commis¬ 
sioner in Sind, and persisting in a course which ho knew to be opposed to the views of that 
Odicer, he has laid himself open to very givnt censure. Zeal and honest intentions are n»»t 
“ alone suHicient in a publie servant. There must be skill, discretion, and proper subordina- 
“ ti(tn. In all these jjoints Colonel Phayre must be held to have been signally wanting in 
“ this iustanci'. 'fbe attitude wbicdi Colonel Pliayre has assuiuo<l witli regard to the CVini- 
uiissionev in Sind in connexion with the Khelai affairs lias led to his temporaiy removal 
from his appointment at Jucobabad; and JJis Exeellcncy in (kiuiicil with irmch regret j.s 
conipelhsl to <»bserved that the facts disclo.sed by these pa])ers nuider it exjieilient that lit 
should not he allowed to resume oiHce as I’oliticnl Suporinteudent of Upper Frontier.’^ 
Co/o/ic/ yV^oj/iU'-'-There an^ two mure parugraplis. 

Tlic —Uf course my learned friend undertakes to prove all this. 

Serjfiinf. Halldaiinr .said lie did not intend to do so. 

The Presidi'nf thought it uiineccss.'vry to do as tlio Advocate-General KUggo.sted, because the 
part.s read liad been .so far proved by (’oloriel Phayre himself, while w'hut (^)lonel Phayro liad 
.siad about the “ important omi.s.sion8 ” would nppwir on the record. 

At the last Coiumissiun there was a Boiuh case, perhaps Nnrudin's, it may have lieen, in 
which some one was fined by tlui Gaekwar in connexion with a Hogging case. 

Sf-rjea/iit lidlJaiitim'. says lie has no objection to the omitt(»d jianigiuphs of the Government 
Resolution just read being put in publicly or privately. 

Tlie Borah, Nurudin, or whoever it was, I am not certain, made the complaint against the 
Gaekwar. 

Ue-exaiuiuation by JIfr. Hcohla .—^Tlie passages just read to me arc extracts from a Govern¬ 
ment liesoliition. The original contains important passages omitted by Serjeant Ballantine. 
The date is the 7th May altered to the 4th May. At that time 1 was in England in lb7S3. 
These matters had been under drscussion for a long time ; but before that Resolution issued, 
3 was not called U{M>n for any .special explanation. TJiei e was a long coiTespondonce. On 
my return from England in November 1872 1 was fumiahed with a copy of that Resolution, 
on my own upjdlcation to Government. It had not been furnished to me in the onUiuu*y 
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the 8tli and 14th November 1872, and thereupon a Resolution of Government was passed 
exonerating me from the ceuaures contained in the extracts of tho Pt«solution read. That 
Resolution of the 4th May had nothing to do with my not joining my appointment in Sind. 
From the date I arrived in India from Engl.aiid 1 received tlie same ])ay as 1 <lrew in Upper 
Sind, until the date of my joining at I3aro<la. My appointinont at Baroda was superior in 
emolument to the one I had in Sind, ujid is reckoned to be of superior im])orlance. The docu¬ 
ment of tho 4th May ia certainly not a doomnent which would be communicated to tho 
Ojiekwar or any Native Priaco in the ordinary course of buaineas. 

By Sn'jeunt Jiallantine .—'Phe Borah I refer to is a medicijie seller, who took an afRrmation 
beff)re me in January 1874. 

(Signed) John .Iakdink, 

Baroda, March 11th, 1875. S(iCi*etary to tlu* (.^uinnissioiiiTs, 


No. LI.—Aijdul Atj states on Solemn Affinnatioii. 

Rxamination-iu-ehief 

By Mr hivcrurHy .—I nm Khan Bahadur Alalnl Ali. 1 fiin em))loy(*d a} Iiispecjtor of 
BoUjotive Poliee, Boin}»ay. Jn December 9lli last 1 came liore with Mr. Sonter, and have 
over sittce been Itero assisting him in investigsiting this ea.S(‘. 

(No croBH-examination is desired.) 

(Signed) John .Tahdini-:. 

Baroda, MarcL llth, 1875. Secretary to the Uomniksionors 


No. Lll.—G ajanand states on Srdmnn Ailirmation. 

Kxaminatioii-in-chief 

By Mr. NcoWr.—Gujanaud is my name, and Vithal my fathcr’.s naim^. 1 have got the tith* 
of ihio Bahadur, 1 am 1st CUass Police Inspector at Ahmedahjul. 1 have employed on 

special duty under Mr. Souter in investigating this ease. T came t(» Ba'roda on the lOtli 
December, and remained here ever since, except visits for a day or two, to Ahmeil;iba<l. I 
remember the day the Gaek war was jmt in arrest; on tliat day] went t<» tlm Uav(‘li with 
Ca])tain daeksou about 0 o’clock in the morning or S o’clock. All round the Haveli I stationed 
sentric.s; then wherevin* there was pioj»o.rty belonging to the (Wkwar we sealed them up. 
Among these was the jewel-room (daverkhana), the ])rivaUi treasury, and tlu* a(;coimt.s and 
pa}»ers of the Klniiigi (private) department. The acieoiints and ]>a}M‘rs wiao iitiaclnnl and 
sealed. f think Captain Jjickson was ’ju'csent. Perhaps l)amo«lhar Punt, but J don’t 
nunemher. Those j)fipiu'K remained umlcr seal for 2 uv 3 dsiys, when they were brought up, 
some of them to the Reshlcncy, others, such as old private papers, are under seal still at 
the llaveli. The Dufter was sent to the Residency, ami placctd iu a tent under a [jolioeguard. 
The seals were broken iji my ])resence. I <lon’t remember the day. T’lm Kliangi ]varki>on 
was ))resent. Mr. Souter was not, but- he came after. Bnivant Rao ami Madhav Ihio of tlu! 
Kliangi Department were jjresent. I don’t renj(Mnber if any others were. The four papers* 

shewn me were among tho papois wlion the seals 
IT 1 , V 1 , W 1 , ilimI X 1 shown lo broken. When they were taken out of the 

* ‘ dufter, the iuky patches now on them were on them, 

and it was, therefore, they were shewn Mr. Souter. 1 reim^mber J>aino<lhar Jhnit being 
arrested. 1 first saw him after his arrest l.o oi* 20 days after, and I then had some tjilk witJi 
him. 1 si^id to him, If you give a coiToct statement, if you tell ail of it, then Colonel Pelly 
“ will give you a pardon.” J sUewnsd him a section of the Criminal Procedure Code rogaj-ding 
tho grant of pardon, iu order that he might know all about it. 1 also said, ‘^Niuutji Vithal 
** and others have acknowledged.” Afterwards Nanaji Vitlia.1 was made to stand outside the 
tent, and he said, “ 1 have declared everything that is tnn;." Nanaji said nothing but this. 
Damodhar wvid, “1 will con.sidor about it, and give* you au answer.” Titi.s was about 10 in 
the morning. 1 saw Daniodhar Punt 2 or 3 hours after, lie gave his de])o.siti(>n after »Sir 
Lewis Pelly had given him a pardon. 1 saw him iu the tent. Sir Lewis Polly gave him a 
certificate. Sir Lewis Pelly came to tho tent, and Mr. Richey there and then in the same tent 
took down his disposition. I know tho witness ITemcliand Fatechand. 1 saw him for the lirst 
time before Damodhar Punt made liia statement. J saw him on two matters. Q,—When 
first on this matter ? A.—About 4 or 5 days before Damodhar Punt inadi'- his statement. It 
is false that 1 pi-aetiscd culm on Ilemchand I'^itechand. It is false that I wrote down wiiat I 
liked and then made him sign it. Tt is false that I said I would put him jn prison unless he 
signed what I had wntten down. I used no threats wliatever to him. I did not take his 
books by force ; he produced his Iiooks with his own hands. Hemchand Fateeliand’s statement 
was taken before Mr. Souter. T was present. After the statement was takim before 
Mr. Souter, lie was taken before Sir L. Pelly. It is false that I said that if he did not sign I 
would send him to prison. I used no force nor zulm to induce him to sign before Sir L. Pelly. 

1 see tho two entries relating to purcliase of diamondH, 
Exhibit A a shown to witness, and ottcntioii entries, and one about a ruby ring.. None of 

dtnwii to markod entries. ^ , i* j.- i i 

these were wntten under roy directions. 1 don t quite 
remembei* when 1 saw this book first. Hemchand first brought it to ino, and at that timo these 


untries were itj it. I have not taken out, nor put in any pa})et^ in tins book. But that has 

this book. Since 1 iirat saw it no alterations 


(M'nn flont!. It was done before I first saw.,_ _ ______ 

Ii;i\’e been made iu it. The dterations which seem to me made are that old leaves have been 
i’<Mnove(l and new ones put in at the end of the Ixiok. Anybody who looks at it can see 
tliat. T romeml>cr Narsu Jemadivr l»ein;? arresteil. Wlien he came to the Residency he 
way arresti^d by Mr. Soutoi-’s order. 1 doii*t know by whom, it was not by me, but in my 
presence. He was next day in iny presence confronted with Raoji. I was sitting with Narsu 
in the maidan opposite the Residency, and 1 questioned him about the particulars of his case. 
'J'he Khan Saheb Akbjw AJi and Abdul Aii were ai.so present 1 had given instructions 
toRa(.»ji: “You sliould say uotliiug more tlian that you have stated everything in the 

<« «.wl _TJ..,.:: ~..:j i._ .. i___i. j._ xv._ i 


“ matter,” and that was wliat Raoji said wlien lie came. Raoji said so much to Narsu, and 
lu) added, “ I have said up to this,*' pointing to his neck. He said nothing else. I did not 
.say anything to Naisii of what Ibioji liad said. It was in order that Narsu might not 


.say anything to Naisii of what Ibioji _ _ _ ... ___ 

know paitieiilars that Raoji was cautioned. To my knowledge no other Police Officer told 
Narsu pariiculaix 

CrosH-cxaininiitioji by Herjemd Bidlaiiti'rK ;.—My object was to get tlie truth. If Narsu had 
not confcsscil, and there was no further proof; I should have discliai’ged him after receiving the 
Sahel)".s order. At the Haveli 1 seized all the papeiu When two days after the seals were 
broken, Mr. fcJouter was present. When 1 examined the papers I sliewed them the same time to 
Ml-. StJUter. As soon as J noticed, 1 sent Ibi* Mi*. Souter. Before tlmt they were not in my 
jtoKseHsioii, but under a i^olice and military guard. As soon as 1 opened the papers, Mr, Souter 
came,—1 mean in 10 or IT) minutes. The whole department of ))apei’s at the Haveli was 
sealed on seizure. 1 did not seize papers al. the Haveli; they were sealed up here and there 
where they were. Those that had our seals were acceasible to me and Captain Jackson. During 
the time the papers wci'c in attachment, nobody but myself and Ca])tain Jackson had acces.s to 
them. After T had seen them 1 wont myself and called Mr. Soutor, 1 did so jis soon jia I 
observed otic obliteration with ink. lie came, a further examination took jdace and iill was 

.......... , , discovered. I can point out the falsifications 1 observed 

p,^,e. > the book. Some origimd aceoimts have l>een re¬ 

moved. Look here. The previous writing is diflerent 
to this one line. The papers were as they are now, except that they aie further soiled. Any¬ 
body can see that tins lino is newly written, 1 have many other reasons to prove it. 1 don’t 
s-iy this line is fiilse, but I don't moan to say anything false Inw been written on this page; 
but the book has been altered iu order to falsity it by removing ou account. In Gujerat the 
l)ages are altogetlier; not torn or separated; several are torn *, look ami see how many ai‘o 
coiinecUHl, and how many unconnected. In the latter part the leaves are not made of the 
proper number sticking together as in tlie former part of the liook. Where the account of 
diainomls was entered, an alteration has been made. I’he entries were made subsequently. 
The original page, date, and entry was in another place; it has been removed A leaf has 
lieen removed from the place where a number of leaves weie together. Tiie eiitr}'^ was sidiso- 
quently made ; the original entry Inua been removed. Sets of leaves in one place have been 
torn. J point out that so many leaves have boon changed. 1 presume tiiat leaves have been 
removed at the place wliere the set of loaves is torn. 1 say that pages have been reinovixl 
Irom hero. Q.-—This is the place you shewed before ? A.—The previous writbig is old ; tins 
line is new ink. l^iges have been altered from tins point. [The Interpreter says the first 
entry is Asttdh Wad 1+111= 12th July. Uu another page there is a date Tuesday, Ist Shmlh 
of 2ud Asadh=14t}i July.] Gjiupatrao Malisjan is now head of the jewel department. He is 
lather ol my son s wife. Wliat do 1 know of it being suggested on former occasions that I 
fabricated evidence { 1 do not know of any such clmrge being brought against me by a Judge, 

not in JiU my life. 1 was engaged in the Kot succession cjise. 1 was chief policeman in it. 
The Magistrate Saheb conducted it. J did not inquire into the c/ise before Mi‘. Ooghlan. 1 
went ou one occasion with Mr. Riiihey before Mr. Cughlau. 1 did not conduct the whole of 
that case. 1 may have done one act in that case, and may have been sent for for that reason 
Of the police in that matter £ was the man M'liose saltiry was Jaigest. In 1870 I was 1st Class 
Voliee Inspector. Q.—Do you remember Mr. Coghlan saying that he had a disagreeable 
impression that the police had too much to do iu getting up the evidence ? A.—If he did it 
does not apply to me. I was myself a witness, i liad nothing to do with getting up the 
evidence. I don't know if Mr. Coghlan said this. The remark may have applied to the police 
who iiniuired, not to me. Q.—Do these words in a fm-ther inquiry apply to you ? Du you 
remember the case before Mr. Justice West? A.—Yes. but 1 was not present before him. I 
was concerned in the case before the Committing Magistrate. Q.—Reads as “ to the case 
“ bearing plain iiiarks of falsehood and fabricatioji more ihan others.” Did Mr. Justice West 
iu his judgment say that ? A.—1 was not there ; how can 1 know ? I may or may not have 
heard this ? Justice West has been imjtosed upon by the defendants, and I got proof of this 
lately, and cau produce it here if ordered. 

Re-examination by Mr. Bcohk .—Between the locking and sealing the papers in the palace 
till the day 1 licgau to examine them alter the breaking of the seals at the Residency, 1 did 
uuthing to the papers. 1 found the iifity marks, to which 1 di*ew Mr. Souter's attention. * How 
long after beginning my examination 1 don't remember, perhaps in an hour or half an hour 
i was suporiiiteuding, and the Karkoons mentioned were making the examination in this time.' 

'I'hov Ktt.l'1rnrv11U AmT'kff%VA<1 11l iriiurtrn T _ 


Mr. Souter, and he came at once. This bdok is made up of sets of pages or " juz.’’ The number 

w V A« of pages in a **juz” is unfixed. In this book there are 

SIX leaves to each There arc six “jussos which 

are not splat above the sewing. The first five juz and the last juz are entire; the others 
intermediate are not entire. In the Kot case Viefore M r. Coghlan I was only concerned as a 
witness to state what occurred on an occasion when 1 went to Kot with Mr. Kichey. 

(Signed) John jAnniNK, 

Baroda> March 11th, 1875. Secretary to the Oommissjoners. 

^ No. LIII.—Hakjivan states on Solemn Aftinnation. 

Examination-in-chief 

By Mr. Inverarlty .—My name is Haijivan Parshotum. I am Head Karkoon of Clujerathi 
accounts in the Ahiue<labad (.-ollector’s Office. 1 know the way Native account Ixioks arc 
made u]». They are bound as follows :—Sheets of jiajier are folded into jiiz or sets, and ilien 
they are bound up. A juz comprises usually 0 or leaves. In a book of 6 leaves juzes, 
the number throughout would be 0 loaves to each. 1’hcro would not be juzes of different 
,. . sizes in the same book. 1 have looked at this book. 

'* ' ^ In two jimis the leaves are brf>ken. lit a juz the 

leaves are divided below the string. Above the string generally the leaves are not cut but 
left entire. If a leaf or two is removed from the middle, it would not be necessaiy to cut. 
If one leaf were removed, it would be netjeasary, or a whole juz might be nmutved without 
cutting. The Ist five jiizes in this book are entire. The 0th juz has (»ne leaf dolicioiit. In 
the 6th Juz tliei'e are 4 leaves n(»t cut up ; one leaf is separated and one is wuiitiiig. Each 
sheet has four leaves. In the 7fch juz two leaves are joined if)geth< r and four are louse. The 
8th juz is entire ; it is the last juz in the book. The 7th and Sth juz a])p(jar to me to be made 
of paper of a kind dificrent to the rest of the book. 

Oross-cxaininatioii \ty Serjeant lialJantinr .— ()ne leaf of the Gtli juz is gone : one leaf gone 
altogether. If 1 look at the now leaves, 1 would soy 13 have been removed, 12 now leaves 
]Uit in, and one loaf is altogether missing. There is some writing on the first six leaves out of 
the 12 ; the other six leaves arc blank. On the preceding page the date is tljc last day of the 
first month of Aaadli of lost year. [The calendar date is given as 13th July l<S7k| By pie- 

• ceding page I mean that preceding the missing leaf.'" 

Fintries about diaimmdK imii about roby riiip The ciiiritis shown luc octniv ou the iiago wliieli hns 

f 874 )^rKS ' put in—those about diamonds and that ab<mt 

the ruby ring on a subsequent page. 

Re-examination by Mo‘. SaMe .—I point out where the misshig Iwif should be. [This is 
the entry said by fhijanand Vithal to be begun in old ink and conUmicd in new.] 

(Signed) John JAitDiNii, 

Baroda, March 12th, 1875. Secretary to the Commissioiiers. 


No. LIV.—F. H. SofTTEU states on Oath. 

Examination-iu -chief 

lly Mr. S<'oUe.—-'My name is Fnink Henry Souter, Police C/ommiasioncr of Bombay imd 
(lonipjuiion of the Star of India. On Dth Dcctmihcr last I came to Baiuda. to inquire ij»to the 
allijged attempt to poison (^doncl Phayre. f had with na* as Assistants Abdul All, ami Akbar 
Ali, and ilao Saheb (lajanand Vitlial joined mo on tlie 10th Dectcinber. 1 perfectly remember 
examining the Ayah Amina in reference to this matter. 1 fii*st saw lier on the 10th December 
a>»out 5 or (j o’clock in the allornoon. Siio was in her own room in Mr. Buevey's compound. 
On that occasiem sluMlid not jnake a detailed statement. ^ I did not on that day take down 
her statement, because she wjis very ill and unfit to give a detailed staUmnuit. Ou that owa- 
sion she stated she had Imhui to the Mahanij Mulliar Rjio’s Palaces, ami also that slie ha<J 
received certain sums of money from him. She had high fever ou nt the time, and begged nu; 
to come and see her at some other time when hIk? would tell n»e all the deUils. I liavo no 

knowledge that any of my police saw' Iht before 1 sa w 
Documeut shinvu. j tofik down lior statement. 1’his 

is the statement which I took down in iii}' own handwriting. I don’t require an interpic'ter 
for KiiiduHtaiiL 1 know the language thoroughly. On the 21sfe December I tt^ok a further 
statement from her, appended to the first. This is it. On the IfJth Dr. Seward came to tbo 

Ibsidency. He told me the Ayah was hotter and 
llc^ition of the 18 th and 2lBt lleccmbor ^visliod to flee mo. On the following day the 20th 1 

went to the Ayah. 1 iian no wanting materials with 
me. I did not write it down till next dny the 21st. ! also took Riroji’s .statement. This 

paper ifl the record of his statement wliich was taken 
Statoment umdo t.y lUoji shuwn to witnos-, jj,,, 2Ctl,. I also took the gUto- 

.ndr«onl«la. EA documont is it-in my own 

Statement of Narno •ho'™ to witnea, dated handwriting—dated the 20tli Detjember. I think 

Narflii wooS aiTCsted on the z.lrd, and ho waa ]>laced in 
custody of the military guai*d at the ReHitleiicy. He has i*em}iiued luider that military guard 
ever hiiJcc.. Before let made Uus statement no ])r<»niisc of pardon whatever was made to him. 


1 reported to Sir Lewis Polly that.tiie Jemadar wished to make a confession, and I should like 
liiti) to be present at the hearing. Sir Lewis Felly came into the room where 1 carried on my 
iiujulrics. He explain^ to the Jemadar distinctly before he made any statement that 
Ije woiild not be jmrdoned. On tlic contrary Sir Ijewis Felly explained that he would 
bo j)rosecuted. Thereupon the Jemtidar took off his turban and laid it at Sir L. Felly’s 
feet. Ho said that even though ho might be hung, he wished to sjMaak the truth, and tell Jill 
that had haj>pened. After that Narsu marie the statement, which was not taken down that 
day. He was removed to the guard, when he made that oral statement; Sir L. Felly, myself, 
and others were jirescnt. 1 wrote it down on the 26tli instant. I think it was on the 28rd ho 
made this oral statement. The room where I made iny inquiries was a room off the drawing¬ 
room ; the present dining-room at the llesideucy. 1 hnd for bed-room a small room separatw 
from the dining-r(U)m by a chick. I remember the day Riioji’s belt was examined. Tf I 
renicmber right, that day was tl)e 25th, Christmas Day. My detective sent for the belt while 
T went to dress and hathe for breakfast. I think the belt was sent for before I retired. At 
the time it was .sent for my detectives wore in this dining-room at the Residency. After T 
had retired, one of the jlotectives called out for me while 1 was (bessing. All this went on in 
10 minutes or quarter of an hour. On my return to the room they showed me the belt, and 
said there was a piece of ]}aper. 1 could see a portion of this paper ; at the bottom of a kind 
of pocket, I saw some of the threads broken. The paper was taken out and opened by me. 1 
found it to contain white powder. 1 put tlie powder and the paper into an envelope, dockettjd 
it, scaled it, and sent it down to Dr. Gray myself at Rombay. T was not at Baroda when 
the lirst statcjnent of Dainodhar Punt w^as made. After iny return to Baroda Damodbar 

Pujit made some furtlier statoiueittK to me. These 

ShitPiueiits ciuiwn to witness, dnt^d 3 rd, .'>th, *1 _ j. i 1 ^ xi o i -j.i 1 t.i.i 

ami8il.l''.-bnii.ryi876,.ccord«i .,Ki) 2 . the 3rd, otli, aiicl Nth 

rebruary. I renuiuiber some Native, accounts with 
ink splotches on them being shewn me. I don't remember the exact time, but 1 think it may 
have been the 20th February, -1 mean some time in January. Due packet ofticcounts was 
l»-ought into my tent at the Resitleiicy by Oajanand Vithal. Oujanaiid Vithal asked me to 
come into the tent iu which all the nscoi’ds were kept—a difterent tent from mine—as they 
wore looking over the accounts. There were several Karkoons or Native Clerks in the tent at 
the time examining the accounts mid books. I sat in tlu; tent for some time, and while there 
other books and accounts were found oyot which ink hnd be(^n similarly spilt. The KarkcKms, 
whoso duty it wae to write up the account, wore }»resont; they wei;p found by them. Tlicy 
wore Karkoons of the Uavcli. 1 reiuomber one of tliem named lialvant Riio. 1 prc*fcetly 
remember biking the statement <»f Hemchand Fatcchand. This is the sbiteiiiciit 1 took down 

. on tiie (itli Fehnuiry at Ctilonel Barton’s Office iu his 

"■ eiy«« ;» IJindnstani. At tlu> b.u>u, 

time I took it down in Knglish a Karkoon took it 
down in Gujcratlii or Marathi. 1 asked Hemchand if lie knew Hindustani, and J took ilowii 
hi.s nnswci’s to my <|uestions. 1 conducted the examination in Kiiglish without an interjireter. 
To the best of my lielief his statement was read over to him after it bad been written down. 
1 remember he did sign it. No compuLsion nor threat was used to induce him to sign, not the 
slightest. 1 remember, before taking his statement, my attention was called to a very un¬ 
common ring in his ear, set in brilliants with two jiearls. T aked him where he got it made. 
He said “at Baroda.” This convers^ition was in Hindu.stani. It took place before taking 
liis stat<emenfc. When 1 took his statement, he produced c<trtain books before me, which 1 
maiked as A, B, and (J. I believed 1 signed the leaves, but cannot be quite sure. To the 

» , best of my belief this is one of tlie books. I 

Kxluliit A 2 Hhown. niTii i i ^ 

saw liemchaud, who came here to givo evidence. 

lie is the same man Homehaud Fatcchand. 


[The English statement of Hemchand Fatechaiid before Mr. Soutcr, dated the Gth 
Febmary 1875, is recorder! as H 2.] 

BalvantRao, wlio examined the b(a)ks in tl»o tent, has not been in my custody at all, not in 
custody at all to the best of my belief. 1 don’t know his father’s name. He >8 the same man 
as was called as a witness the other day. 

Gross-examination by He-rjcani BaUaiitinr .—Nnrsu ma<le a confession before Sir Lewis 
Felly. It was not taken down tliat day. I had ». great deal of work tliat day in connexion 
with my inquiries. Narsu was a most important w'itnosK. I can show by my diary what I 
had to do. Tliat was the reason. He wa.s also placed in a military guani, and could not })e 
tamjHired with. —Do you mean by Folic© 'i A.—I mean by outshleis. What I took down 
on the 2Gtli wiis tlie same substance as ho stated oil the 28rd. 

(Signed) John JAnDiNK, 

Baroda, Mai-ch 12th, 1875. Secretaiy to the Coiumissiomns. 


11 .. 


No. LV. —Gajanand Vithat. i^ecollod. 


Gnjcrathi paper shown. 

1 _it-.J. _? 


Examination-in -chief 

By Mr Inverarity .—I remember Hemchand Fate- 
cliand being examined before Mr. Souter. I wrote 
his statement down iu Gujerathi. This paper is it. 

1 ‘J. V _ »«•_. 


OrotfB*«i»nkifki^ by SmjeBmt lio^: befow |^;ivv^ ilo 

Mr. Sout«^. In <bct Mr. Souter took i& After Mil'. Scrtitvr to(4e H1 tocA: dio^u n 
I did ^ot talce a deposition &oid Mm before Hr* Sonter took one, nor was ookk u 


preseoee; . 

[The interpreter says there ia a date of 6tti February above the thr^ linea vMdb titemAaiid 
here deposed to being in Ida own writing. In the three tinea ocours the ^y 9th 
February.] 


The date, 6th February, is that of the deposition to Hr. Souter. It waa read over again in 
presence of Lewis FeUy, and he adcnowledgod it on the 8th February. 

„ He-examinaticm by Mr. Soobh .—I took down this Gigeratbi at the same timo aa Hr. Sonter 
took the English; other persons translated from English into Qujerathi, and 1 wrote that 
down. 


[The statement is recorded as I 2.] 


After I wrote it out, Hemchand read it, getting it explained by me when he came to 
passages he did not understand. After that Hemchand signed it with his own hands. 

By the Predde^it. —Hemchand, when making bis statement, spoke partly in Hindustani 
and partly in Gujerathi. The translation into Gujeratlii which 1 wrote down was made from 
the English by a 'person. 

(Signed) John Jaudinr, 

Baroda, March 12th, 1875. Sccretaiy to the Commissioners. 


No. LYI.—Sir Lewis Pelly states on Oath. 

Examination-iu-chlef 

By Mr. Scohle .—1 am Agent to the Governor-General and Special Comniissioner of Baroda. 
1 arrived hero on the evening of tlic 4tU December. In obedience to instructions I sent for 
Mr. Souter to inquire into the iK}isonlng of Colonel Phayre. Mr. Souter’s services were placed 
at my disposal. He arrived about the 9th December. I gave him q^uarters at the Residency, 
and he did his duties in the present dining-room. 1 remember being informed that Raoji 
Havildar bad made a statement. I left the inquiry in Mr. Souter’s hands till tlie 2drd, when 
Mr. Souter and Mr. Richey came. I had meant to go that day for the Clmstmas holidays, hut 
being told that something important had oc(!urred, I consented to remain. Mr. Souter meant 
to go to Bombay on the 21st. 1 got him tc) stay to a dinner on the 22nd, and then asked him 
to wait till the 2Srd. Raoji s statement was not made in iny presence. I said, “ You had 
“ better let me see him during the day, anti I will judge for myself.'' I did see him on that 
day. He made a statement which J heard. That statement was substantially the. same as 
that which ho has given before the Commissiou so far as 1 remember. Of course lie was 
allowed to speak freely before me on that occa.sion. The next day was a Thursday, on which 
day the Gaekwar was in the liabit of vi.siting me. Si> wlien I came downstairs I told 
.Mr. Souter on the morning of tlic 24bli that 1 should immediately communicate to His 
Higlmess that his name had been brought into connexion with the affair. J think that then 
Mr. Souter said to me, “ Narsu, the Jemadar, also has confessed.” So I told Mr. Souter that 
when the Maharaja comes he must come with mo into his presence. Mr. Souter came with me, 
and what had happened wa.s told to the Maharaja. I tiien suggested to His Highness 
to afford every focility for a searching investigation, and the Maharaja promised to 
do so. Then we went to work on our re-organixation. 1 saw Narsu Jemadar that day after 
the meeting with tlie Maliaraj. He was sitting in the room which is now my <lming-room. I 
came there by order or appointment. T reminded the Jemadar that the matter on which he 
was understood to have given evidenett was a most serious matter, and that if he were in it ho 
must not expect pardon. As far as I wius concornod, he should have no pardon. I then told 
luin to sit apart and reflect a little. I told Mr. Souter to explain that he should not liave 
^lardon. After a little timo the Jemiidar flung himself forward from wliere he was sitting with 
Jiis pugri off. He then said the Sirkar might kill him, or do what they liked with him, but 
he must speak the truth. He used other and clearer expressions of the a^me sort which I 
foiget. He then mode a verbal statement whicli 1 did not «Uow to be taken down. It was 
to the same effect as the statement taken afttrrwards by Mr. Souter on the 26th I think. I 
said, “ Let him go back to his room, let him think it over, and b^ke it down when he Inut had 
“ time.** As for hs I recollect I took no further notice of the matter for a day or two. On 
the afternoon of the 26th, between 4 and 5 o'clock, J was dressing in my room in order to go 
out. Walking up and down my bed-room, 1 chanced to see that the Jemadar walking in the 
Residency garden with some iwlice sepoys. Shortly afterwards I heard a considerable dis¬ 
turbance coming from the garden amidst the trees. There were calls for a rope and for 
assistance: those were the words 1 heard. I went downstairs ds quickly as I could, and 
when proceeding from the verandah to the back of the house, I met the Jemadar with, two 
policemen. He was dripping wet. I asked what was the matter. The police said he hod 
thrown himself into the well. I know the well in the garden of the Residency compound. 
It is a more than ordinarily deep well, that is, down to the surface of the water. It ia lined 
with masonry, either bri<^ or stone. There is, 1 think, a panij>et round a portion of it. I 
saw Narsu the next morning—Sunday it was, I think. A man doling himseu a relative his 
sept me a petition on Sunday morning. 


The papers in the various offices and jialaces were forthwith sealed up before I received ^the 
Qov0n^r0^«ri4’^ ^ d^utfi4 to this work Captaia Jackson as Asiostant Besid^t and 

the F^oe. , ;I l^et wlb^^e j^ojice OMcett was.; Xhe mqre important witnesses whow state¬ 
ments were taken after His Highness' suspension were brought before me. Amoi^ Others I 
_ _ , , remember a witness named Hemohand Eatechsynd. 

ShUSfo IS to-vitncHR. . Yhis' ^jeratbi statement bears ‘an endorsement W me. 

The i^e was wh^ a man came to, me afl^r giving his evidence^ he was asked if he could read 
or write. T^e mi^ who acted as interpreter 6kx these occasions was Uie SubordiUftte Judge, 
called Ueshmukh. If 'the man could reiid and write, the man road it over huhself, and Was 
allowed to make corrections, and if he could not make out parts of the handwriting, Deshmukh 
or some one else helped him. 

Ihe Tule was that if he chnld read or had it road to him,- he signed it in token of its correct¬ 
ness. This statement was, I can say, read over by Hcmehand Fateohaiid, and acknowledged 
bjf’’I^TO to be true. . . .1 

By the have no donbt whatever that it was as here stated in the endorsement. 

By Mr, Sodble ,—I had seen Dairiodhar Punt before be was arrested. I had seen him eome- 
tiraes, and may'Once have'lf(j)oken to him. The GaekAvar had come to call on me on a private 
visits After tlie Visit Was over I accompaniod His Highness aa usual to iho lintel of ihy big 
(Irawing-nxjm. I then saw a man standing in tlie verandah between us and His Highness* 
The Goekwar introduce<l him as “ Khangi," and I think 'he also used the words in 
Knglish—“ Private Secretary.’' I am not sure if I spoke tothe man. I applied to the Gaekwor 
through bis Minister for Eabwant Rao and Salam. Tlioy are now in custody in tlie Kesidenej^ 
premises under a military guard. I sent for them twice. I timt sent for them in the morning, 
and they were tent up without unnecessary delay. They were not detained. I forgot about 
them; the puttewaUs said I was engaged,-and they went back to the city. Mr. Souter told 
me of this mistoke, and they were sent for again. The Solicitors to His Highness have lieen 
allowed access to them. I don’t know Wasnntrambhau, but 1 think he has been apprehended 
in 2 or 8’ ca^B. Under oitplicit orders from the Government of fndia, I have suspended inquiry 
into this khd other oases until the Commission has ceased its sittings. 

CroBS-examitiatlon by Ballanfituu —I have seen the Gaekwar almost daily since 1 

oamc. J understood my instructions to be to assist 
him through his diffioultioM utkI refonn his administra¬ 
tion. Also an incidental instruction that this inquiry 
begun by Colonel Pbayre was t(» bo concluded either 
by me or under my orders. As far as I am aware. 
His Highness was sincerely desirous to aid mo in re- 
foi'iuing his administration. [Serjeant Ballautine reads 
letter, dated the 28rd December, asking that Eshwant 
Kao and Salam sliould be sent to the Kesiileticy, as 
the Commissioner of Police was desimus of taking 
tlieir evidence] Tliat is the sort of letter I sent. T’he 
same day I got a ict tei* (like that read) from Dadabhai, 
wiying be wovdd .send them at once. I got one from 
him, also .saying lie pro.smncd they must have gone to 
me. Al.so I .sent one to Dadabhai “ to get tlie hout«3S 
of Eshwant Kao and Salim searched, as it was 
alleged they w<ire concerned in the attempt to jnsison 
Colonel Pliayre now liefore the Oommissioner of 
Police, and tliat lie, Dadabhai, would send some one 
to assist at the search. Dated the 23rd December*” 
The note about sending Wadia and Bapurao is not 
mine I think. It may be Dadabhai’s.” [The oor- 
rospopdence in copy is recorded as Ekhibit J 2.] 

“ My dear Sir,—Kindly ask the Maharaja to ciiuse the iiouses of Yeshwuntrao and of Salim 
" to be searched, as it is alleged they are concerned' in tlic important case (attempt to poison 
“ the lato Resident) now Iwfore the Commissioner of Police. 

“ The Commissioner of PoliOe wodld be very glad if you could arrange for the head of^ your 
“ office condheting the-search, and this note will be taken to you by two of the Commissioners 
** men, who, he would request, might be present at the search. 

* “Tours very truly, 

“ 23rd December, v (Signed) ** Lwis jTOiLT.” 

**Dadabhoy ^Nowrt)^, Eaq.'' ' « 

Q.—And then foUqwH a fooUhote by you,' Sir Lewis. Will you s^ whe;ther I state it 
correctly 

'^ |*t&-^Thifl at one© attetided to by His Hlgh^6te> who asked the CJhief Uagistrate 
" IdiniMlf, Mr. H. A. Wadia, aud a ^napnttee’n Assistant/ Mr. Babopr^, to go aad^^e 
the seateh was frilly mad^ and bvei^ help given to the men of thO tibmndssionef of Fdlke 
to see wliidAyer th^ Bked^ 


** Mr ]>BAX fchn,—Will you obHge me by 
** cuiifeii)}? Eshwautroo nod Suim to bt; to 
“ the lUtMiiluDcy at your earlicKt convenionct’, us 
** Mr. ^iter, tlu- Oomnnswolier of Polioo. jh de- 
" Nirous of taiciQK Uicir cvnlence in rv^d to the 
» case now wider iiivi'sUp;atiuii before uic. 

“ Yours very truly, 

Ljwis Vktxy. 

** Besideney, SBrd DucewW J874. 

To Dtuiabboy Nowrojee, Ksq.’* 

Palace, Burodn, UBrd J)uocmber 1874. 

“ Mv Dkar Sir,-” As aslced in your note just 
recidvtid, 1 send Yeshauntrao uud Sulim for 
" tbelr cvidonce. . 

* “ Yours very truly, 

J)Ai>AimoY Nt>wno,}ji:E. 

“ Sir lAiwis IVIly, Busidoncy.” 

‘28rd December 1874. 

My DuAJt Sui,— I have already sent away 
** Teshwuntnio ami Salim to you. i hope tboy 
are at the liesideucy by this time. 1 am waiting 
« for a not© from yon for doitij^ anything further. 

“ Yours very truly, 

'* Daoaiuzoi' N^iwkojkk. 

« Sir L. PeUy.” 


(( 
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^ I kvro goiii iif«}g:^ljb>#i 9r' lifimntt to it sMfl^owk 




la^the eof^ 
loMWaboot il 

(The icdtifilt at the fodt 6f the iic^ hut to be D. N:--D^b}u^ 

Mr. Serjeant ' [to latorpw^^ fc the t^oBa^sffton t^t, w 

Dadabhai Nowrojee’e note, and not Sfur^wis Petly. 

[That yraA done by the Intojrpretei*.] 

Here is another letter firom Sir Lewie Felly, dated the same day, 23rd December 1874* I 
will just read it to the CommissioD. 


Urgent. Residency, 23rd December 1674. 

“ My dear Sir,—The Commissioner of Police informs me that the servants of His 
** Highness tlie Qoekwar, named Teshwuntrao and Salim, whom you were so gootl as to send 
“ up here to-day, have returned to the city without giving their evidence or comrainiicating 
“ with Hm. 

“ l^ie Cominissionor considers, that there is fade caee of complicity already made 

“ out against these persons in respect to the attempt to poison Colonel Plxayre, and the Cotn- 
missioner hopes that these persons may be made over to tlie Residency for safe custody, 
pending the termination of the investigation of this important case. 

“ My advice to His liighnoas is to afford ev(5ry practicable tacility for thoroughly clearing 
“ up all the circumstances of the case. If His Higliness ploiwos to send a guanl to the Resi- 
“ dency with the accused, 1 shall be Irnppy to receive tljoin. 

, “ Yours truly, 

‘‘ To Dadabhoy Nowrojeo, Estp” (Signed) Lewis Pelly. 

[This letter was also inteipreted.] 

Then comes a letter from Mr. Dadabhoy. 


“ Palace, Bnrodo, 23rd December 1874. 

My dear Sir,—On receiving your note Ilis Highness at ouce sent foi* Ycshwuntrao, 
'* and asked him why he and Salim had returned without giving their evidence. Ho answered 
** that he gave iny letter to you to one Bala PnttawalJa, and this pattawalla told him that the 
“ Saheb said, ” Stdam bolo.’* Yeshwuntr^o says he asked again of the pattawalla whether 
** the Saheb did not want him and Salim, as they had been sent sj>eoially to the Saheb. The 
pattawalla said again, the Saheb only said, ** Salam bolo,” that Manajee Pattawalla also 
“ gave the same reply, and told them to go. 

From this it is evident that some mit^understanding has taken place. 

“ 1 did not tell these men to go to the Commissioner of Police, but had only directed Uiem 
“ to yourself. 

“ On my explaining your note to His Highness, he was sorry (u»y mistake should have 
" taken place, and immediately ordered them to go to you. I send them with this letter to 
you, accompanied by a Karkoon, who will hand thorn over to you. 

■ " His Highness is ready to give every practicable fiicility for clearing up the matter. 

“ Yours very truly, 

“ To Sir Lewis Pelly. (Signed) Dadabhoy Nowhojee.'' 


[Tlie substance of that letter was also intei*preted.] 

The explanation is that they went to me instead of to the Commissioner of Police, and then, 
thinking they were not wanted, they went away again. 

Q. _This is the last letter 1 call your attention to; it is from you to Dadabhoy ;— 


Dadabhoy Nowrojee, Esq. 

My dear sir,—I am obliged by your promptitudein causing Yeshwuntrao and Salim 
“ to be sent to the Residency for the purpose of giving evidence. I have requested the Com- 
“ missionei* of Police himself to see that they are accommodated in my Ofl^ce with as little 
** discomfort as possible, and to take their evidence without unnecessary delay to-morrow. 
“ The puttawallo, if he told these persons to go to-day, acted wholly without my knowledge. 

Pray, thank His Highness for his assuronoe of. giving every practicable facility for clearing 
“ up this important matter. 

“ If you could conveniently meet me to-morrow morning at H o’clock, I should be glad to 

see you. ^ 

. “ Yours very truly, 

« Residency. 23rd December 1874.” (Signed) Lewis Pelly.” 

_Hy impiession is that His Highness instantly responded to my call for Hiese men. 

On the. 28rd December I fefc heard of the Gaekwar being impHoated. On tlio morning of 
the 24th, a Thursday, the Gorfcwai* came ns usual, and I went to him with the Police Com¬ 
missioner, inforihed him, an^ advised him to give ^ility to inquiry, and he sguod at once. 
Till he was arrested he Wto' uhder no reittraint; i was intiruotodHk the 

Viceroy to airest His Highness and I did so. He had come to the Residency, and I explained 
the situation to him. He declared his willingness to submit. I accompanied him as 'fer as lie 


many enemies. He said emad^iag 1^-—“ The very earth mder xne is my enemy.*^; fWm 
that time he has been {macMcelly in eustody in henound>ie eondnemebety every eomfint, 
l:>ut liberty restricted' The property in the paUboe has been attached and sealed, and all the 
public places, and such places as the arsenal, also sealed. I entered on the State in order to 
protect the public prc^terty, and I put seals on, in order to hand over the propm'ly to the 
next administration that might succeed me in the same state as I got it. 

(Signe^ John Jabdike, 

Boroda, March 12th, 1875. SWetnry to the Commissioners, 


No. LVTI.—F. H. SoUTEB recalled. 

‘Ry Serjmni i?dZ/nn^/nc.^-Raoji mentioned that the belt waa in possession of some one 
called Budhar. A man went to fetch the belt, and Budhar catne with it himself. There was 
nothing to prevent my remafning and examining the belt himself. 

(Signed) John Jabdine, 

Baroda, March 13th, 1875. Secretary to the Commissioners. 


Serjeant Balhrdvm. —^My Lord, His Higlmess the Gaekwar is desirous that a statement 
of his should be read to the Commission. I am desired by him to lay it before you. 

Mr. Branson .—With your Lordsliip's permission I will reiid the statement. It is as 
follows:— 

« My honoured and valued friend His Excellency the Viceroy, having declared his intention 
of giving me an opportunity of clearing myself from the grave suspicion which he was induced 
to consider attaclied to me in consequence of the alleged attempt to poison Colonel Fhayre, 
the Besident at my Court, I now, out of resjiect for His Excellency the Viceroy, and from a 
ilesire to clear myself l»efi>re him and before the world at large of those suspicions, make the 
following statement:— 

" I never had, nor have I now, any i)er8onaI enmity towards Colonel Phayre. It is true 
that I and my ministers were convinced that, owing to the position taken up by Colonel 
Phayre dui'ing his residency, it would be impossible batisfactorily to carry out the reforms 
1 had instituted and was endeavouring to complete in deference to the authoritative advice 
conveyed to me in the khureeta of the 25th July 1874', consequent upon the report of the 
(Commission of 1873. Acting on this conviction, and after a long and anxious deliboratiou 
with my ministers, Messrs. Dadabhoy Nowrojee, Bala Mungesh Wagle, Hormusjee Ardasir 
Wadia, Kazi Shalmbudeen, and others, 1 caused the khureeta of the 2n(i November 1874 to 
be despatched to His Excellency the .Governor-General through Colonel Phayre, and, notwitlj- 
standing his remonstrances, feeling assured that when tluj true state of affairs was plated 
before His Excellency the Viceroy, my appeal would be successful. This conviction was 
sliared by all my ministers and was strengthened by our knowledge of the severe censui-e 
which had been passed on Colonel Phayre by tho Bombay Government. The removal of 
Colonel Phayre on the 25th November 1874! shows that our judgment was not erroneous. 
Thus, neither personal nor political motives existed to induce me to attempt the crime witli 
which I am charged, and I solemnly declare that I never ]jersonaUy, pr through any agent, 
procured or asked the procurement of any poison whatsoever for the purjioso of attempting 
the life of Colonel Phayre ; that I never personally or through any agent directed any sucli 
attempt to be made; and I declare that the whole of the evidence of the ayah Ameena, of 
Bowjee, Nursoo and Dampdur Trimbuok on this point is absolutely untrue. I declare that 
1 nevei' personally directed any of the Residency servants to act as spies on tho Resident, or 
report to me what was going on at the Residency, nor did I ever offer or cause to l>e paid 
any money to them for such purposes. . I say nothing os to tho presents that may perhajis 
liHve been made to servants of the Residency on festive occasions such as marriage and tho 
like. Infbnnation on trifling matters going on lx)th at the Residency or at my own Palace 
may have been mutually coinmunioeted, but I. did not personally hold any intercourse with 
those servants for this pui;])oee; nor am I personally cognizant of any payments for the same 
having been made; nor did I authorise any measures by whidi secrete of the Residency 
shouW be conveyed to me, I pi^seut myself l^fore this Commission fearlessly. I put 
implicit faith in the Justice of those ippointed by my honoured and valued friend the Vioeroy. 
1 am willing to answer anjy ^questions they may d^m it right to put to me, and again 

u/ilamnlv datiYr flu. ^il1 nliib.TCN^^riV haVft'infititm.ted Ofi^ainst IVIa/’ 



Lowtetepr-jyy 

Hill 5%h|tem tb« OaekwA^^ of Baroda jblMi now oppiwti»ri^ :of 
oonaikttted as this vf^and to .ask at th^ hands-that. jaafeioB 

him. It is no., knowtmpon what gsoonda thssa aoouiaons ha^Tt^ . ItHw iK 
tipon what sll^t foandsAion his liberty has been tidcnn away. Bo has beoa hnaiifiatad 
the Edffht .of his sut^ots^-^has steered the miseary of what amounts in roalify^ a inan 
constatntad as ho is, to a aevOTe inoaroeration. It is now furtnor known upon .tdiat Wldbhoe 
these ohm^es are founded, and in what way that evidence has been procured. It is known ' 
that those who have conducted this prosecution, conducted it with all the energy that an < 
active, and I am obliged to say utterly unscrupulous, police have brought to bear upon tlie 
matter. We know now wliat is the foundation, what are the facts, and who are the 
witnesses in wnfinnationarof Uiese facts. And I am not afraid, to oasert—and I do so fearless 
of Gontrodiotion from any thoughtful and reasoning inan-*r'that ^r^^oass so incongruous, that 
statements so contradictory^ that matters so improbable—1 may my almoet impowihile-^haye 
never been heaped together in any diarge that iu modern days at^ all events has been hinught 
into a court of justice. I further am entitle^l to assert*—agaitf T msy say witlmut lear of 
contradiction—that the witnesses who are called upon to sujiport these choices are abandoned 
beyond all ordinary infamy, and that the* only endeavour that can be made by mystdf in 
aj>pearmg for His Highness the Oaekwar is to j)oint out, not these matters that I should have 
to meet as bearing in any way the impress of truth, but probably rather have to comment 
upon the greater infamy of one witness beyond another, whilst I am unable to rest my iniud 
ujxui any witness or upon any evidence which is not oorruj)t, and bearing upon its very 
features the stamp of falsity and almost carrying upon its very surface an invltatiou to those^ 
who have but to hear to say that this is a foul and perjured lie whioh no gentlemau or man 
of honor can receive or believe. 1 have said, my Lord, that the mass of evidence, the characitei' 
of it, and the irnture and character of the witnesses, is such as to 1)e almost without a.iMirallel 
I remember no case of modern days bearing the slightest similarity to have not tlm 

slightest acquaintance with the proceedings of courts of justice in this country. And fcfr 
ought that I know, infamy may exist elsewhere, and cases of infamy may have been <lis- 
covered before a tribunal like this. But in my time, and in my knowledge of other tribunals 
with which I am familial*, I have known none of tlte same character,—I have known none 
iKjariug 'even a similarity to it, and T confess it is with wonder and astoniHliment I find that 
this unfortunatci and unhappy Prince has had his liberiy taken away, and been foUoweil by 
slanders of tlie foulest kind and has been hea}icd with infamy of tlio most extraordinary kind 
from quarters where ho would feel it musk And wlien I come to look at the evidence, I find 
iioiliing but a mass of gi-oiindless Ue.s, or* filthy perjury, of abominable invention. My Lord, 
whilst tins case has been proceeding, and while ] have Iteen refloctiiig from time to time upon 
the evidence wbicli bas been given from day to day, whilst I was unable to find anything iu 
modern daysin any way whatever similar to the story, with all its improbabilititw, with all 
its incongruities, with the absolute cai'elesancss in many instances of making falsehoods fit in 
c>no with another, as if the persona who told the lies thought that they would here find an 
(*aay amlionce who would l^liove everything that these dirty wretches swore against a man 
wjio was under the ban of Government, and this Court knows right well it is not a peculiarity 
of tho ct>untry of India how when a man is down, and when he if* supposed to Vw imder the 
ban of power and it is tlioaight he may never rise again, the dirty curs surround him, spring 
ii{> and yel]) and bark, and bow their miserable tongues convey all the miserable slander they 
are able against a victim wlumi they supiiosc is prostrate. My Lord, while reflecting <»n tl»cse 
things, the sUiry which has been told here brings forcibly to my mind one of the most dis¬ 
graceful ijossages in our history—where a weak Kin^ and an excited po[>ulace assisted by 
corrupt judges, listened to stories equally incredible, listened to talcs equally absurd, sooriicd 
unytliing like leusoning, applied nothing like judgment, listened tf> everything that was stated 
and apparently believed it, and allowed many an honorable and upright gontlama^i to be 
hounded by perjury and fraud to the .scaffold. It remind.^ me (»f those tlays when Oati^s and 
Dangerfield and the crew of villains who sun-ouiided them invented eveiy lie which came to 
their mind, and omitted these lies ,in a court, of justice, and where listened to because tho.se 
ti) whom they told the lies had no. indep*5n<3ence, and were afiraid to act against the opinion 
of the monarch and the feelings of the people. But again I have been thinking whilst this 
case has been progressing that in this country there is a belief amongst certain sects in the 
doctrine of transmigration of houIb, and when I have heard Rowjee and tlie othtor persons who 
have been called here—rNursoo and the others—-I could not help drenmiug to niyacH that 
possibly, if tim ideas of these sects have anything of truth in them, at this^ moment we have 
tho Honls of Dangerfield imd Oates before us, hidden in the bodies of the perjured witnesses, 
who have dared to give eytddnce before an intellectual and honorable tribunal. My Lord, 1 
hope*—indeed I am sure*:—you will l>eliove tltat it..is no mock modesty on my p*w*t when 
I say that ‘I enter’'upon a dibeussion of this case with a feeling of such heavy responsR^dity 
that it almost destroys my powers of reasoning with the clearness I should nave deidred tp 
put before this tribunal, constituted us tho present is. 1 cannot divest my mind—it may jbo 
a wrong fooling—a feeling .J 90 t appreciated probably by n!any*-rl do . not lueait- 
bench, but by many oi rtty hearei*»—*bul I cannot divest myself of a str^g fobliiij|||[. of 
sympathy for that unhappy Prince, and my mind and powers are .overladen wth the Vmght 
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ipoa^Ml^y a|^a#«a«,'i^ t^flpr^ensidn of bemg ttBabSe, to ^lDnb#ke 
. oertl&Mt.-^ I'la^ ii|K>n w eabjeot. 

upon tbo tRaoi luiv^ hed tbe hcmur of ndclsttaiie^ I^ Ooixrt^^'X iubiM 

met iiii& niiittlg but # ^ the keenest nttentum to iaTMkglte ’d^ 

and X Wve^^ii but aenstanee even where it . was poaeliblia;' ' 

treepaeaed up6n thenr kin^ees, and 1 feel thait ti]^ me, and me thifl^i)uU/ta^,)hi^ 

1 hawhad:iM)S ^oonaplauit to mi&e sinoe the so^eot baa come into diie Cioitrt. f I liave liad 
every fhdlit^ afibrded me, ahd with iheae fiioilities I propose to address the Court. From 
this time I will endeavoor to do so with oidinneBS, advancing to them solely what 1 dim to 
bo argument, because I hope to be able to impress my ftM^np upon' Oommiseiim^ 
in niy oonsoience I believe if 1 mi only euooeed in plac^g Wore tMs Oommismon 
the matter ae it has been' impressed upon my own mind, there will- not X beUieve> be a 
dissentient opinion as to tbe-decision wnidi will be arrived at* It is not oiten, my Lord^ 
that an advocate dares tdT express such confident opinions, but I am assured the Court 
will feel that I intend no disrespect to them, and moreover if the decisicm should indeed 
1)0 adverse, 1 shall simply feel that my judgment W; been wrong, that my thoughts have 
lieen' erroneous, that my uonchisions have been led away possibly by feelings. But 
9ueh nevertheless are my fe^ings, and my only hope and jirayer is that I may be ouablod to 
convey that which is upon my own mind in clearness to the niinds of those whom 7 have the 
honour to address. My Lord, the Proclamation by His Excellency the Viceroy, as lias been 
j)omted out, has limited the scope of this inquiry. It is particularly directed thatno extraneoni^ 
mattotM should be introduced. It is anticipated that the two questions that have been sub¬ 
mitted to you, namely, whether efir not there has been an illegal tampering with certain 
.servants of the Residency, and whether or not the graver crime imputed to the Qaekwar has 
been committed-^are the two questions which this Commission is called upon to apply Uieir 
minds to and to express an opinion upon. I refer to this b^use it is impossible not to feel 
that the Gaekwar has been surrounded by, or enveloped 1 should rather- say in a cloud of 
what aS for lui 1 knoW is, calumny. I am not here with any power to know of his former 
transactions, or aught of hie former life, I have not sought, and I do not possess information 
upon the subject. I ottn well imagine—one’s reading at all events gives one an insight into 
thoHL‘ who are occasionally governing territories of this description. One knows how tliey arc 
brought up. One knows how little of independaioe they possess, how their thoughts are more 
or less controlled by others, and I believe T am rigtrt in saying that there were unfortunate , 
circumstances in His Highness* life which made him more than usually dependent on others, 
and gave him less opportunity of acting for himself and governing in those mattex-s in which 
he had a more immediate concern. It is not uuconimon, unless a prince is indeed T<jry acute 
and unless he is also very determined—it is not uncommon—1 will not say merely in this 
country, but in every country in the world—^for princes to be surrounded by the vilest of 
servants—men who are plundetring them, men who are deceiving them—men whr) are tricking 
them—and yet mem in whom they place their confidence. My Lord, I only refer to that for 
the purpose of founding this observation. Do not let us be too hasty to feston upon the man’s 
heart', his judgment, or hU mind transaotious, if there be any, which may have emanated from 
Ids servants and ovCT which be may have had but little control. I make no fixrther observa¬ 
tions upofi this point I think it will not be felt >)y the Commissiou that it is an im]>roper 
one to have been made, although it is not with reference to tliat which is more immediately in 
issue, and although, when I ccone to point 6ut what is the real nature of this case, it will hot 
be, my Lord, unimportant to ascertain by whom the Gaekwar was surrounded and who were 
the persons infiuontiat in his household. But I wish rather to convey—perhaps, addreasing 
this'tribunal I ought not to do so—^but it is an argument that is addressed to the hi|:he8t xoid 
to the ginatest^^^oever is mortal, is subject to moiial prejudices and feeUbgs, and it will not 
be conaidered disrespectful on mjr part when I earnestly implore those Members of the 
CommiasiOn who may have known souKthing of former transactionB on the part of the Gaekwar, 
and who may for aught f know have fthrmed certain opinions upon those cramtaotioua—I am 
sure it will not 1^ felt imy disrespect^n my pajj!, if I implore them earnestly, as a duty to the 
Gaekwar, as a duty to their country, ha a duty to common justice, tf) dismiss every Consider^ 
tion of that kind from their minds-i-to start fine and clear firofe the point to Which His 
Excellency the ^berOy has directed Vour attention, and from that point say,—is there any 
case made out ? 1*he importance of Ibis inquiry of coarse w veiy great. It is not for me to 
contemplate political consequCncea Jt atn quite sure, from the course that His Bkoellenoy the 
Viceroy has in this matter, tl^t he is oareleira of politicid; oousequenoes, that he has 

desired to exJaibi^ti^liW civiliaed woSd that the kdi^ian of India can be goverhod by hopour^ 
and that goertibne hrtween thp G^ wqfxpOiM either to .be 

antsgCnW to (»; somehow of ^ snob question ^idiall he deto** 

mined ih 'su<fe a ihahJobr as sMl saiafeOtiofi to he has ^poipted ibr 

that purpose a trfbuuil to wSwm it is inspoSHblo not to look xi^. The -Native PrihcM^ 
wi^ hishits ohm ckder,I ehsB he«ce|ferap^^ evince 
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•*^*1????? 9omtsm^ I%0 wUy tQ p»y» I ^xp9^ milfmm%^ P^w**)M|. W<4 
*04 w ooQ*i4enidtm tiwfc oom** ftm *4 iKwoimble «intfT*K gimiViiwp, **4^1 M* 
mt tk* pnttidiog omoer of ^ GommiwiBiMii mi ko> pr^vid^ h* W 4 Wuptutii^ 

b*0(uw* tk* v«i 7 judge of K*gW&d laeam* indepmeoo*} mi no tmk tfdag li* 
wftYgiiag from kmth, or yMldiog to power, or eofeizig exoapt i]nd«r ike idrine of liMing 
poavietipn*, 4n»ig be]|ef| end iodependen* feelii^ enters into tiie ndnd of 4 &y df tkose 
whom I ^ein^proud to oall my oonntrymeBi—gf s^ of those to whom gnt^ wodd 
Op *e being nee from anything like uaputetione of ever hwaiiig to the ri|^t or to the left* 
end who aa for es their js dgment enables them ^ streighwwerd^ whetever ndghi^ be 
the intgreste that were at stal^ whatever might be the iraporteage of detennhiatioik* 
whomsoever it might ii^iure, whomsoever it might benefit. Under such onenniBtsiiioes I 
oou^er I am indeed fortunate in the tribunm 1 have Ute Inmour of eddresnug—«od 
whilo I doubt my own powers and ability in placang the matter as I could wish before 
thi^ 1 believe, wd the world believes and moks to them with implicit and absolute 
reliance, in their integrity as well as their knowledge and their judgment. Kow, ray Lord, 
in dealing with this case, the early evidence, as it will be in we reooUeotion m yOur 
Lordship, applied to tampering with die witnesses. X propose, howeyer, to poatpone the 
goDsidendion of the matters connected with that particular ebaxge and to deal with th(‘ 
evidence applicable to the graver charge that has'bMQ made against the Ooekwar. 1 think 
that will be more oonvenient for one or two reasons. In the first place, the charge d poisoniiig, 
or attempt to poison, involves in many of its details the necessity of considering the evidsnee 
connected with the other charges and the nature of those other charges, and I think that a 
great deal of time will be sa\^ by taking the earlier charge first, and 1 am bound also to 
state in doing that X am unable to bring my mind down to the level of the other charge, 
which L scarcely appreciate, It appears to me—comparatively at all events—^trumpery 
trivial I feel some difficulty also in understanding the exact nature of it, or its exact legal 
bearings, but I shall, when 1 come to consider it, endeavour to obtain the saitction of the 
OoinmiS'^ioti for the view I take u]x>n the subject. In the meanwhile 1 sbaU deaJ-^l propose 
to deal—with the graver charges and upon that, it appears to rae, that it is desirable that I 
should i»iake one or two general observations. With regard to the natut'e of it, 1 shall have to 
enter into tx good deal of tletail and particularity. But there is one observation that it oocars 
to me that 1 am entitled to make, i have already referred to the police. 1 find that the 
{xjlicc arc dealt with in different books connected witli the law of this country, evidently upon 
the foundation of great doubts arifliug -aato their testimony I believe i am right in s^ing 
that wiilun certain jurisdictions—J do not go into details of such jurisdictions—that s 
confession made to a poUoeman is not I'eceivabJo in a court of justice in any instance 
wliatcvci, unless soniicl)ody was piesont at tlie time to corroborate it So an anoori’oboratcd 
confession of a person to a policeman would not bo received A confession to a polioeman, 
T understand, would not be received at all. There are also piovisions in other Acts of 


as 


Parliament (1 lielieve 1 am speaking correctly upon the subject), by which policemen 
are forbiddeu to accompany witnesHes to a court of justice. It seems that the liCgislatun* 
an<l the Courts are feai^J of the influences that the police are likely to have upon these 
witnesses. Laws of that kind ilo not apply here. As far as i see th^ is no law whatever 
governing the police, or what they do. fat as I can see, they are entitled to do any- 

Sling They appeal* to mo to have unlimited power, there does not seem to be any judge, 
any magistrate, who can ountiol them—what a j^mUcemau chooses to do, he does: and ui the 
present case 1 do not know how many—but a vast numliei of witnosaes'—have lieen detained 
m custody for the pin pose, as they say, of investigating this oliarge. Xfow such an uniimlted 
)>ower undoubtedly creates—and it is necessary mat it sj^Quld cseate—a very great amount of 
terrorism; and you know no man can call his house or his person hi^ when a pdUeemau is 
able at any momout to take him into custody and hold him whenever he chooses for any time 
he pleases, and there is no remedy in any way—no magistrate can interfere or does interfere, 
and he hae no power whatever either to obtain redress at the time or oompeDsati<m afterwards. 
Xt is the law, I presume, of the land. H in unquestionably the practice at Barod*. We have 
sem it in numerous instsmoes, and we have seen the mode m wliich the police have acted with 
regard to different persons whose evidence was given in this oase. In many instances 1 shall 
have to dwell upcm foots connected with the poUoe. 


But there U one g^eral ob«iervation which apjpears jwrtinent to this case, and J shall be 
glad to fix it uptm the minds of the Members ei the Oommibrion—it amieam to me to be a 
most monsttOds tlntig knd calculate to lead to the gravest ii^ustioe—1 Mlieve that t shall 
show in thp present case that it hga led to the gravest i^juBtloe— that a police officer should 
not only be the perton getting up the case, doing hg can to bring it home to the ]^son who 
is suspect^ of the charge, but that he also should have the po^er of talung the depoifitions, 
and that those depc^tions should he capable of being used against a person Upon the sa1b<^ 
quent inquiry or triai, whatever it may be. 

Human nature is not foes *4 because it inhabita the mind of a poUet eonttobife e&d * tom 
vidu> u.lumtingimnetbingtdim a keen dhaire ho,catch H—ana fipmetuiHls if he oattnolgnt 
ati^ by fair mean^ he go n little out of the way and obtain it W fouh Itfo not>sight 
that that iHuch ia a judusal document, and iidqhded to govern judiriai nunds, should be the 




cu8^ and i^^iflk is© 

s\iig\imfi^it^t^^i^p^ ^n w^n^ to 

been tiOcMiri ^ I gire ft^nuA^ t%v© 

iu»3rtid^^tl^t'tliM lii^tiot varrateted by "what" to*^ pfaioo/ibl^t tbey 1^ 

unfiiirty obti^ned; and matin |nany fesfimcBB'^Wy do not i'^preseni In wbat tMur said, 
and thS* id' point Of fbfet tboy do not in my vay whatever convey the ttutk a* w^m intended 
even in tho%#Bt of iklaehoO^/becauee these depositions <y>iit«dned tbht which thh erttnOsWe 
theinselves did ntft intend that they shoaid jwpresent. 1 think I ehaH be enabled to tdio# this 
in a vairieity df instencee/and that the observation "that I have made upon these deipoaitions 
will ehow that th^ axe riot to bo credited. I myself treat them as bm^ instances oomii^ 
from a hmune mote or less tainted with suspicion. Now, ray Lord, imete is another matter; n 
is n gisrienal one, and upon that I must rather address the President of this <k>mmisaion than 
oddrem others, except so far os some of the observations will be mere Ordinary ooromon- 
sense cl^t'vations which teiey shall be, as iUr as 1 can make them so, but they involve certain 
pnnmplte of law as well ay*cej*tain principles of justka One often meetis, when these ^ues* 


tions 


es|)ecj 


are being discussed in aoofcety, a number of people, very worthy people indeed, who say, 
jolly if it is a subject of such groat interest as this, “ Oh I Ho*and-so, there is no doubt 


“ that he is guilfy/* And I have no doubt whatever that that will be the kind of observation 
that 1 ahould meet with pretty genemlly among the English residents at and Englisli visitors 
to Baroda. ' This opinion is not confined to ono sex, but I should think it is pretty generally 
extended. But let ine endeavour to introduce a little reasoning into the subject and ask, 
" Oh 1 but why is be guilty I *’ “ Oh I wliy you know everybody says ho is guilty; there is 
“ no doubt he is guilty.’* Then you ask, Upon what facts do you put it ?" Then comes the 
puzzle. Facts are difficult things. And I have often observed tiiat those who have given 
their opinion upon a particular subject dogmatically, have very little knowledge of the matters 
upon which these conclusions nro formed. Belief, I appreliend, cannot be formed by mere 
intultion-^such belief os ought to govern the minds of courts of justice must be a belief 
founded upon foots. Now with rogard to the facts—there, again, there is very often a very 
great mistake. People treat mere assertions as tteing facts without investigation, and without 
inquiry, and without analysis. But them is moreover a class of facts, and what may be dealt 
with as assertions, and which may also bo said to be facts that frequently come before courts of 
justice, and wliich have bod the attention of very great and learned men applied to them for 
the purpose of dealing with them in n fair and judicious manner,—I mean those statements 
that are made by accomplices—the statements that are put forward by persons who admit 
themselves to be pjirfcies to a crime, and I am extrenjely anxious in this cose that the position 
of persons of that kind should be thoroughly undei«tood; ami I apprehend that I am not 


the evidence of nn 


wrong in saying that no court constituted under British law will receive 
aocomplice without confirmation. I am not unaware—and I should like to exliaust this 


Kuhject, which 1 think will be an important one, and one which I shall not probably allude to 
again—that there is no law to prevent a person being condemned by the evidence of an accom¬ 
plice alone ; but there is springing u]> a custom, as much honoured as the law itself, that judges 
in directing juries expressly direct thorn—and it would be a misdirection if they omitted to 
<lo so—that upon tho evidence of an accomplice alone no person can be put into pej’il, or have 
his liberty or hia life imperilled. That projjosition is a simple enough one, perfectly intolligible, 
and I fancy so completely admitted that 1 need not laljour upon it, but it will 1)6 well appre¬ 
ciated by the lesxned Chief Justice that there is a more important question subsidiary to that 
ono, and that is, what is the nature of the confirmation that can with propriety be received to 
implicate a person charged ? That is a question riot of less importance, but it is a question 
imdfriibtedly of more difficulty. It requires clear heads and clear minds to deal with that 
question: I propose to make some observations upon* it, and submit not my views, btft I 
believe tho views of all lawyers upon the subject. Corroboration must be something that 
itnpUoates, liowever slightly, the person diarged with the statement of a witness—it must 
bring, in some way or another the accomplice and the accused together. It would be confirma¬ 
tion sttiJixjsing there was any writing in the handwriting of the accused in which some of the 
statements mode by the aceomplioe were alluded to, and although it might be very slight 
confirmation, it would be confirmation of a kind tiiat could not be rejected. The confirmation 
that is simply supporting the assertions of the accomplices themselves as to therr own acts, 
jiidependent of tlife accused, away fr6m the accused, out of the presence of tho accused, and 
not shown to be within the knowledge of the accused, is no coafiimation whatever. To put 
tiie matter broadly, even if you coukl get (and that seems to be difficult) a respectable witness 
into this case who had seen Rowjee smt the jioison into the glass of Ooloriel Fhayre, if he did 
put it in, would be conclusive agaSnft Bowjeo, but it would be no evidence whatever against 
the Oaekw^. 1 put that |broa£y .llcause it makes the proposition that 1 have submitted to 
thft O mmiiimnn 'partly irijpli^bH and U is an observation that I think t^.Commistion 
will find ey^y wlto^ jif this caiiBe, and fiillowa all the evidence tphat has been 

given In this case.' 1 ihihlji/lthift 1 d^i^onsttate that that Oonfiririatioh that is said 1^ the 
kw to be requli*^ asfetitttis of accompli^’against on oocosed person is wantog 

from, the oommerioeinent. to the end^; that there is not iri pmnt of fact a sdintQla of evidence, 
coming from an onoorrupt witfisss, l^icdi tn any wny whatever ctmfitms the evideiaie of ihe 
accotnplioesin^lhmytee. I ritey piftfilUBfiicritiimsfound this ease vety j^tertiy 

there is a wbraof truth—and i do fot say'there rites nothin the assertion of Daffiedhttr Fiirii 
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BtlW Mid timtik (Ktt meSpfc ifi the irMine s fujppoung tMv km eonfinoAvdoii Krliit»T«^^«r 
ttsitu:^ mt th«» » eontoimtion that 4iiHDo^ dtisfe ar dteofidf wr« ofeiltfttifed 
mctividiMlilM U conArmfttiiQn if the imiii blmietf were v^^et dmge —that; mpoUd he JtfOel 
him, hut U doee nut confirm his itory egidnst the Gftekwer t and I ttok this Ceunawon 
will And» after careful inveetigation of all the evidence in this cate» Uiat from the c<^minenemili^ 
till the oonelueion thcipe n no evidence whatever that intftKiiioes the C^aekwar penoimilly mrffir 
writiii^i or by act There i» no independent witnoea who hue put hia finger upon one idfeipe 
act of the Gaekw«r that in ^y way whatever confirms the story told by the#? acoomplloet* Aa 
I dneuat the wlt net a ai ^ whieh 1 am ii^ruid I Bhal) havf to do at conaiderable length*^ I ihatl 
have to diaoim,die detaila that they in the shape of confirmation, and I think 1 shall aatia^ 
the Commiaaion, who have heard my proposition on that subject, that it is at all events a per¬ 
fectly correct one ; and having, os I hope, made myself clear on these topics, 1 won't tronblo 
the bench further on that subject, but r^uest them to weigh what 1 have said and say ^hetlier 
or not 1 have laid before them a proposidon thht it is not only legal, but one which ootntnends 
itself to men of sense and learning, though they may'nut have the loiMmiiig and ojcperlenoe of 
lawyers. It ia sometimes said and sometimes written—said by people whose words are not of 
much value, written sometimes by people whom one would have supposed knew better—Ah, 
** do not lei us have any technicalities.” And I think 1 have seen it stated in relation to this 
case Bomewhere that there will be no legal (][uibbie8 iti this ctute it will be tried according to 
common sense and reason. Teohnicidities will be entirely excluded. Those who talk that way 
forget that the technicalities tliey so much abuse and winch gbverit the practice of courts of 
justice are the works and experience of great lawyers and groat men, of the judgment of lliosc 
who have considered tlic question of how the tni^ is best elicited, and that these technicalities 
which are abused by tlioughleas and silly people, arc in point of fact the bulwarks of their 
couQti’y and the moons by which truth is sifted out of lies, and has been created and recognised 
by the wisdom of ages os the best mode of establishing the truth. I shall not trouble you 
further with the discussion of a subject which certainly docs not possess any features of amuse- 
mciu, but shall proceed to direct your attention to what I consider to be an important feature 
in the case. I am not going to make any observation or oomplaint further than this, that I 
have already made about the position in which His Highness is already placed. Those who have 
done the acts are responiible for them, and their doings will not afTect the judgment of this 
Commis<*ion. I may, however, allude to them, so far as they may be pertinent to this inquiry, 
nnd 1 think yoU will agree that this observation is fairly pertinent, that the Gaekwar from the 
pobition in wfiich lie has been placed, from the practical seizure of all hia pussesbioiib, or, to use 
the euphemism of tiiu Kesident, Sir Lewis Felly, to their attachment —an attachment of so 
le'isting a character that tlie Gaekwar has never yet seen the end of it, so that so far as he is 
concerned wliaUwer word is applied to the $t|bjeci is extremely immateriai. In relation to ail 
this, I say, he has been placed without means at his command and is undur a cloud, and I need 
scarcely add the observation that the position in which he is placed naturally creates many 
difficulties in meeting any charge of any nature such as is now preferred against him. I will 
say no more upon the subject; 1 think the observation will meet w'ith ready asfent, and I do 
not propose to I'efer to it again. But I pruposo, with great submLbion to the Commibsion, to 
dwell upon what has lieen the conduct of the (Taekwar, nnd also what his interest would be in 
this matter. It appears to mo to be nn extieinely important subject indeed. 1 should venture 
to say, in a ease surrounded, as this case must be admitted to be, by perjury, it becomes 
extremely important to view that which must in any way whatever be ihd effect of falsehood, 
of fraud, and design. I therefoie earnestly, and at tliu same timo most respectfully and humbly, 
ask the Membeis of this Coinmi«bioo to consider what the conduet of tny elient has been from 
the period which forms the date of this transuetiou, namely, the curiclusioii of the Commission 
that was held before Colonel Meade. It would bo irrelevant for me, as it would be irreJevant 
for this Oommission, to consider tlm inquiry that took place before one thoroughly competent 
to form a judgment and to assist the Viceroy of India by his views upon that or any other 
subject, i won't say or suggest, except by a word, that much which iwpeared upon that 
CoinniisBion may have been applicable to servants, and not directly to the Gaekwar, but I i^s 
away from that. The terminus from which I begin is the end of that Commissiori. The 
conduct of the Gaekwar from that period is a matu^r to which I have to solicit your earnest 
attendou. J have to solicit it with u view of asking you to say that it was not the conduct of 
a man who was deigning nnd arranging a crime of deep dye, birt that it luid all the contrary 
appearances. It is not merely negative;—I wish very much that my observations upon this 
point should be made with sufficient clearness and force to fix them on your minds. 1 assert 
that it js not in human nature that a man slioidd be acting ouenly in the way the Gaekwar did, 
and avowedly against the person against whom lie was also plotting secretly. It will be obvious 
to the mcancbt intellect that people would at oucc say, “ Yes, here is the man that has done it” 
Ordinary common sense, to give no higher name to it, ordinary cunning, wouUi prevent any 
course of that kind. I should expect that a man who was about to poison aaotlier in the way 
■uggested aguntt the Gaekwar would be all niTection with the man he intended to poison, end 
I ilmuld expect to find him diMroying any evidence that he desired to do him evil. Instead of 
tliat, you find him in conflict with Colonef Phayi^e oertmnly, but in a fair, open, and honourable 
way. He obtained a khureeta from the Viceroy of India—an important document in which 
the Vkeroy, after having considered Colonel Meade's report, after learning all that could be 
said upon,the vsibim 3 mr deriving all the asdiitanee that could be given to him by «icperienoe« 
aUiUiy, and knowledge—oame to the conclusion that the Gaekwar was a person who might 
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th^T^ftf^ had jp^ivad the Viceroy the cle^«t pjtoot chat in the CfOurC ^e 

meet with fait* <^idaratoi» With £dr judgment, and that he ^^ld he gtyi^ jokhiPAe- 

^Vell* why should he interfere with him t. But he finds-^-and uMn tbatt ihfMl hm to oheorve 
hflareafter--every aort of oppoaltion to the proceedings ho was takW aod to the wdeavoma he 
was meloQff p> perfonu that which had beei;[ suggested .by the ) do not thm it ie 

unworthy of remark the observation th^ was made by Sir Lewis Jre^ 4li h)s eocaodoAtion 
yesterday of what his experience of the Gaekwar was. Ilo ibund him <^vip wsmuehie tO'reason; 
he was able to act with him upon most Agreeable terms; be found tw ho waijperlhptiy ready 
to do what was su^ested to him lo the interests of liis Government and aoci^ding to the darire 
of the Viceroy, one cannot help making the observationi that there is suffiphmt and 

abnndttnt evidenoe—and 1 think I shall be ahlmto point out without any unnecessary harshness 
or unkindness—thm Colonel Phayr<‘ wa« about the very worst man who could have been placed 
in the position he was m; that he was in his conduct most ipjudiotousy and that the Ghiekwur 
had most reasonable ground to Complain of the conduct he pursued. One little inoideut is 
enough for me, and I think 1 shall have to dwell more upon this hereafter, You, Ckntlemmi 
of the Commisbion, can do what [ cannot;—you can realize the native mind and the native 
reason, and I ask you—and I think you will agree with the comment 1 am maldng 
—could there be anything on earth more injudicious than for Colonel Phsyre to show 
himself in daily and hourly intercourne with the very bitterest enemy the Gaekwar «ver 
had ? Could he have thought unilnr buch circumstances justice was likely to be done to him ? 
Moreover, was justice likely to be done to him ^ I venture to tliiiik not; for although 
Colonel Phayre imagined and stated tluu Dhow Poonikur was a must upright and Itighly 
honourable man, 1 venture entirely to dissent from that opinion, and to think he was nothing 
more than a spy, and a person who, witli other persons too numerous to mention, was hunting up 
for that very information which the Gaekwar is accused ol obtaining—hunting it up in mucli the 
same way, not perhaps receiving for it it Hpecific sums uf money, but receiving Colonel JMiayro's 
patronage which would put more in Bhow Poonikur s pockets than a few rupees would do, as it 
would snow that he bad the ear of the Resident; and it must be remembered tliat this man 


must have appeared before tbc eyes of the Gaekwar as being a person who, in all human 
probability, was controlling alt the actions of Colonel Phayre. Is it wonderiul then that tlie 
khnreeta of the 2nd of November should iiave been Iranicd? (.)f course the gentlemen oi itic 
Commission have all the dates in thep* minds, so that 1 need not usk them to recollect tiiem 
portiouJarly, but in dealing with it, it seems to me to be a matter of importance to remember 
this date,—1 allude to the 2nd November. Immediately previous to tliat time the khureeta was 
being framed. It must have been a subject of very grave deliberation. It is, as lar as iiiy 
humole Judgment goes, a very admirable document. Evertliing is put most fairly, most tem¬ 
perately, and at thts same time argumentatively, while not leaving matter ujion bare assertion 
without proof. Two or three cases are quoted of wliat he alleges to be the gross injustice per¬ 
petrated against him by Colonel Phayre. The cose propounded by the prosecution is that ut 
the vety time this kbureeta was {>eing prepared, simultaneously with it—day by (lay and hour 
by hour it must have been going on—arsenic, diamond dust, contrivances of kinds that are the 
dreariest reniains of ancient superstition, bottles containing poison, such as one may read of 
probably in tlx* Arakutn NigiUs, but which 1 should have thought would have been hardly 
alluded to in die darkest places in the XDili century. But all Uiis time while a great State 
document of great importance was being prepared with care, and argued out with judgment— 
^hUe this is being prepared by himself and ins mlniblers, lie is accused of mixing himself up 
with a parcel of scounilTeJs, and inviting tliem to poison the man whom he must have known 
perfectly well would have to answer this khureeta,aud whom he also must have known it would 
bo perfectly useless to act in any way whatever against, dll this khureeta was answered. Of iiis 
olyect 1 shall notoing more at present; but when I come to objects I shall liave to say 
a good deal. There ore grave matters in this case that will present themselves, and I cannot 
help thinking, before it is coucluded, the real criminal will be traced. 1 cannot help thinking 
so. But talking uf the probability of the Gaekwar being that criminal, 1 wish to impress— 

• and this is a matter that I shall have to dwell upon hereafter—as strongly as I can on tlie minds 
of the Commission, that such an outburst as wpuld arise from the successful poisoning, or 
unsuccessful attempt to poison, must, in all iiuman probability, have utterly prevented any 
attention being paid to the khureeta In this particular instance the Viceroy appears to 
have attended to it immediately, and notwithstanding this alleged attempt occurring* to have 
answered the khureeta in most favourable terms. But it appears to me if the K^denc had 
b^i pmsoned, in all human probability tliere would have b^ an end of the inquiry ssAsed 
by die Gaekwar, ^ml that the grater subject connecijed with the kln^om, the poisomog of 
the Besideut, of the Queen's re|reseDtative in that Hngdom, would nave smothered evesy^ 
thing like an inquiry into other jitters, and probably would have led to a deposition Uf an 
endray different kmd, vq^ttmgffrom toe beginning to toe end all the endeavpum of the 
Gaekwar for ijhe puroose of ebbing idvbat he conridmed justice at toe bends of toe Viceroy. 
T submit that woid4 be the paturd result,*-4n point of should ssy toe almost oeitlin result 

of aoefa an attempt whether succeAful or not, therelbre'I venture to think that toe two 
are totally incoaojiittoBt,: thpt tbe^useeto aud poisopkig do not agree; tosrt toey do not go 
hand in liisi4t tlwA th^ are pede^asunder; that they 4lverg of neoessityt toat man whf^ 
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wae all ^ndetr no wateh»' (^d not inteiferred with In any wiKy whatever. 

sUgffeattdn of the proietotidoa is'that upoiitbis ma&’e mind it thb knowlei^ of this hU^Ty 
and-lie ^abo WWi, if die stofy be a tinio one, that the inkbediate actors in this cHme are fuiMAi 


who hisye bebtt 'afreai^ that inquiries .have been made^ and that the ttaih is faid by 

which'ultfai^eiy thO^trUth may be airived at At this period hia Secretary t)ainO<ihtir Punt 
wab not under duir^. Damodhur, who certainly, whatever other elements, may be wantinu in 
his constitution, ' not wanting in intelligence—would of course have communicated witH^him, 
and aooordinft to Damodhur Punt’s evidence he had commnmcations witb%i^; so if Camo^nr 
Punfs evidence is'to he believed, his mind was quite alive on the subjo^ events his mihd 
W^ould heoessarily he alive from the fact of Rowee and Nursoo having been t^henlnto ct^tody^ and 
this matter being investigated. Well, during all this time he has control of all the means connected 
with his Government. The control of money eufficient for the purposes I am about to suggest, 
and the question is what his conduct was, and whether tliat conduct is what you would expect 
the conduct of a guilty roan to bc^. I submit that it was not. ()n the contrary, it was the conduct 
of an innocent man. It is not pretetidcri tliat he had communications with Roajee or NursOo; 
or that he, either by his agents or otherwise, endeavoured to get them out of the way. It is not 
suggested that any attempt was made by his agents or others to bribe them. Ho remains there 
knowing, if the case on the part of the prosecutors is a true one, that he was sitting upon a mine 
to which a match might be at any moment applied; knowing that he imist be necessarily blown 
up by it, and yet there he remains careless, pursuing his ordinary avocations, seeing Sir Lewis 
Pelly each day, dealing with Sir Lewis Pelly anxiously for the purjwse of meeting the views ol’ 
Ihe Viceroy daily in the town, daily having an opportunity of seeing Rowiee, daily having an 
opportunity of seeing Nnrsoo, his secret agents, I suppose he would have uu difficulty in finding 
some wliom.he could use for his purpose, and there is not a single act from the beginning to the 
end of that period—and 1 urge this upon the Commission—that is indicative of anything but 
the most per^t freedom from being guilty of the subject of the matter that was then being 
investigated and now is charged against him. A very few >vords more about him. I bad 
intended rather to have ileferred my observations upon this matter till a later period, but one. 
docs not always follow the exact arrangemeni that one has made, but having alluded to it, 1 will 
now conclude my observations upon the subject of his conduct, by begging attention to the 
evidence given by Sir I^wis Pelly yesterday to his conduct when he was requested to send 
Yeslmrontrao and Salim lo the Residency. I think I may ask you to refer to tlie correspondence 
whicli I put in on that subiect. Sir Lewis Pelly left no doubt whatever os to what was the 
nature of the inquiry, and as lo his object in asking for tl>o presence of these two persons. 
What was the conduct of the Oaokwar himself? It may be great deceit and it may be great 
hypocrisy, but it is a deceit and hypocrisy that he has not shown in any other part of his 
career. * It may have liecn great deceit and great hypocrisy, but it 'is inconsistent with 
anything you find in the earlier period of his conduct recording the matters which 
have given rise to this trial. It may have been deceit and hypocrisy that he exhibited, 
hut bear in mind that he- sent Salim and Yeshwuntrao without hesitation, without a moment’s 
delay, and without any communication having been made to them by any human being, they 
were permitted to come to the Residency, and state all they knew about the matter under the 
haiJfU of acute police officers; under the hands of authority, under the hands of the law. 
He knew the power of the law, he knew the power of the English Government, he knew how 
much could be brought to bear upon a person against whom there is an accusation by the 
British Govermnent. And yet the supposed attempted murderer has never interfered with 
any of those persons, never attempted to corrupt them, or buy them over, and when their 
presence was required at the Residency, he immediatchy without communicating with them, 
oiriered them to go there, went himself, offered himself in every way to give every assistance; 
and I take the Imeriy of saying that while his interests and his conduct militote against his 
contemplating the act of poisoning, his subsequent conduct showed as conclusively av a man’s 
detneandur and cohduct can show, that he had never bt*en a party to ii. I submit for your 
better consideration and judgment these observations upon the subject of what his conduct 
was both befor^ and after this charge, and’ I hope you will not consider thot I am too sanguine 
in sitopoaing that they are likely to have great effect on your minds, and that effect of a kind 
much ealcukW in favour of the Gaekwar. At that time, aa your Lordship is aware, I in^n 
durihg that month while the Gaekwar was at liberty and free from anything like restraint, 
Salim and TcshwaHtrao wdre his servants, under his control, and there would hive been no 
diffi^lty whatever in their removal if ithadbeen desired. Another remarkable jTa^t in 
case is that while tb^e is evideOce of sums of money of a comparatively small amount brine 
p^, as was supposed, for irifritnation to the ayah and to otheri^I say comparatively sm^ 
amount bcoapse as as t recrilect the evidence the amount is smaU, yoiw Lqrdsiup will 

coiteOt the by your notes, if l am wrong, I ani speaking nbw without looking at my . 
btttas'fiir as TrCCollcot tiijtjfe ' 8 not a half-pentiV supposed to have been prid to imY ^ 
alleged aCtors In this murdcritij^ frnnsaciion during the whole of the time during 
tnstw^tidln^ bring carr^ oufl 1 think I am right in saying that it wtti about August 
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m murder 1)6 d^templftted. Thei'e ia jindoubtemy aamher > iMfmee in tlsk ctum. of 
renuurkebW Bmde«.y.aDd 8elf<4eniit] on t(ie part of RowjQeaDd^ttnd<>(r«^ttiVM fH^ iafind 
any good auolitksyreaiaimng in tiieir comtituUona^they never iKem-tm-bli^^ Ibr nny 
money. My. Lord, you aoe ttmt we were in the handa of tiieee'wSvj^Mitipostng ^thty had 
told diat they had received auma of rtjoney, probably tlwy would &ye had 'to «how how .they 
hadapent U. so that they dared not sMeVjt it, If that »rthe ca8e,<we hinre^ 1,thank, a feMttre 
quite unnatural, that a Prince should put himself abcmlutely in the power of half adosen of 
his Bubordiaates, beoanse one of the curious matters in this case is that tlss Gaekwar, who is 
said to be rather reticent in one of the examinations, seems to luive been extremriy anxious 
to parade in a most imuecessary fashion his intention t6 poison Colonel Phayiw, and if, in 
{xiint of fact, ho had been anxious to make up a case against himself, he oonld WOt have gone 
more efTectunlly to work, for while one instrument would have been quite sullioteiUi hescwiiiB 
to have taken endless opportunities of proclaiming his intention, and surrounding liimself wiili 
conclusive evidence of four or five witnesses, at least four of whom were quite unnecessary for 
the purpose he is supposed to have hod in view. There cannot be a more remarkable Instance 
of that than Nursoo himself, for if you look through the whole of hU evidence, 1 ask you 
whether that man has been brought liere for any purpose except to corroborate the lies of 
liowjee, for from beginning to end he was useless in the transaction, and he is brought into 
the ]>resence of the Gaekwar for no earthly purpi>so in connexion with the crime that was 
about to bo committed. All that I find about him is that, ** Salim will hand you so and so.^’ 
They make him an intermoddler, and an entirely unnecessary accomplice to the crime. Kot 
very natural, not very probable this. Hut Nursoo’s fate leads him into most unliappy matters 
and entails upon him most unhappy consequences. 1 fear, my Lord, that in pursuing a 
consecutive argument,—the materials are so abundant, ns the investigation has lasted such a 
long time,—^that somehow or other, in tho arrangement of matters, I may get into confusion, 
but 1 shall leave it to tho Commission to put my omissions right—1 HhuU endeavour to be as 
clear as powible, and I shall (fiso endeavour to be ns concise as possible. I think, my Lord, 
it may not be undesirable that I sliould refer more particularly to the case as it has been put 
before you—and, for that purpose, I shall refer to tho speech of niy learned friend the 
Advocate-Qenenil'—a speech in all respects w'orthy of the high position he holds—perfectly 
temperate, and fair, and not an observation introduced into it, about which, on the part fif 
the Gaekwar, 1 feel ] have the slightest right to complain ; in fact, 1 niuy suy that one of the 
j)lcasure8 1 have hud in the conduct of this most ]>ainl'ul and auKiuus case, has been the 
continuous courtesy 1 have met with from my* learned friend, and the assbtance he has 
afforded me, whenever he could justly give it to me. I propost*, tis I have said, to refer to 
his speech, because it is a careful speech, and has been founded upon instructions carefully 
given. I call your attention to the mode in which lie places this case and the features to which 
he invited tho attention of the Commission, as being those upon which he should ask your 
judgment adversely to the Gaekwar. He divided the matter into tlie charge of tampering with 
the servants in winch he suggested the sayali as being one of the principal peribnuers. X 
ought, however, before I comment upon what my learned friend did open, to refer to one very 
remarkable omission in his speech. The omission must have been deliberate, and so far as 

I cun see, it is omitted of necessity. He does nut from the commencement to the conclusion 
of his speech suggest any motive that could have octuaied the Gaekwar to commit this crime. 

II hue been left to me to bring out the position of the Gaekwar and his course of proceeding 

to show what motives he had, and coinmeiit upon these motivos, and whut they probably 
would have led io, but niy learned friend suggests no motives, although he must have well 
considered this matter, it must have occurred to him as the first thing that sitould be <loult 
with in proving a great crime like this; but my learned friend has l>een unable to put his 
finger upon any single position tliat existed in connexion with the Gaekwar tlrnt would have 
shown whence a reasonable motive could have sprung for the commission of tins great crime 
with which he is charged. 1 say he alluded to the tamixniug of the servants, but lie did not 
suggest or allege that there was any omineXiou between the ayah, liowjee, and Kursoo. 
What is also very remarkable is Uie following fact, which 1 shall ask your permisaioti to say a 
word or two about Tlie AdvoGiRte>Gcneral introduced into this part of the case a person of 
the name of Pedro, who, accordinig to my learned friend, was chief liiitler, and liad been butler 
for some five and twenty years, and whom ho connected with iliat branch, of the case which 
i have described as being the tampering with the servants. After the mention of Pedro, my 
iearaed friend says, “ I now come to the more important part of the case.'* So that be divides 
the case into two parts—the aot^ of the uyajj, and one or two other persons, and the acts of 
Pedro, in connexion with the llmpering of tlie witnesses, aud then l>e goes on to Um acu of 
other persom.in fupport of ibe lilesation of i^lsotiiiig. U liecomes important that we should 
consider. mo<ie in ii^hitdi mr mamed friend has introduced the man Pedro, who forms 
a most important feature m tpis inquity. I have no hesitation whatever in sayhtg that 
independent' of Umost (i|lter argument, in the case, and taking a certaiu view of 

the caaoj'tiic evidence of Ped^ eutiUes the Gaekvrar to an acquitud on all-the charges 
brought fl^nst him. It be^mel therefore extremely important to consider my 

learned Meud hfts dealt with llsdio, knowing perfectly all that Pedro had to say, knowing 
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who precidds k well awawyhow witileBwaOf a certain kind may be intxodttOed intcra cn«^ 
ouppottn^' their teetihiony u at all miftpidmis—there toay he » doubt imder kxoh 
stanees a« to whether they should be promieed as witneaees. My ieeruetl friend biw of coom 
deliberated On this matter. He has not attempted t» cast the slig^hteBt elur upon l*edro* 
He has introduced him as a perfectly respectable trustworthy witnesBy and a« a person to be 
relied on as fuovinjit a particular &ot. He bad been twenty-five yean iu the employment of 
the Residency. 1 have a right therefore to say that from the beginning to the end of this 
casei there has not been a suggestion of anything that would cause me to say that Pedro is not 
amongst the whole group of liars and perjurezs who ,have been introduced tn support thk case,, 
the one man against whom no imputation whatever is cost. Pedro puts this case out of Court. 
If Pedro is to bo believed, there is an end of it. The entire soperstructure must tumble, 
liowjee, the main actor, cannot be believed as his evidence stood, but here it is contradicted up 
to the very hilt, and I will show you internal evidence presently of the truth of Pedro’s state¬ 
ment, and of the falsity of the statements made by Rowjee. Without*' however, entering now 
upon that particular evidence, I shall deal simply with the particular fact that a man introduced 
here by my learned friend as a thoroughly respectable witness, competent , to prove a iaci, a 
man upon whose evidence he has asked you to find a decision against the Gaekwai;, a man 
who, for aught I know, has been a confidential servant tor a quarter of a century, declares in 
the witness-box here that every word deposed in relation to him by Rowjee is a foul lie and 
fabrication. My Lord, I feel it very difficult indeed to say more upon such a point. It appears 
to me that as far as Rowjee is concerned the evidence against him k conclusive, and if you 
agree with me that upon Bowjee’s evidence tliis case must stand or full, then Pedro strikes a 
mortal blow to the whole case, fi’om which J think that even the ingenuity and power of tliu 
Advocate-General will not be able to rescue it He will attempt lo avert it will all the fairness 
which, as the representative of the Crown, desirous simply for justice, he can command ; but 1 
think that* notwithstanding it will puzzle him to find an argument to convince thk Commission, 
that if the evidence of Pedro can possibly be believed, it is not possible to believe in Rowjee. 
1 am reminded by my learned friend Mr. Branson, to whom I have constantly to offer thanks 
for his assistance, that Pedro, oddly enough, is the only person whose examination does not 
appear to have been conducted by parties to the case. He was examined at Bombay by a 
•lustice of the Pence and Deputy Commissioner of Police there (referring to Mr. fSdginton). 
There are some things tliat must be, and which can never be denied. 1 apprehend tiuit, 
in the first instance* you have such a case. You have got Rowjee and you have got Pedro. 
You cannot believe both of them, it will he imposstbie to do so. 1 shall comniont iifKm 
Kowjee’s evidence presently, and in the meantime, I shall say nothing more about Pedro’s 
evidence. It i.s not necessary for mo to give a character to a man from whom my learncrl 
has not attempted to take it, but who, on tfie. contrary, has been relied upon by niy learned 
friend for the proving of what he deems to bo an important part of this case. Now, rny Lord, 
iny friend, having slated that he had ctmie to the more important part of his ^ase, proceeds to 
open upon the attetiqitB to [M)isoii Colonel Phayre, and I think that your Lordship inusL luivc* 
been surprised at the instructions which my friend r^eived upon that subjcca Aly learned 
friend, in his opening, makes no mention of the earlier attempts to poison. He does not allude 
to the earlier attempts which are said to have taken place to poison Colonel Pliayre, and which 
form un important part in Rowjee’s testimony. I do not remember the dates, but 1 shall call 
your attention lo the subject afterwards. 1 merely call stteiilion now to the fact that it is 
alluded to by Colonel Phayre, but that my learned friend does not mention it in his opening. 
1 cun scarcely imugiiio an omission of that kind to be accidenia). Probably my learned friend 
tiiought it was so utterly incredible that he did not like to put it gravely before the Cununit»sion, 
and 1 think 1 shall be able to show that if sucli was his idea, that it is a correct one. But 
whilst he docs not speak of these September attempts, be opens upon two attempts by Kowjee. 
on the 6th and 7iit November, while Rowjee himself, us the Commission will reincmher, 
declared that lie did not make any attempt either upon the sialh or the seventh. It is perlecily 
true that although there was no attempt made upon the 6th and the 7th, yet Colonel Phajfre 
had all the distressing symptoms just the same. Colonel Phayre looked buck to the tirms 
wlieii he ought to have taken the poison, and when he ought to have taken it hk stomach whs 
always in a most uncomfortable state. If it was'so upon the 6th and 7th, it must have been 
the pumineloe juice, because there is no poison. Rowjee, who was saul to have put in the 
arsenic* does not assert that bo pul it in on those dates. That tumbles to the ground nlto- 
geiiier. On tlie contrary he says, All that 1 receiveti I put in on the 9th November.'" There 
can be no doubt whatever that liars often forget thentst^lve?. It is one of those fortunate 
arrangements of nature that liars very seldom have a good memory; and nobody can doubt 
time when my learned friend opened llio attempt nt poisoning on the 6th aiul 7th Rowjee had 
made Ins statement, that there had been this attempt at poisoning. 1 forget whether he said so 
to Mr. Souier or not. It is quite clear he made it to somebody, because this statement my 
learned friend was instructed to make. Well, when Rowjee came u* bo examined, 1 quite 
admit his position was not altogether a pleasant one, and his memory ntight not bo altogether 
so retentive as it might be. He made no allusion to the attempts of the 6th and 7tb* but, on 
the contrary, he made a statement in effect entirely inconsistent with that, sayiitg that ho put 
the whole of the powder he received in Colonel Phayre’s tumbler on the 9ll», AJy friend then 
refers to the orders to procure arsenic from Hemchund Fotteychund, about whtwu I shall have 
to say a word or two when 1 come to the evidence of Damodhur Punt, and I place before you 
a probable soliution to this part the case. But my friend makes an observatiodi which I 


think 1 mav optat jbte and than ii ta dkeflot ^and 

po»itive ^tra&tkw; . He apMok vimd dius^oa dust eppm to havu. be»i IKMinded 
togeth^, and hiMidad over by Salun io Bowjee upon twQ. oooasiona. Jn: page ill of the abort- 
hand writer’a ncttoa, friend saya» ** The araenh! and dianioud duet 4tua obtainec^ appear to 
have been ootopouiided together and handed over by Salim to Bowjee on two oocwupns.” Tko 
importance of that I shall deal with in another portion of my observadona, but 1 may briefly 
say that thia diamond dust and arsenic are the diamond dust and arseiue suppoeedv^to have 
Iwen given upon the first occasion to Bowjee, Arsenic and diamond dust are not :Said.to have 
been.reoeived at ail upon the last oceaeipi]. One powder only m said to have been givmt on 
the Ifwt oooasion. But the two packets are said to have been mven to Howjee f'p: the . purpose 
of being administered to Colonel Pliayre, somewhere about September. Why it is important 
to consider what my friend was instructed to open, is this. I think there k no doubt from my 
learned friend’s opening—and I believe it will turn out that this war the original uasertiou— 
that the diamond dust and arsenic appear to have been compounded together and handed over 
to Rowjee, JNbw, the statement that Bowjee makes now k that there were two packets ;givon. 
He told us that he divided this into three portions—one packet into whitOi and the others into 
a rose-colored powder. Probably it k rose-colored, because Bowjee had heard of rose diamonds. 
1 rather ima^ne he introduced the color out of compliment to the name. At any rate there 
w'ere two powders, one of arsenic and one of something like rose-colored powder. That is his 
first statement, quite inconsistent with the diamond dust and arsenic compounded together— 
pcrrectlj)r so, for if ttiey were compounded together, the arsenic could not have come into 
Bowjees possession. It was necessary therefore for Bowjee, in support of the lie about the 
belt and the arsenic found in the belt,—it was necessary for him to invent another story, and 
therefore Howjee does invent this very remarkable one. He says tliat there were two powders 
given to bimi not compounded toirether—that one was separate and the other, as I pointed out, 
rose-colored. Then Bowjee—whose mind is of a peculiar character, made up of murder and mercy, 
of affection fur Colonel Phayre and a desire to kill him—tliinks that this white powder is too 
pmsonous to administer, am! be accordingly in making up the packets mixes up three packets, 
urincipally of the rose-colored powder, and puts in a small pinch of arsenic not calculated to 
harm anybody into the rose-colored powder; aiul then he deposited that which was intended 
to pokon Colonel Phayre in his girdle and forgets all about it. I sitall have to comment upon 
the belt episode hereafter. It is a very peculiar and important episode, and is not one of the 
least indicative of what the case is. It is not wrung that I shonlcf refer to that and point out 
the entire difference between the case my learned Iriend was instructed to open and the ikets 
which have been proved. 1 shall be obliged to refer to these matters a^aiii at something like 
great length, but I mention them now to request you to give such consideration as my obser¬ 
vations and the facts themselves lead you to cgikider they are worth. Then, my Lord, my 
learned friend, being in serious difliculties, having no motive to suggest, suggests that there is 
a confirmation arising from the absence of communication * between all the witnesses. He 
dwells upon that as being a stror^ and pregnant evidence of confirmation. Perhaps 'that 
would be abouj; the nearest approach to evidence of confiniiation that could be given in this 
case ; yet 1 should say that it was trumpery and trashy—yet perhaps it has some claim to be 
considered as evidence of corroboration if it were tlie iact. The only misfortune, is that it is 
utterly without foundation. Not only had the witnesses intercourse together, but they were 
invited by that respectable gentleman, Akbar Ali, in a most persuasive manner, to give every 
particular to him; and they generally made u siatemeut after having passed a not very 
comfortable tweiity-fonr hours. There seems to be a process—what it is 1 do not know—that 
after having been under the gentle care of Akbar Ali, and probably quite accidentally, they 
are made very uncomibrtable in their minds and at once make a statemeut. That, as oon- 
firmutioii, falls to tlie ground; and 1 shall point to a way they were brought together for the 
purpose of having their evidence manufactured—and how completely it was manufiiotured 
from beginning to end—and I shall, 1 believe, lead your minds lo tliat conclusion which will 
be pretty well bounde<l by this. 1 do not think I need here do more than use the name of 
Ou^und (I wkb he had a name 1 could pronounce better). 1 think that when they talk of 
fairness and of tiie witnesses having no opportunity of seeing each other and of confirmation 
from that source, ail 1 need say is—Qi^anund; Nothing can be fairer, my friend may say, to 
these witnesses, and that at least diere was candour and fairness. 1 answer—Gujanund. .^nd 
if, when Gujanund is fully impressed upon the minds of the Commissioners, and when tliey 
remember the active and intelligent officers, as they will be called in the London papers, whose 
assistance he had on all occasions, I tliink the notion of the witnesses not seeing each other or 
knowing what they were about to say k the most comical that has ever been brought before a 
Court of Justice. Unfortunately, as I have said before, liars wbu have no foundation of truth 
to go upon cannot always recoliatt what they may have formerly said, and therefore, notwith¬ 
standing Gujanund,, Akbar Ali, and Abdool All, who have done all they could for their country 
and themselves, Inot think it will btt believed that the witnesses had not many oppor¬ 
tunities of meeting together. B^t my learned firiend had felt that up to this time he had a 
very unsympathetic case to^ofler ^ the Commission. He felt that he a terrible lot of rogues 
and a terrible lot of fakehobds,^ probable falsehoods, to allude to, and there was nothing 
whatever in regard to Damodhus Punt and to'Bowjee that could redeem them from the depth 
of rascality into which their ow^ admissions have put them. But at last my learned friend 
cum.es to au oasis m the desert of suserable lying tlirou^ whid) ho had been obliged to travel. 
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inoarred and the falsitj' of allegiance of'which he had been guilty; that he'aitenidted to 
" deown'hhhaelf. There ia a deep well near the Residency. ^ One day he btoke tUrky mm h8« 
** guards and jumped'into the well, firom which he was lUMued by me police.^ It turns out, 
however, that he had had a dinner at the Residency—-I have no doubt a very good one. He 
was standing Inside the weU and saw people, and he was seized with a vertigo, aUd then he 
tumbled! notwithstanding all my learned mend's efforts to push him into the well, he would 
not go in except by his own act, and my IHend could not get him to declare more than that he 
tumbled into the well. They that truth is found at the bottom of a well, but on this 
occasion the police were too quick and rescued him before he had found ahy. So we pass away 
from Nursoo. The next mjitter to which my learned friend alluded, and upon which also he 
had depended for confirmation, was the demeanor of the Gaekwar when he called upon Colonel 
Phayre on the 9th November, My friend said“ Colonel Phayre was still sunering from 
“ the effects of the poison which he had imbibed, but he did not know at that time, as he had 
not heard from Dr. Seward, what he had taken. He received His Highness as usual, and 
was much struck bv His Highness in the course of conversation describing to him almost 
exa<rtly the symptoms under which he was suffering, and saying that there was a groat deal 
“ of sicKness about the town of such a character as Colonel Phayre was at that very momcni 
suffering from. He said that he had himself suffered in the same way.” It is curious that 
such a conservation should take place. Colonel Phayre did not tell Mulhar Rao what he had 
taken or what his suMositions were at that time—^he may have thought something had been 
put in his goblet. He had no definite idea that he had partaken of poison, not having then 
seen Dr. Seward. But if Damodhur speaks truthfully the Maharaja knew perfectly well then 
that the attempt had boon made and had foiled, because on his driving back from the Residency 
to the Pnlace he picked up Damodhur Punt on the road and had a conversation with him 
about it. That conversation Damodhur Punt will hhuself relate. My learned friend intended 
to convey—and probably it would have been an argument of very great weight - -that the 
Gaekwar had wished, having ordinary knowletlge enough to know the symptoms of poisoning 
by arsenic, to divert Colonel Phayre’s attention from thoughts of poisoning by endeavouring to 
convey the impression presented that he himself suffered under exactly the same symptoms 
from natural causes. I road to you a letter from Colonel Phayre to Dr. Seward or Dr. Gbay— 
I sec it is to Dr. Seward :—“ Although I only took two or three sip of the puinmelo juice 
which the tumbler contained, T felt within about half an hour, as I described to you, a most 
** unnsua) .sickness of stomach, accompanieil by dizzint^ss in the head and of sight, producing 
confusion of thought, also a ‘most unpleasant metallic taste in the mouth, with slight sail- 
“ vation, such as J have never experienced till within l^e last few days.” These are the 
symptnins described by Colonel Phayre, and those are the symptoms my friend is instructed to 
say are identical with those which the Gaekwar attempted to make Ci»lonel Phayre believe he 
was suffering under from natural causes. I have therefore looked into what the* evidence of 
Colonel Phayre was upon the subject He says:—" I asked His Highness about his healtli* 
“ and ho said that he had not been very well, and that there was a good deal of fever about, 
" and ho thought he must have eaten too many sweetmeats of the kind usually made at the 
** Dewallce. He also said that ho had headache and a slight pain in his stomach, but he was 
well now.” It is rather difficult to Associate the description which be gives of the slight 
pain in the stomach from eating sweetmeats with the coppry taste, the dizziness, and 
the slight salivations described by Colonel Phayre, and I believe another observation was 
made as to there being something unusual in asking ’ Colonel Phayre about his health. 
Indeed, I am reminded that Colonel Phayre led up to ihe^uestion by speaking of his own 
health. When I look nt Colonel Plmyre’e evidence, I am warranted in saying that the whole of 
the Gaekwar’s demeanor to Colonel Phayre upon that morning was one nothing approacldng 
to guilt, but was the perfectly natural demeanour of a man who generally visited Colonel Pliayre 
on that day—it was not a demeanour, in fact, that could have excited suspicion in the remotest 
degree in the mind of the most suspicious person. T have thus, my Lord, dwelt wiiJi my 
learned friend’s speech, which is valuable, not only for its ability, but as pointing out in the 
clearest manner what his view is of the evidence. Now, he says that this case depended upon 
Nursoo and Rowjee; he admits them to be accomplices in the crime they say was committed, 
and that he considers that according to ordinary practice—and the practice will be observed 
in the present occasion—^that confirmation of some Knd is neceswry ; and he undertakes to 
give that confirmation. gives three Bamples —*one is that the witnesses were kept separate. 
I have already referred to that to show that wherever traceable the contrary was the fact. 
Will any one for a single moment doubt that there is any honest oonfirmation in the conduct 
of NUrsoo, a man who,' although very wicked on one occasion, when his fete led hitn to kttemM 
murder, ^as a man whio had the merit of showing repentance, and exhibiting hii rinderity 
attempting to pitch himself into a well? With what object was he introduced into thd caafet 
Hid the Maharaja on any occsuidn rive him anything to du? He has done n^hu^— 
has folira through. Another ipblnt was the demeanour of the Gaekwar and his aimsiorf to hie 
own tnakdies milbli he says vvere identical with thbsfe of Cdlpnel PhayfO—thab alw tnmW 
down to tike gtonnd. He has foiled upon thejme point on ’which he relied to ghte confinna* 



lion.. Ho ima«4 mSAh Pedcom o witiMMO to be f«W «po« ym s^wiaifiry»ti» tt»v H e 
has opened with PbAro to beueHed upon, Bflbking no eomment tp^oetract fwmi ta evwnoe 
ant) ore^bllitv^ as|4^edro Icno^s over the morn witness upon the taosi mawml pmat^tnus 
showing that wiwjee has upon titese points entii«ly end deliberately poifiwed b«ns«l£ 
if 1 am right ih the observations I venture to make in this jportion of my add^s Uf»on . this 
point, we are now left entirely and absolutely at the mercy of the three acconiplic«; mkI it is 
upon evidence of such witnesses, filled with oilier inconsistencies, that you are awed to demise 
the Oaekwar of4iis honour, of his property—to cast him fortli as a helot in the world froni 
whom all would shrink—-a man whom, if you were sitting here in another capacity twn tiut of 
Commisuoners, if you were sitting here as jurymen—a man w'hom without hesitation you 
would hand over to the scaffold. And this result is asked of you to be arrived at upon the 
evidence of men admitted by my learned friend to he accomplices, and show I think, up to 
tliifi time at all events, by the opinions which I have ventured humlily to address you, to be 
accomplices without a shadow of foundation. 1 will now—and before going to other evidence, 
because I may do so with propriety and conveniently—refer to the evidence of Colonel Phayre. 
lie is the central figure in this extraordinary story. Heaven knows that 1 have no wish to 
say u word more than I am absolutely obliged to do calculated to hurt the feelings of Colonel 
Pbayre, wlio, I have no doubt, is a thoroughly upright and Iioiiouraltle man, and a gallant and 
distinguished officer; but I venture to think that Colonel Phuyre was entirely unfit for the 
position he held—which w^as an extremely delicate one—and he was known by the Gaekwar 
to have met wdth a reprimand of a most serious kind, not involving, but on the other hand 
conceding, his iionour and integrity, but dwelling upon his want of tact and judgment in the 
management of delicate affairs. 1 think I am not putting it unfairly. He said, and no doubt 
truly, that a subsequent Governor cleared him from this imputation. This gives me no die- 
satisfncLion, but on the contrary 1 never wished to use that document as charging Colonel 
I’buyre as deserving of the censure passed upon him. 1 used it simply to show that it was one 
of those documents operating upon the mind of the Gaekwar and leading him to consider first 
that Colonel i’hayre was scarcely the person to occupy the position he did, and that in tiic 
next place that he would be removed upon a complaint being made. Colonel Phayre most 
imprudently associated himself witli a jierson, or a number of persons, who were not friendly 
to the Gaekwar. Bhow Poonikur was a specimen of the lot. They say they got no money— 
but they got patronage, which was probably very much more valuable to ail these men, to 
wliom Colonel Phayre seems entirely to liave lent liimself. From mixing with these men 
Colonel Phayre comes to the conclusion that Bhow Poonikur—God only knows how he comes 
to die conclusion—is or was an honourable man. We know not u()on what grounds be came 
to that conoiusion, but he made a right-hand man of him who harl been so octive against the 
Gaekwar. Then Colonel Phayre has a great iiotjou of redeeming a persecuted people. He is 
the saviour to whom the people looked and made entreaties to. When he drove out ho was 
met by persons who petitioned him, and he was a ready listener to all their complaints. Sncii 
demonstrations are not uugratifyiiig to the vanity of some people, but are little proof of the 
truth of the complaint, knowing as they did that his eai*8 were open to any complaints tliat 
might be uttered against the Gaekwar, ready enough to give ear to such congenial food to liis 
imagination, and to listen to those wlio would make nssertiuns which he would readily accept. 
I have already alluded to what must liave been the feeling of the Gaekwar when he saw 
Colonel Phayre in daily, almost hourly, communication with Bhow Poonikur; how he waa 
absolutely in bis Imnd ; and how absolutely impossible therefore it was for reforms to take 
place. Was lliere no difficulty in the way of accomplishing that which the Viceroy had coii- 
sidercHl would take a period of two years or a year «and a half to effect, but he was to bo 
thwarted that way. Colonel Phayre also seems to have lieen labouring under the idea that he 
should be poisoned. Where be got it from Heaven knows; but one can very well understand 
that persons like Bhow Poonikur who talked about bazaar gossip impregnated a mind like 
Colonel PhayiVs with notions of that character. Then we have a circumstance that also 
occurred whlcii 1 shall have to speak of afterwards. !;^>mewherc about Septemlier or October 
Colonel Phayre had a boil on hU forehead. This boil will not be altogether unimportant in 
tlie case. 1 think a good deal turns upon it. There is a curious epirode connect^ with it, 
and if anything can be humorous in this case, this forms one. There is no doubt whatever 
he had a boil. He had the attendance of a distinguished medical practitioner to take care of 
this boil. Where he got the idea into his head, aud how he got it there, nobody knows, unless 
he had read over Damodhur Punt's evidence and recalled matters to his mind, and then came to 
a sudden conclusion, because he does not appear at that time to have made any observations on 
the subject. He complains at that time of having been sick, not liking his pummelo juice. 
Hr. ^ward was not asiced upon the suljject I know collodk>ti was mentioned, but Dr. Seward 
would liardly apply collodion to an open boil. If he did apply collodion it fully aocounts for 
the feelings he described; but it is clear that he intended to convey that something was done 
to the plaster which ne put on and which be describes. My learnw friend corrects me, and 
therefore the observation does not apply. I did not remember that he used anything else, and 1 
did not remember what wi^ said bygone other witness what was to be put on the ^ace. My friend 
motioned this, and it is to suppoii the testimoiw of Bowjec that he put certain powdera into 
his pummelo juice. A peculiar myitter is that Golonel Pbayro drank his bad pummelo juice 
wit^ut complaining, it occurs to me t^t the best tempered man in the world on drii^iiig 
bad pummelo juice would say,—ffhat on earth is the matter with this?'—but Cdon^ Phayre 
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^^n^wntm^m^ hewdminisdw,^ He saya » however^ luid I accenliiitflilttiipPt^^^ 
out i do QjE^ accept it oa bemg what actually took plaoe» and 1 dannot help iliihklag he 
poring over the evidence of die otJier witnessee, and lliat he in inclined to gtWim to thaL^ 
importance which hw only been created by the oBsertioneof other peoplo Of Gouree i iiy 
be wrong on that pmm^ but it appears to mo to be extremely pvoba^ Let us look at \ 
whilst we are considering it with Uowjee's. If his account is true, he rc^ly took out all tK 
arsenic from the parcel he had reociv^ and deposited it in another parcel and praodcally only 
used the diamond dust. Practically he only iiacd that which, supposing it to be admitted, is a 
perfectly innocent matter, and can cause no pain or annoyance. It certainly does look as if 
fancy liad worked upon his mind, and that he had recollected feelings which he never ex¬ 
perienced, by reading depositions that an attempt had been mode to poison him. Xhen, rny \ 
Lord, wo go on to the subsequent period, the Gth, 7tb, and 9th of November. On the 6th and \ 
7th the same incidents occurred. The same symptoms that he bad experienced in Heptembor 
and October, and again experienced on the 6th and 7th November—the very same that was 
afterwards exporiencetl on the 9ih, 'I'o say the least of it—this is extremely peculiar, because 
according to the evidence of liowjee, he liad not put the poison in upon the 6tJi and 7th; niid 
therefore Colonel Phayre must certainly have imagined these symptoms upon those days, and 
one cannot help thinking with regard to all the circumstances that Colonel Phayre supimsed 
that poison had been attempted to bo administered to him upon these particular days. Tlic 
pummelo juice was bad again ; he tasted an unpleasant tnste again, he could not drink it all; 
again he was perfectly submissive, and made no complaint, nor dll the fUh of November did 
it strike his attention that poison had been administered. Now, my liord, these I oonfess are 
matters that I am unable to fathom. At one time it occurred to my mind—I do not say it 
occurs to it now—but it did occur to it, and to the minds of other persons, and 1 wish to 
offer it as an argument to you, and that is, that there was no substantial, real intention to poison 
the Colonel. 1 shall have to address many observations in which that point will be an ini> 
portant one to cotiBuler. It occurred to me as very strange that persons having such complete 
access to poison, having also such complete access to Colonel Phayre, with a (terfect knowledge 
of his habjts, with an opportunity of dealing with them,—it occurred to me as extremely strange 
that for so Ipng a time with ail tliese implements at their hands no attempt had been sucotsssfiii, 
and that in reality Colonel Phayre had never derived any, and in point of fact never com¬ 
plained of any at the time from what were said to be repeated attempts to poison him. That 
was a matter which it was impossible to lose sight of in a case like tliis jiresenting such 
extraordinary circumstances and so many impossibilities. But when we come to the ultimate 
net, the description^of it greatly puzzled n\e, and puzzles mo to this moment. Coiunel Phayre 
WHS very resolute in saying iliat the sediment at tho Itottom of tlie glass was u dark sediment. 
The other witnesses all spoke of light-grey powders, and if that which was analysed, and if the 
analytical tests Jiavo been correct, and if we are rightly informed upon the subject, beyond all 
question the powder analysed did not in any way answer the description given of it by 
Colonel Phayre. The tumbler liad been put down, and after it had been put down, and after 
it had renioinetl for, if I recollect the evidence riglitly, about half an hour, ho threw it away, 
and tlien was attracted by the appearance of the contents at the bottom. Now you will 
remember what Dr. Seward said upon that subject. I received his evidence upon.a number of 
points, and I assured him that ii was not my intention to offer him the least offence, but 
directly I spoke about tho colour of the powder in the glass, he got out of temper and proposcil 
to keep me here till doomsday. It seemed to me perfectly clear that it was a puzzle to him 
which he could not make out, for tlic powder which Colonel Phayre’saw was dark, while llmt 
seen by Dr. Seward was light. I do n«>t mean to say that eyesight of people does not deceive 
them occasionally, so that that which is light may appear to them dark and vice vered. 1 liave 
heard that such cases sometime occur in regard to colours,Jbui to say the least, it is unusual, 
and the fact remnins that between Dr. Seward and Colonel Phayre there is a direct and 
altogether irreconcilable difference. Now, the powder—at all events if it was the powder that 
really remained, for I confess that I cannot understand the diderence of the colour 1 have allnded 

to_was sent away for analysis. 1 shall be obliged, when comparing what Howjoe and Nursoo 

and -one or two of the other witnesses said, to refer again to the circumstances that took place 
on tlie morning of the &th. In tiie mcaptime, however, I pass away from that In analysing 
the powder, Dr. Seward applied a test which is not always carried out with success. And from 
Dr. Grey’s evidence I do not understand that the arsenic was really reproduced by tnthcr 
himself or Dr. Seward, although they both refer to the discovery of the metallic ring. There 
is no doubt tliat this metallic ring indicates arsenic, but it is not an absolute proof; and I 
know that in cases of arsenic poisoning tried at home, the scientific men employed have 
generally brought out the arsenic itself in. its pristine form and not relied merwy upon the 
appearance of this roetalUe ring. With regard to the diamond dust it is entirely idle to wy 
that any wliatever has been found. It is pure nonsense to say so. There arc some sparklmg 
elements and something that scratches glass, but to say that it is diamond dust is utterly beyond 
any possibility of proof. It cannot be proved. It is the purest guess-work imaginable to speak 
of the presence of diamond dust; and to accept scientific disclosures upon such a subjeci is the 
nmrest trash, which 1 do not think will have any weight upon the minds of the Members this 
Commission. Of arsenic there is a certain amount of proof, suppctfing that the powder .sent 
for analysis was tlie identical powder which was in Colonel Phayre’s gl^ at the time he showed 
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not fe^e btoiitoudbed ofttltfe coatenta added .toi‘iiefbro«h«<^veil; tot^; S^and. 
not think tha^ poaitira.deolaration will go far, beoanse there were k number of pka^ 
had the iulfeat ^portuzuty of touching the glam if they wiebed<to do^ao j‘ 

.]^ve declaration may have been due to his piteoonceired idea that he hM. been pcnaoned 
l^tuaking these obaervationa 1 am not * propounding a theory which I undertake to prove or 
^taniiate ; 1 am only remarking upon die peoulianty of the evidence in part of this 
4 se and the refiectUins it gireft rise to« and the difficulties presented by those raatters to whieh 
i have taken the Ubmrty of calling your attention. 


Seventeenth dmj^ Monday^ March l5fA, 1875. 


ilfr. Seijmtii Ballantine. —In my concluding observations on Saturday, there were one or 
two matters in which I made a sliglit mistake which, with your permission, T will now oorreot. 
It was only with roierence to dates—and they are only slight errors and rather assist my 
arguments than detract from the effect of them. In speaking of the date of the first poisoning 
I put it bock to August or September. 1 find, on looking carefully over the evidence, it U 
fixed by the only witness who has given anything like an accurate account of the. mutter to 
have been 15 or 20 days before die 10th of September. And I wish to direct attention 
to the date because wlien Z come to a later part of my argt^iueiit, it will form an important 
feature of tliat which I propose to offer for your consideration. The second matter is that, as 
far *08 I can see, and subject to the correcUon of the Commission, the last money paymeiits 
actually proved was not later than July. 1 put it at a later date in my observations on 
Saturday. But looking through the evidence with the assistance of my learned friends, 1 
think 1 am right in saying that the last money jiaymeiit to any of die servants was some dme 
in July—certainly not later. That also, in my view of the case, will be an important mutter 
to consider, and therefore 1 correct what wa8 to a certain extent an error that I made in 
addressing you on Saturday. There was another subject which 1 introduced casually; I did 
not attempt to follow it out at that time; it will be a subject on which 1 shall have to dwell 
hereafter, but 1 may us well supplement what 1 said on that occasion. You w^U remembei* 
that 1 called attention to the colour of the deposit in the gloss of Colonel Phayre, described by 
himself, after he had drunk a portion of it. 1 wish also to call attention to the fact that, 
looking at the number of attempts—putting tliem at four or six, according os you may be 
satisfied by tlie evidence that has been given—I assume that thcM'e were about six attempts— 
on every occasion Colonel Phayre was prevented from drinking the remainder of tlie glass 
by the taste that he discovered after drinking a small portion of it. Ijhat will not have 
escaped your observation, That was the case on every occasion that the attempt was alleged 
to have betm made. It will not havt* escaped the attention of the Commission that the only 
agents that are supposed to have been used for the poisoning of Colonel Phayre were arsenic 
and diamond dust, neither of which produce any taste whatever, and no doubt ho migiit have 
drunk off on entire glass of liquid without having discovered that there was anything deleterious 
it until about half an hour afterwards. 1 believe that is spoken to as about thi^ nearest 
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time at which the effects of the poison would begin to be. felu I shall have to dwell upon 
this matter agaiii, but having incidentally alluded to it on Saturday, I wish to call attention to 
it, because 1 think it is worthy of the attention of the Commission ; and when I come to the 
evidence of Dainodhiir Punt and others, 1 think the point of these observations will be 
sufficiently apparent to the Commission. 1 propose now to enter into the invcotigation of the 
graver charge against His Highness the Ga^war and the order 1 propose to do it in is to 
commence witi I Damodhur Punt It is evident that lie originates everything, and that from 
this source whatever poisons obtained, were obtained. There is njo suggestion that any other 
person originated, or supplied the poisons; it is traced back to him ; it is intended to be fixed 
upon bim. It becomes tlierefore extremely important to consider his testimony, and X think 
it will be better to take his evidence as being the first in order of dme. In discussing the 
evidence of this witness, as well as of Kowjec and Nursoo, 1 don’t think it will be improper 
for me to allndc, before entering into details, to the mode in which the evidence has been 
obtained. 1 alluded to it shortly on,Saturday, and .1 don’t intend to dwell upon it at any 
length now. 1 think that 1 shall meet with tlie agreement of all men who reason the matter 
fairly, as 1 am sure it will be reasoned here, when I make the observation that when you find 
that witnesses of ;ui extremely suspicious character have placed themselves before a tribunal 
in the character and light of accomplices, it is extremely desirable to ascertain whether their 
evidence has been obtained by people of a pure character themselves, and whether the mode 
of obtaining it will satisfy tlie tribuiial that it has not heen got in an improper way. It is 
always a disagreeable thing to make any general observations detrimental to other pei^e* 
but 1 am obliged not only to speak of .>; the persons, but of the mode in which, this evidsmoc has 
been procured. Mr. Souter, 1 have no doubt, is an extremely able man, and beiiholds a poet 
of importanoe, I presume, at Bombay.. He was perfectly aware of the character the thm 
persons who are the remarkable persons in this case^rd^anund, Akbar All, and Abdpol AIL 
He was quite aware of the censure dtat has been passed upon them by, 1 beUuve, a man who 
is acknowledgi^ to be one of Ae most honbared and most eminent members, of the bench . 
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serve his puifiOsdj fant these three pencms—-O^nund, Akhat^ Alt, ana Abdoel Al i ' -o eem 
to have bin brought fnnii another district. There, is no reason for thrar having b|en so 
brought^ they are persons, as 1 have said before, who have* had eomments made aaKUi' them 
olsewbere regidinff the folsifying of evidence and getting up folse oases; and whemr tliese 
were tme or dbt, 1 sav there ought to have been care t^en as to the amount of power that 
was left in th^r haaos. Tlie mode in which tlie evidence has been given of dieee dlree 
witnesses (1 may also speak of the ayah) is also a matter to which 1 must call your atientloii. 
And I call your atteniion to it very earnestly, because I think it is a feature in this case that 
will meet with groat observation from one end of this country to the other, as well as in almost 
every civilised country. These men seem to have been allowed to take persons into custody, 
and then after keeping them in custody for a certain time, and not until then-»a> custody, as 
far as U know, utterly illegal—Mr. I^utcr comes forward and takes their examination. Tim 
mode in which these examinations were taken 1 shall defer commenting upon until I enter 
upon the individual cases to which 1 shall have to call attention; but, in every instance, as 
far as 1 know, tlte persons who have been the miiterial witnesses in this case, have mdn persons, 
who first of all were placed in custody, and not until after having been in custody for a 
considerable time—some longer than others—not undl then, arc they supposod to make their 
statements. I shall presently show you how if tiicse sUitements are not satisfactory, they are 
subsequently cooked up by additions or alterations ; that will be a matter 1 shall dwell upon 
in individual instances, rather than generally ; but I cannot help making this observation, that 
witnesses so dealt with are, in point of fact, tortured before giving their evidence. You do 
not administer the thumb-screw, nor do you stretch them upon the rack, but they are never¬ 
theless kept in misery and terror, and, from what 1 have seen of many persons that have been 
called here, a position of abject terror. They feci that their lives, their property, their liope, 
and their liberty—every thing in the worUl—is dependent on what they do while in the 
custody of the police, and that the only mode in which they can escape from that custody is 
by answering the whip—I use that expression adviacdly-^by giving the character of evidence 
that the police require for carrying out their case. In the towns of Itidia, such a course would 
not be endured. I know it would be utterly and absolutely illegal. It is practised here in a 
distant district, where there are crowds of poor, ignorant natives—men who do not know who 
to appeal to, or who do not know where to go to, men who have no constituted tribunal which 
can help them in their difficulties. They feel, as in the present case, their master is power¬ 
less ; the police are to them a power that they cannot resist; the police that they exercise a 
terror that they cannot control, and they go the length of what I cannot but call defiberate 
torture for the purpose of obtaining theit; ends. I have made these general observations after 
reflection and groat thought. 1 feel that they will lie observations weighed, not only by your 
experience, but by the knowledge and intellect of many others, and i believe that this case 
will thoroughly support the observations that I have ventured to make. Having made them, 
I will now proceed to consider the case of Danmdhur Punt~u man who, as 1 have said 
before, is ihc/ons et trrigo of the entire case, because, although examined at a much later date 
than the other w'itni'sses, he is the person from whom everything is .supposed to have originated 
and to have been ‘the immediate agent of the Gaekwar ; and, tlierelbre, a man whose evidence 
we are bound to consider with a great deal of care, and to ascertain wliether it* is evidence 
upon which you can rest. I am speaking to men ns I would wish to be spoken to. I desire, 
in this case, to introduce no violent expressions. 1 desire to use no words but those which 
are justified by their being argumentative. L believe oon8cientiou.sly that if 1 can convey the 
thoughts and impression tliat are upon my own mind to the tribunal I have now the honour 
of addressing, the safety of the Gaekwar is perfectly dear, and that it will be felt that it is 
perfectly impossible for a tribunal in a civilised country, upon such evidence, to pronounce a 
verdict adverse—I won’t say merely to the Gaekwar—"but 1 say that they could not pronounce 
a verdict against the lowest person in the land, if the evidence is such as is produced against 
a person who, if he falls under it, loses his character, crown, and all that is dear to him ; 
and, as I said before, loses it under circumstances which I cannot help thinking, would 
not be fatal to the humblest in the land. My Lord, before entering with the minuteness 
which I must do, into Damodhur Punt’s evidence, I must refer to the mode in which he was 
given into custody as corroborative of tfie general observations that T have made on tiie 
subject of the police. It appears that he was taken into custody on the same day os 
the Gaekwar, and, instead of being brought before any Magistrate, instead of being 
confronted wiilj hie accusers and having the matter investigated fairly and properly, the first 
thing that is done is to put liim under a sepoy’s guard ; under that guard he remains for 17 
days. The words “ being under guard ” do not seem to be very terrible, but with the thoughts 
that must follow it, and -with the feelings that must attend it, I think 1 have not improperly 
described it as that not of confinement but as amounting to torture. He himself says, ^ 1 made 
the statemmit for the purpose of getting free from that guard.” That is his own perfectly candid 
statement upon the snliject, and probably, whatever doifot he may have raised by his evidence, 
you will not feel much hesitation in believing that he was speaking the truth. Upon that he 
was handed over to the care of the police. He knows, at this time, the evidence of both *Nur 8 O 0 
and Rowjee. Tliia he admits himself. If Iw had denied it, it is [lalimble that lie must hare 
known it, b<>cause Ilowjee'aud Nursoo were being examined, and hod bet'ii examined when be 
was at 'libprty^ and it was natural that he should be interested in knowing- what they bad 
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Stated, and lie must liBvc known that that charge was one Bgaintt the Oaekwiai^t’and that it 
0 charge of poisoning by arsenic and diamond dust. He therefore has to arrange eomeihin^ or 
aiK»ther in which arsMc and diamond dust are mixed up. Bat, in addition to that, there is a 
slmdoary account of a bottle; and he therefore must introduce a bottle into bis statement; and 
altliou^ ho is the first person who is brouglit into this case by the evid8nce-“thnt », the first 
person who supplies this bottle—in point of fact he only gave it after what wa* expected of 
liiui. He kt«w perfectly that diamond dust and arsenic must be the ]nean#bT which the 
Gaekwar should be accused. Ttiese were matters with which he was perfectly well acquainted 
and with which he was ready to deal under the circumstances that he nimself describes. Now 
what these circumstances arc, are worthy of your consideration. They have been eloquently 
detailed by himself, and I need do no more than call your attention to them. The position of 
tins honourable witness is, If you convict the Gaekwar, you shall get off; if he gets off, you 
“ shall be punishotl.** That is his own account, his own proposition. Ho is then granted a 
oonditionai pardon. “ Succeed in what the police have told you to be what they requife, and 
you will get off, otherwise you must bear tlio consequences of yotir own admission.*' Liberty, 
possibly a grant of laud, Heaven only knows how perjury of this kind is ultimately rewarded, 
might be given to him; but, on the other hand, he would not only not get liberty, but I don't 
know exactly what the punishment is for having committed perjury or having attempted to 
commit murder in this country, he would probably be very niucli more severriy punished for 
not doing what the police expect of him timn he would be for the crimes that he has undoubtedly 
committed. I don’t know whether I have ever met before witli an instance in which a witness 


has come forward and made such a direct avowal, and stands before you with a halter round 
his nock which is to be used or not according'*to the evidence that he gives. Still, there arc 
luurvcllous instances in this world in which, notwithstanding so painful a position, a man will 
sucriBce everything to (he truth, but I don't think the warmest admirer of Damodhur Punt 
would be inclined to think that he would be disposed to make any such sacrifice. Me is u 
clever man— tlio cleverest amongst the witnesses that have been produced, as far as my judg¬ 
ment has been able to go, an eminently cunning man, who gives his evidence with very con¬ 
siderable volubility—but 1 could not help thinking that there was nn appearance about his 
countenance as if even he*folt a sense of shame while he was uttering what 1 shall demonstrate 
to be a perjury, for he made statemcMits winch have been materially altered. My Lord, this 
will make it necessary for mo to examine this evidence in relation not only to its consistency 
with itself, but also in relation to other matters; that is wliat 1 propose to do at some consider¬ 
able length; and I venture to think that when 1 have done this and called your nttenuon to 
the evidence of other witnesses who were also called to support this case- Hemchund.and other 
witnesses—1 think I shall show you, not only that he has deliberately falsified a number of 
sUitoinonis in this matter, but also that the police hai;e been roost active and have made muvii 
of a great deal of the evidence which has been produced before you. 1, my Lord, particularly 
refer to the evidence given by Hemchund—evidence that was manifestly extremely suspicious 
us, you were of opinion when you allowed him to lie cruss-ezamined upon his statein<'nt, but 
evidence which 1 am now in a position to consider, and I think shall point out, with such 
material matters connected with it, that I think it will have a very formidable effect upon (he 
conclusion of this case. I think- unless 1 am very wrong indeed in the conclusions that I 
have arrived at—1 shall show in this case police manipulation, beyond all question, of a most 
daring and outrageous kind. Of course, 1 can only judge that of my own humble ability, and 
1 cun only submit such reasons as have affected my own mind. I cun only hope that they will 
also affect yours. 1 shall lay them before you, and I hope, in relation to this and other matters, 
1 HhalPappeal to yOur reason ns 1 .should wish to be appealed to by those who endeavoured to 
convince me upon any particular point. Ti>c first matter, to which I call your attention, is the 
jiosition of the man Damodhur Puiu. Permit me to describe it as it occurs to my own mind. 
1 do not think it. will be a fancy sketcli at all. He is the secretary and trusted servant of His 
Highness the Gaekwar; he is a man. likely to have His Highness* confidence, I admit, and so 
far they may be enabled to state part of his story ns probable. But his position, as he describes 
it liimsclf, is one of a man whose accounts are rotten to the very core—false entries in ail his 
books—false representation as to what payments have been made for, and, in point of fact, he 
places himaeif in a position, that if he had been charged by the Gaekwar, or upon the sugges¬ 
tion of Colonel Phayre, which was extremely likely to he the case, with embezzlement and 
fraud, be would have hadno earthly answer to those charges, his books would have told their own 
story, the falsifications would have been perfectly ap;xireiit, the evidence given by the Brahmin 
and other people would have shown his entries to be utterly untrue; and, supposing there was 
no charge against the Gaekwar, I think he, Daniodhur Punt, might have howled himself deaf 
Iiefore anybody would have believed that tliesc falsifications hnd been made at the Guekwar's 
direction. Supposing the charge had been made against him, what answer could he have made ? 
Honv on earth could he in any way whatever have rescued himself ‘from the certainty of being 
convicted as a fraudultiit servant ? My Lord, 1 asked some questions and pressed them to him, 
liiid 1 don't think lliey wfere impcriinent or unw'orthy of consideration. I poiutetl out to him 
what his position was, and lie adniittedthat which 1 am new arguing—he admitted that lie had 
no means of answering, no means wha^ver of rescuing himself from the imputation; and the 
suggetttion that was t)ateni upon that l»now venture to nioke to you,—Is it at all likely tliat he 
Would have become the^instrument of tlie Gaekwar for-tbe purpose of falsifying books, whloh 
iaUlfication admitted his own dishonest^, and to which falsification, if he himself were accused 




answer ? And upon that point it is proved that there is not a scrap of writing in the Giiekwar’s 
hand—'not an act done in the presence of an independent witness by the (xaekwai* from ihe 
beginning to the end of this case (but nmre particularly 1 am referring now to the Ihlsificntion 
of those uccouuis)—by which Dainodhnr Punt might have exculpated liimself frcmi the charge 
of embezzlement and fraud. My ijord, I think that is a forcible argument for your cmiHidera- 
lion against the auppoBition that they were coiumitted in the way that he stated, and for t!ic 
purpose that be slated. It is difficult to imagine that he w<1bld not Imve supplied himself with 
some protection and that he would not have left himself entirely unprotected in the linuds of a 
master who he must himself hdvo known would be after a certain time glad to get rid of him, 
and to whom be gave the power of getting rid of liim. In tlie history of villainies counniited in 
which great people nro supposed to use small instruments, wc always find that thesi* iiisirumeiits 
generally supply tliemselves with the means at all events of implicating their princi- 
(nils. 1 am not aware that 1 have ever heard in my life of a cast* iti whicii u man in 
Dumodliur Punl’s place lent himself to fraudulGiit entries without retaining tlie power of 
making an explanation in thf' event of an accusation. My f^ord, tlterc i.s a matter that I may 
allude to in a word—aithough hia hours at the Palace were from eight oVlock in the morning 
until ten at n'ght, with the exception of a short time l()r dinner, those visits which form a 
inateriul portion of the earlier part of this case, and which one would have thought he would 
have known of perlecily, especially if he had been ati accomplice of tin* Gaekwar, seemed to 
have passed without his notice, and he did not seem to be a piirty in any way cuiisiillcd in 
them. It is one of ilioso inconsistencieb that 1 think speak to oiir minds, and leads file way 
naturally to another observation, wiiy if the Gaekwar was in point of fact dealing with a parcel 
of servants and others, and had a desire to obtain iiiformatiou, or to commit the graver (‘rime 
with whicii he is cliarged—v\Iiy, wlicn he had a reudy^and fuciU* instrument in his secretary, 
did he not kave him to do the iiifamous ami dirty work, instead of jilueing liim constantly in 
the power of parties every one of whom would be unable to testily against Iniii ? 1 believe J 

remarked on S.ilurday that one of the most reiunikablo features in this case is that it seems 
llial the Gaekwar ratlicr took a pride in tiic nmniierof persons whoui Im look into his coiili* 
deuce ujioii a capital and futid niuller of thi>4 kind; and really die mode' in which the ineetingK 
are supposed to have taken place, and the perfect eandonr with whicii ho secjiiis to Imve olli'ri'd 
his opinion to tlu* humbleHi people, and 1 should think die most dangerous td people, is even in 
tills exiraordiiiary case a very notable and extraordinary feature. When I eoim* to refer ’to 
some ol' die evidence that has heeii given, and tlic cir(:uinstan(*.cs under which il has Imeii 
given, and the conversatious that took jilace, 1 shall very earnestly ask those Members of du‘ 
(%nnniission'who are also natives of tins eounlry lo iiiti'ud to some observadon.s. I know that 
lliey will attend geiUTally to all; hut I shall dirtun some observations which 1 think will be 
peculiarly adapted to tludr knowledge of the couiilrv and its habits, and upon which I believe 
that llicy may give very valuable informalibii and be of very VHlmililc use indeetl to the (iaekwar 
in this his U'rrlhie position. Now, my l.ord, lhos<’ matter's I have dealt widi, and 1 l:avc 
endeavoured iii doing so to stale myself calmly, as I shall endeavour to do during die reiuninder 
of my address. 1 may lake the opportunity ol’ saying dial these observations are pertinent not 
only to this part of tin* case, for their :ip[)licauon will be found when 1 coiiu! to die other 
portions of tin; case in detail. Hut having oiiee eailcd the attention of the C^oininisdoii to ihem^ 
I don’t propose lo elaborate upon, or, unles»> bv I'orgetriilness or odmrwise, again n fi r lo them. 
IT aving disposed of Gainodhiir I'liTil’s position in relalion to the acf ounis, now let me ask 
you t<i follow me in the liUtory of wliat lie is alleged to Imve done. At page Il2 in the short¬ 
hand writers’ notes in the Homhat/ -and il will save my reading many extracts that I 

might otherwise do, and 1 think enable you to follow siicli parts of tlie aigunn’iil as am worthy 
of my attention, if you would allow me to refer you to the sliort-hand writers’ reports in the 
matters vvhic.li I may place before you—your Lordship will find the coinmcnc.emeiit of this 
extremely singular transaction. It commences with the order of tlie Gaekwar for tin* ai*&cnie 
from the b’oiizdniee, regarding which it is alleged dial the Gaekwar siaUni to him that il >'as 
for the itch, and lliul he himself worded it that it was for*« Iioihc; and his fiirtlK’r evidence, is 
“ I look the order to the Touzdar, but was unable to procure the urseinc.” Now, 1 beg the 
attention of the Members of tlu‘ Commission to ihul. lie wrote tlie order, and was uiuilile to 
obtain the arsenic; that is his story. That is a falsehood, a deliberate falBehood, He begins 
by telling that which is entirely and absolutely untrue ; he could have obtahicd that arsenic 
w'iilioiit any difficulty. Ihe Kouzdar was called by iiiy learned friend, and Iiis evidence will be 
found in page loti of tlie short-hand writers’ mites. The houzdar says that the oriUn* was in 
all respects complete, and that there was nothing wliatever lo prevent Damodhiir Hunt from 
obtaining the arsenic from the Fouzdarec. As the Kuperstructuie is built upon this, the wliole 
of il must tumble lo the ground with the falsity of thfit allegalicn. It will be broken to pieces 
by other means, but that alone is sufficient lo destroy il. But that, my Lord, is not the only 
feature to which 1 think it riglii to tall your attention in this order for arsenic. This was an 
order upon which the Gaekwar’s name appeared; tiie Gaekwar endorsed it. therefore, as far 
as wc cun gather, unli'ss he was a lunatic, lie actually puts his own name upon an order for 
arsenic, which, according to Darnodliur Bunt, is to be used for the purpose of poisoning the 
Kesidenr. There is ai,other view that may be taken of this, and that depends upon the view 
that hereafter you will take of Laniodhur Punt. Baniodhur Punt may be a mere insiriinient 
of the ]ioHcc, and, knowing that he is perfectly safe if he assists them in obtaining a particular 
object, he may have invented the whole of this matter. But there is another view that may be 
taken—Datnodhur Punt may have had some object of bis own in obtaining die uincnic. iLook 
at what hik position 'was at this time, Colonel Phayre was beyond all question using every 


moans in hla power to sift the proceedings at the Palace? and, sooner or later, it must have 
been apparent to Damodhur Punt that his defalcations and frauds wotdd be discovei'ed. Tliat 
idea must have been apparent. Nothing could have been more perilous to DamocUmr Punt 
tl»an an investigation of his accounts, and in all probability otlier servants of the Oackwar 
might be reasonably supposed to be under the same apprehension* I liave already pointed out 
what such an inquiry would have led to ; and if an inquiry had been made against him, there 
is no doubt his position would have been sufficiently perilous. He was in disgrace admittedly at 
the Kesideiicy; the (raekwar was never able; to take him there; he was not admitted within 
the walls of the Residency. Under these circumstances Damodhur Punt knew that he was a 
mnxked man. He had a motive: the Oaekwar had none. Therefore, it will bo hereafter a 
matter for consideration wbetber the whole of this story is a lie, or whether when, in point of 
fact, he admits tliat he has intended to murder, he has told the truth; and upon that point 1 
shall make some further observations hereafter, when 1 come to investigate the evidence that 
has been given by other witnesses; and I think, indeed 1 fool euro, that when 1 point out 
some matters that at present have not been called to the attention of this Commission, that, 
extraordinary as the circumstances are that are patent before this Commission, there is paasing 
through the whole of the matter circumstances that require the deeiiest consideration, and are 
calculated to create the gravest doubt as to what is the real history of this transaction. Let 
me, howevei, f>roc<‘<?d with his statement. It is obvious, supposing lie bad any object in 
getting arsenic, wliy he did not get it from the Fouzdarec; hciMiuse if he hati been mixed up 
with the use of it at any time afterwards, the name of his master upon it would have at once 
trace<J the possession of it to himself. Under these circumstances if the Oaekwar had been 
desirous to use poison, the Iasi thing on earth that lie would have done would have been to nut 
his name upon the order. On the other hand, the last thing Damodhur Punt woukl lio when 
he found his master’s name upon the order, would be to obtain the araeiiic, btvuiise it would 
have been the means of tracing it to hiin.self. Upon that, he, according to his own account, 
represents to the Oaekwar that he cannot get the arsenic from the Kouzdaree. That will 
be in your recolUction. Why not? Would not the obvious answer ol’ the Oaekwar be, 
“ Why, all poison is sent out of the Fonzdaree upon my order, and u])on my ordta* aloiii*. 
“ 1 have the entire control of the poisons; I have the entire control of arsenic. What do 
“ you mean by saying iliai you cannot get the arsenic? You have got my order for it; go 
“ and get it.’’ And yet lie (the Oackwar) allows the order, witli his own endorsement, to 
remain in tlie reconls, so as to convict liiin of attempting to procure arsoiiic in die event 
of any ciiarge lieing made against him. and yields to the reason given him by Damodhur 
Punt that he cannot get it without a single observation, although Ik? knew ]>crfectiy W’elJ 
he could get it, and tells him to go and gel it elsewhere under the circuriistaiices to which 
I have now relerred and to which I call your attention. Upon his Hiatemeiit that he could 
not get. tlie arsenic at the Fouzdaree, he is directed to go to Nooroodin Borah, and get it 
there. Now, lu're wo have another curious interlude or episode in this very remarkable case, 
and hero we have again an examplar of police'management and jiolice arrangement. We have 
a good view of the libertyof fho Kulijcet—wlu'thor they are I’cspoetable tradesmen or not- 
when the police <*hoosc to interfere with it. He gives a long nceouiit of going to Nooroodin 
Borah. 1 can quiti* understand why he has fixetl ujiun Nooroodin Borah to ti ll a jmrcel of 
fables* He expected Nooroodin would eiulorsc them. Nooroodin Borah, as will be remem¬ 
bered by Colonel Meade, w’lis one of the rtoinplainants against llic Ciaekwar upon the Commis¬ 
sion. He complained of having lieen fined five thousand rupees unjustly, ami he also coin- 
plained of a relative of his having been flogged. He was, and is, and might be wcdl esteemed 
to be a bitter enemy of the Giu-kwar. One can very well understand why it is iliat Damodhur 
Punt should liave selected him as being tlie person t*) whom he applied for arsenic. Tt occurred 
to him, a.s it has ocimrred probably to men of little minds generally, that this man would natu¬ 
rally he otdy too glad to obtain vengeance. This is a man who is no friend of ours, but he 
Hcems, at the same time, to be an lionest man. And how has he been treated because lie refused 
to ooim- up to what the police demanded of him as conlirmation of Damodhur Punt’s .statemeril ; 
Ik* is kept in custody, and has been kept in cnsiody for months. According to Akbur Ali, T 
believe, he lias been remitted to jirison, because tliey could not get anytliing wliatevej* out of 
him, and Akbar Ali, with a smile the very reverse of henovolent, intimated in passing, that 
iluTC iviis Rometliing or otlier in reserve for him that he w'ould not all like. One is not there¬ 
fore surprised that lie has not made his appearance to confirm Damodhur Punt upon the subject. 
The police have done ali they could to make him—they hnve threatened him, they have tor¬ 
tured him—but they cannot make him. Bitter etiemy as he is to the Gackwar, he is the one 
spot in this case in which an adlierence to truth has infliicetl a man to suffer torture and degra¬ 
dation rather, than be made an instrument of a false charge against an innocent man. So 
much I'or the arsenic. Oddly enough, it does not appear by the depositions that he was 
ever taken before Mr. Souter, and that illustrates wKat I have already said that nobody 
was takem liefore Mr. Souter until a proper course ol police manipulation had rendereil 
him subservient to iheir purposes. He was never taken before |Mr. Bouter; he re¬ 
mained in prison. Akbar Ali said that he had been remitted back to jail with the threat 
that some proceedings or other will be taken against him. What they may bt* Heaven only 
knows. He is powerless to prevent 'them. There is no magistrate, no human being to 
whom 4 . man, persecuted as iliis man has been, can appeal for remedy and for safety. So, 
iny liord, as far as 1 remember, tliere is no evidence whatever that Damodhur Punt ever 
obtained any arsenic at all—nO evidence, 1 mean, beyond his own assertion. His own assertion 
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subject will satisfy you that tlirs is utterly false. Tf he obtained it, be obtained it from some 
other source, and for some other purpose. The whole of his etory is a lubrication that ho 
miftht have obtained it upon his master's order. He did not do so, and the evidence in relation 
to Noorooditi ia conclusive that he did not get It from there. Ho makes no suggestion as to 
haying got arsenic from any other quarter. This is the arsenic that perlhentes ultimately until 
it ia supposed to reach the cup of sherbet of Colonel Phnyre. I am not aware that there is any 
other suggestion as to arsenic being procured. I believe there was some suggestion of arsenic 
from the camp Borah—the man who has not been called; and if there was any arsenic obtained 
from him, they have his books in their posscssum, so that if that arsenic had been brought from 
him they have abundant means in their own hands to prove it. Now, 1 think the next portion 
of his evidence, having dealt with the arsenic, it will be desirable to deal with will be the 
evidence as to wliat he calls the “ physician’s stuff” 1 have Ijefore me the evidence given 
before Mr. Souter; and part of it 1 will take the lilwrty to read, It will save me considtirable 
amount of description, for 1 think the description ho gives himself is as good and grapliic as 
any! can attempt:—“At the same time, namely, when the RcMident Iiad the open wound,” 
(that I presume to allude to the boil upon Colonel Phayre’s forehead), “ the big physician s 
“ younger brother brought a bottle of poison made up by the physician, i)ut as there were 
“ many ol us present, lie did not give it that time, and he may also have wanted something 
“ for it. In the evening one day, when Colonel Pliayrc had the boil on his forehead, the 
“ Maharaja told me to get some blister flies to send to the younger brother of the big physician. 

“ He told me to scud through the h’ouzdaree, and have the Wagries sent to catch some flies 
** and taken to the physician. T told Narayenrao Wakuskor, who is in the Fotizdareo, accord- 
“ ingly. I'he next morning the Maharaja told Ilariba, in my presence, that the physician’s 
“ younger brother wanted some snakes to make moHicine. I’he siiakcman came to me two or 
three days after, saying he had the snakes that had been ordered, and 1 told him to take them 
“ to Hariha and take his order before going with thorn to the physician. Narayenrao brought 
“ the bltfller flies taken by the Wagries and showed them to me, and the next day (loojaba, a 
“ servant of Nona Khanvelkur, came and showed me some blister flies of the same kind, and f 
“ told him to take them to the jihysician’s brother and snlnnlt them for his approval. About 
“ the same time the Maharaja told me that the physician’s younger brother wanted the urine 
“ of a black horse; ntul I gave orders to Bappajee, the kawdar of the Khas Paga, to take 
“ some urine accordingly to tlio physician's brother.’' Now, 1 don't know what state of durk- 
n(*.s.s this C(>uniry may be in, but certainly tliis story reminds one much more of Home Kastern 
tale of a former time than it does of anything that could have occurred in the nineteenth 
century. At the Kiime lime upon that subject you are very much more competent to form an 
opinion from your own knowledge of what may be the superstitions of the natives jiossibly than 
I nm myself, and T won’t prol'ess to oft*er. any argument upon the Hubject, but h*ave you to 
jiulgc of the probability of it. But, passing away from that, I call your attention to what is 
done with it. an<l how it is used. 1 may as well, however, mention here that 1 think my learned 
IViond l>egan to get a little aslianied of this particular part of tlic case. I don’t think that the.se 
plaster flies at all suited with hin keen and acute intellect. 1 tliiiik be iiad a sort of uotiou 
that he was going u little too far; but iiiasrauch a.s they wore down upon this evidence of Mr. 
Smiier, my learned b-ieiid fairly and properly enough proved the whole thing from Damodliur 
Punt’.s inouih ; but iny I»*arne<l friend could not got any further, 1 expected—indeed we 
were promised—the presence of ilic anakeman. We should have had an ojjporiunity of learn¬ 
ing by what proeesH he is able to extract the poison. We should also have had some valuable 
information upon the subject of hlisttn* flies and their effect upon human beings, and wiili 
regard to the article that wa.s particularly desired by the Alaharuja for the purpose of poisoning 
Ills enemy, pome account of its properties might have been given by the gentleman who was 
deputetl to obtain it, and who appears to have obtained it. Bui my learned friend does not 
appear to have called any of those sages for the purpose of giving u.s any information upon the 
subject'; and, as far as 1 can gather, tlicsc wonderful extract were made into a while licpiid aiid 
disposed of in a manner to which I will now call your attention. “'J'he Maharaja wmited the 
“ stuff', hut did not want to give what the man demanded ” (tlait, 1 think, is rather iniprobahle, 
and considering that Dmnodhur Punt had nothing to do but finger whatever amount of money 
ho pleased belonging to his master, probably you will agree with me that* it is not very 
likely to be true); he suggested to Nana Khanvelkur " (who has not been colled, and 1 
don’t know who the gentleman is) ‘‘to get some of the contents of the bottle, t^nd a day or two 
“ after, about 1) o’clock at night, Goojahu can>e to mo with the l)otlle which the physician had 
made, and told me tliat he hud taken it to the Maharaja, and that lie laid been ordered to bring 
“ it to me, and that I was to take some out of the bottle, and keep it till the next day, and then 
“ give it to Salim. I poured some out of ilu* physician’s bottle into a small bottle t)f mine, which 
had held altar, andgav<* the other bottle back to (loojaba; and the next day Salim came to 
“ my house at 9 o’clock, and I gave him the bottle to take to Uowjec to poison tlie Sahib, 
“ This 1 understood perfectly, though 1 did not tell Salim to give it to Bowjeo.” So that we 
have now the contents of the bottle adneh were to be applied to the unfortunato Colonel Phayre. 
We know* how it was made, the elements of which it was compounded. 1 shall have to follow 
that bottle through a variety of stages. It is almost a comical e^iisode in this otiierwise 
extremely serious case. But we trace it now from its source and it wdll not escape your 
attention, and I beg that you will keep in your recollection tlie account that Dainodhur Punt 
gives of it, because you will find that whoii we are considering llowjeoB evidence that that 
account is extremely material. He says the first bottle brought was about this length (pointing 


to the fore-finger). He did not use any other term, but put up hii finger, represented that 
the first bottle was about a finger’s length, and that the bottle that he put it into was about 
half a finger’s length. You will find that in the evidence—I believe I am quoting it quite 
c'.orrt'ctly—because it is extremely important. It will be one of the means by which the 
falsehood of Uowjee’s Kory will be developed. He tells us furtlier that it was in an attar bottle. 
Now, I did not ask any particulars as to attar bottles. But I believe it is perfectly well-known 
what they are. Tht 7 are bottles in which there is a very thick coating of glass anti capable 
of holding a very small quantity of attar. Probably the space to hold the liquid is almost 
infiiiitesiinnl, and when you consiiler an olto-of-rose Ixittle of about the size of half your finger, 
you will agree with me that it is not calculated to hold any amount of liquul. But, according 
to all accounts, that is the famous bottle which ultimately met with such adventures, and came 
tnuler such very learneil cognizance. I'liis is il»; bottle given tt) Bowjee, iintl the bottle that I 
siiall presently follow throngli its very eventful history. J have dealt with the arsenic, and 
1 have dealt with tiu* physician^s stuff, as 1 shall perhaps in the future call it whenever 1 have 
the necessity to ullu<l(* to it. I have now come to the supposed obtaining of diamond dust. 
Now, 1 venture to believe that iliere was never siicli nonsense in the world talked as diamond 
ilust being accredited as a jioison. I luvv<* looked into bt)oks of considerable authority, such ns 
'laylor and Beck, and others, and 1 cannot find tin* slightest trace, except in a work with which 
] was nf^t ae(iunintcd nmil I came here, where it has been quoted on the subject. At the same 
time, Ibr aught 1 know, there may be a belief that diamond dust is a p/nson when a book of 
any kind, whether an authority or not, asserts that it is. As far ns 1 can urtderstand, if it is 
s])ok(‘n of as being an article thorougldy well known, one would imagine tliat it would be the 
rexicliiuiu that comes from diamonds after they were filc<l or cut. llowever, they are shown to 
you as being the result of diamondH themselves b(‘ing pounded, and it is supposed that diamonds 
were procured for the purpose of pounding them into diamond dust and using them in the way 
that is suggested fur the poisoning of Colonel Phayre. It is quite odd tiiat of two or three 
witnesses who have bi*en asked iqioii the subject,—goldsmiths, Nanajee VlthijJ and others— 
every om* of them declared that he had never heard ol diamond dust in his life—never lieard 
of diamonds being pounded. VVe all know it is u very valuable article, and would imagine 
that the notion of its being a poison would have been discovered eflectually long ago. How¬ 
ever, I will accept the assertion Tiuide by my learned friend upon the foundation of the work 
that he referred lo—Dr. Chever’s work. I will accept it that iliere is a su[»erstition of tliat 
kind which I will class witli the superstitions about the snakes and the flies and the utiun* 
articles. There may be such a superstition ; I cannot tell. But diuinoud dust never came 
out of Damodlmr’s place. Duniodhur Punt never obtained any diamond dust. Let us fallow' 
what he says upon that subji^ct, and 1 come now to a portion of the case that I sliail have 
mimilely to analyse, and I hope I shall be enabled to^couvey tlic ideas tlnit are presetn on my 
mind upon the subject1 got the diamond dust from Nanajee Vilhnl. ' I got lUrvv mossas 
** of powder, and nine massas of diamonds. 1 know this from wInU Nanajee Yithul told me.” 
'i'iiac is an important ])ortion of iiis evidence, as you will observe when 1 call attention to the 
evidence given by Nanajee Vithul. Then he says, “I gave the diamonds to Yeshwuiitrao, who 
said they \scro to be inucle. into powiler and given to Colonel Phayre. 1 said, ‘ ’Jlus is not 
good—-ibis is bad u sufficiently mild mode of talking on ilie part ol' one who intended to 
poison. Yon will see that in the statement he first of all nmdc, he said there were tiiree 
/nftssas of powder. Ji appears from what Yesliwuntrao observed—if his statement is true— 
that there was no powder given to Inrn, because lu> simply makes the observation that the parcel 
or packet given lo him was to be made into a powder. Now, 1 must pause at this period of 
the case. 1 have made observations upon the irnprobahiiity of the (iuekwar taking such tneans 
ns those iinputeil lo him for the purpose of obtaining arsenic. 1 now would venture to ask 
the* Commissien what they think of the story in relation to his obtaining diamond dust. 
As.siiming diamond dust to be ]),)unded diamondH, wliy on earth should there be such an 
rialiornte schcine to olnaiii possession of these diamonds? Why should other people have 
been taken into confidence'? Wliy should a man have lo falsity his books when ttie Caekwur 
has nothing wliatevcr else to do but to take the loose diamonds, and the diamonds that he was 
tiding in ornamentittion and have them pounded? At that very moment he had small diamonds 
which were being n^sl for the purpose of ornamenting the hill and scabbard of a sword. 
Throughout his whole reign lie had been in the Itabit of procairing diaiuoiids. His diamond 
department was full of them; he had notliing whatever to do hut take tiu>ni. Then wliy all 
this machinery?* Why all this quantity of falsehood ? Why all this maiiipuluticm of documents ? 
What earthly purpose could be gained by it? Jf he had wanted diamond dust, he had only to 
taki; his own diamonds and have them pounded. That is all he hud to do. Jn the same way, 
it appears to be manifestly absurd that there should have been so much elaboration for securing 
arsenic. All these transactions took place in the absence of the Ciaekwar, and thev are alone 
depcndeni upon the statement of Damodhur Bunt. No collateral evidence of any kijid is taken. 
Difimond merchants are ^ot found to have brought the diamonds to the Gaekwar, nor said to 
have brought tliem, nor is it said that they had any conversation with the Gaekwar at all about 
tiiem. In point of fact, except tlirough the medium of these most tainted and infamous wiines$f>g, 
tiu'rc is not a .scintilla of evidence that the Gaekwar had anything wdmievcr to do will) or auv 
!<n<iwledge wlmtever bf these transactions. My Lord, I pas.*? over those portions of Datnoifiiur 
Punt's evidence in which he imputes certain conversations to the Gaekwar relative (o the 
utfempi on Colotiel Phayre. TJiey come within the argument, that 1 have already humbly 



scintilla whatever of confirmation—and it is quite olear that in the matter of conversations, 
inasmuch as they arc said to have taken place when Damodbur Punt and the Goekwar were 
entirely alone, it is perfectly impossible for the Gaekwar to give anything but a general denial 
to them. He has no means, by evidence or otherwise, of doing anything else than contradicting 
what be denounces as an infamous falsehood; and 1 cannot do more therefore than refer to 
tile characlci’ oi Dainodhur Punt, and the impossibility of any human being, 1 don’t care who 
he is, exiricaiing himself from such a web of charges as those made by Dumodhur Punt 
against the Gaekwar, made by a man admitting himself to be an accessory to the murder 
or attempt to murder, endeavouring to shift ofi* his own shoulders the responsibility ou 
to somebody else, and obtain immunity for himself by casting the crime upon anoilier. 
But while there is no conversation whatever, or any corroboration of any kind, all the 
statements nuidi; by the Gaekwar to Dumodhur Punt, tliere is negative evidence that in my 
humble judgment goes very strongly to refute it. Every paper in the Gaekwar’a possession 
was seized by tlic officers, and there is no genuine document whatever found by which the 
Gaekwar can bir personally implicated in any of tfie transactions. 1 use the term personally 
implicated for the purpose of distinguishing between the statement Damodbur Punt has put 
forward as the confirmation of f»is own statement, (and supposing it to be true it amounts 
to nothing more,) in contradistinction to what I say ought to exist for tlie purpose of confirming 
a villain of this description, namely, such confirmation as brings the accused by word or by 
deed, by act or by letter into comioction with tfie transactions. But it is not pretended, except 
in one most remarkable document to which I nliall presently call your attention, that the (^ekwar 
was cognizant in any way whatever with any of the iransaelions that Damodbur Punt was 
carrying on. And all the papers ransacked, searched, and investigated with every minuteness, 
show there is not a single corroborative proof connecting him with the actions of Damodbur 
Punt. Tliorc are other things that are very well worthy of your attention, and these again 
1 used as being the strongest evidence thsit litis case is a got-up case against the Gaekwar. 
i submit what 1 am about to say to you with great confidence—it depends upon no words, it 
depends upon dales and upon the construction that the Commission will put upon those acts. 
It does appear to me to bi* a most siugulur and remarkable thing, and I think that it must have 
struck the members of the CommUsion at the time that tlic matters were being invesiigated 
iis being singulaily remarkable, and that is ilic story of the obliteration of particular parts of 
these journals. It strikes me as being nil important. The mode in which it is used or sug¬ 
gested by the prosecution is that these were obliterutionn of certain words—certain names, 
that eonnecici) Dainodhur Punt with the transaciions in question. Well, 1 have had an 
opportunity of looking ai llie dates of these obliterations, and I believe I am right in saying 
(if 1 am wrong my learned friend will hereafter correct me) the dales of three of the papers 
so obliterated are June July 2nd, and September tlie Glh—these are dates, which the 
Cuminissiun will he quite aware, during Avhlch time it is not pretended that any of these 
transaclions took place—and liierofore the supposed obliteration could have been for no earthly 
))urposu us regards Salim, because there was nothing whatever to conceal at that time, and 
according to the ease of Damodbur Punt, nothing whatever occurred at that time. It is a niueh 
later date. Tfiere is one obliteration as late as the 13th October, that may have been att 


obliteration for something or another occurring to some of these parlies ; but with regard to the 
other three obliterations, they are at dares during which it is not pretended by any witness 
wimtever that anytlilng at all liad uccnrn'd. Then, my Lord, there is another curious feature 
ill this case. Dainodhur Punt did not obliterate tlieni hiniHelf he says, but that he told an 
oiiice clerk to obliterate them, and he vouclies the name of the clerk so employed. ^J'hat 


name ih vuuchcil by my ieuriied friend and pledged in contlrmaiion of the story, lie is culled 
and absolutely denies the fact—he says there is not a word of truth in it. Bulwuntrao is his 
name. It is very true that we have a statement of Mr. Souter one in which he admitted it on 
one occasion. 1 am corrected by my learned friend: that has not been said. 1 thought that 


in his examination by Mr. iSouter be laid so staled. However, he may now say the whole 
thing is a falsehood and an utter fabrication; he says, never did anything of the kind.’* 
1 do not know that any huinun being would iiavc blotted it there, except for the purpose of 
attracting attention. 1 don’t believe tliis was ever done by Damodbur Punt; certainly it was 
not done as lie said it was. Is it within the range of probability, or common sense ami com¬ 
mon experience that Damodlmr Punt for the purposes of concealment would huve made these 
obiiterations that must have attracted tlu: attention of the very first person who looked at 
thcniV I am told, I do not know wiielher correctly or not, tbal. some of the natives of India 
arc not unskilful hands at obliteration, and tiiat they ure not generally signalised by large 
blotches of ink that must attract everybody's attention, that looks at them. 1 can scarcely 
with gravity deal with such an assertion. It seems to me to carry on the fuw; of it absurdity 

_the statement of a comparatively unreasoning mind which only looks at one object, wljich 

object it wants to carry out, and cannot grasp at the same time the folly and absurdity ilmt 
suiTOunds an assertion of this character. 1 ask whether any rational or inieHigihle answer was 
given to the questions that 1 put and repeated over and over again. \\’’hy, if there wei*e any 
entries that you wanted to conceal in the journal, did you not throw them behind the fire ov 
tear them up f If he had had lime to do the one tiling, he would have ha<l time to do the 
other—but it is manufactured—it is a part of this foul case—it is shortsighted—it is ignorant 
—it is wliui no man of ordinary intelligence would practise, becau-io it carries its answer upon 
its very face, but it is very probable that those wJio mode those siateineiiis never imagined that 
tins case would be tried before a Cominission bke the present, but by somebody or other -with¬ 
out some ifeusouing power that would swallow all tlie absurdities he chose to utter; tiiat must 




have been his idea passing ilirougfa his wretched brain, tiiat tldng answers itseif, and answers 
iweJf in a way that is most important fur the men whose nonsense I have been endeavoariog 
to demonstrate ; it siiows that evidence of a grossly flagrant kiml has been manufactured, and 
it will cause this Commission' to look, witli the greatest care and apprehension upon every 
portion of this case with which these iniinulacturerB have had to clo. 1 make no further obser¬ 
vations upon that, I shall not have to recur to it again. As I have said before, 1 think 
it IS negative testimony of a very important olmracter indeed; and in the light of negative 
testimony I place it before this trihunnl. I have alroa<ly referred to the fact that he was 
perfectly well aware of the stalcments that Nurnoo untl Itowjee had made—he admits that 
before he was arrested he had heard of the alleged poisoning by arsenic and by diamond dust, 
BO that his mind was fully prepared to furbish up some story of poisoning in which the 
principal elements should be arsenic or diamond duflt. As to the bottle employed in the 
transaction, he gives some kind of excuse by saying that he had poisoned a boil of Colonel 
Phayre. But now you have before you the evidence of Domodhur Punt that is given upon 
the subject of the arsenic and upon the subject of the diamond dust, and you have also my 
<*ofiimeTits upon the subject, which it is a great gruiilication to me to find are not at all likely 
to be forgotten, and will, I know, he hereafter consiilered with perfect impartiality and witli 
sound and excellent jndginenl. J have endeavoured to make my propositions as clear as 
possible^ 1 make them, knowing that they will be answ^ered as tar as they can be by my 
learned Triend the Advocate-General. I kiunv that the ability of a man holding one of the 
highest positions in the country will he brmight to bear upon tl>c subject; hut at the .same 
time 1 know that, recognising the duties of his iiigh position, he will only do that which is in the 
interest of justice. He is not here, au<l he must feel gratified that lu; is not, to hunt an urdiappy 
prince off his throne, and no man i« more likely than ray learned friend to act in t!>o interests 
of that justice which will ultinialely he adiuinistered here, and to which I havt* no hesitation in 
saying the wh«»le of the population of India is looking forward to the result wiili great interest 
while it will be watched by the greatest minds ami the greatest inlelJects of JCuropf. 1 go 
now to another part of iny subject. I shall hav<* to go into some detail, and perhaps T shall 
not secure the entire* sympathy of the Connnission at first in what T am about to say.—T am 
alluding to the evidence (»f iicmchuiid Fntiyehund. (Refers to page 1**57 of short-liand 
writerB’ notes). Your Ijordsldp will not have ibrgotlcn the appearance of that nnhaj»py person 
in the witness box. 1. never in my life witnessed, .siamp(‘(l upon the face and appearance of an 
individual, such an abject expression o\’ terror as then* was upon his. He had made his state- 
tneiit to tl^e police and to Air. Soutcr. wliich T siiall ]>resently read to you. He came fm-ward 
here to say that ihut slntenient was false, that }»e had made it undcu* intlinidaliou, that he hud 
•ume through tht? process usually to witfiesses, that lie had been left in the custody 

of the police until he hinl beeii .sidficieiiily haiulie^l to serve their purpose, that moreover he 
had introduced fictitious items al. the bidding of the police, that he laid done so under the 
threats of the jioliee, and that tiiey had carried out these ends by giving him just a gcntU* him, 
as he was going into Mr. Soiiter,— -\«)W, if you dojfl verify what Ins been done before, back 
** pri*>»m.’' 'J'hat is ids account, and under tlie infiuenec of those threats he imide 

a false statement Jo Mr. Souter. The Crown produce s him for the pjirpose ol‘ saying that 
diamonds wen; brought from him througli Afannjee Virhnl, that R.s. .*5,0(K) wore ])aid him on 
account, that that sum catne fr<m a Having account, and had been falsely entered by Damodlnir 
Punt as having been paid away to the llralunius, —that is to say, that the entry upon w'hioh 
the Bralimin was ealled as u witness was mi entry fabricated for tht* purpose of accounting for 
the sum of money paid to Heinchmid for tlu se diimumds, and that llemcimnd’s books contained 
ficlitiuns entries to the efleci ih.d, lU. were receiv( (l fioin Klieniclnind Khiisalchiuid, 

when in point of fat^t they were in payment (.f diainoniis. Hemchiiml was ealled here to prove 
two entries at the end of his book, tlebifing the Gaekwar with two sums of luoncy for diamonds. 
For all these purposes he was called here by the prosecuHon. J think it is very desirable in this 
case, as so much d( pends upon it, to read wbar this witness said to Mr. Souter; “ Some fi‘W days 
“ after the last Diissera fesiival Xanajee Vitlud, In charge of the Gaekwar’s jewel room, directed 
“ me and oilier jewellers to bring some diamond chips, wliich we di<l the same day and handed 
“ them to Namijee, who reUuned them. ’ITio following day our diamonds were all returned, and 
we were told that the price did not suit. Two days after Xumijee Vithul directed me to bring 
“ my diamonds hack again; they wore weighed, the price settled, and purchase concluded. 

Four or five ilays later 1 was again sent for by Nannjee Vithul, and directed to bring other 
“ diamond chips, which 1 took to the Palace accordingly. Nsinsijee Vithul was not present in 
the jewel-room. The diamonds wen; thevelore handetl to Venayekrow, Xanajee’s brolher-in- 
“ law, who wciglied and priceil them, and then took them along with im* to Hamodliur Punt, 
who remarked that the price was high, hut kept tliem, saying that lie would purchase them 
“ if required. On this occasion the diamonds were in two packets,- botli of which were kept; 
“ but about four days after one packert was returned to me.’’ It is well that 1 should call 
attention now to w’hat HCipaclmnd said when he was examined. Up to this point his evidence 
when examined here and his statement agree, but they commence to disagree at this point, 
where he says that only one packet was returned to him. The ‘Commis.sioii will find it desirable 
lo recollect this fact when I call attention to the evidence of another witness. He asserts now 
th.it both packets were returned tri hii^, and the question for your consideiaiion is whether 
lh«i is true or not; “ Alow days after it became known that an attempt had been made to 
“ poison the Resident, Colonel Phayrcj Nanajee Vithul asked me whether 1 had entered the 
“ imrehase of the diamond chips in my books, utid if .so, that 1 w'as to remove tlie entries in 
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“ poison Colonel Phayrc. On hearmi^ this I becnme afraid* and it once cauRod 'the pligaa of 
" my account books on which the sales of the diamonds vn.>re entered to be removed and fresh 
“ pages substituted. The three books now before me (lettered A, Bj and C) are those that 
** were thus tampered with. The price that 1 was to receive for the diamond chijis was 
** Rupees 6,270 ofBaroda currency, and on account of this sum I was jmid Rupees 3,000 by 
“ Nanajee Vithiil, who has been credited at pag(*s 10 and 24 of the day-book as having been 

received from one Khemcliund Khoosal. A portion of the fihuve sum of KufHjes 3,000 was 
“ counted out and paid to me by Nanchund, ShrofI* of the Doomuln villages.” 1 want very 
much to impress upon the Commission the point here w'hich is really in dispute. Hemchund 
says now in evidence that both packets of diamonds were sent hack, and that there was no transac¬ 
tions between him and Nanajee Vithul. He also savs in his statotmmt Indore ^r. Souter chat tiie 
pages containing the alleged transactions with the ^sackwar w'erc torn nut; but he goes on to 
show that which you will ultimately find to be entirely inconsistent with their being so torn out 
—that an account of these truiisactions was to be found at pages 10 and 24 of the day-book 
disguised as transactions with Khemcliund Khoosalchund. My learned friend says that Khem- 
chund Khoostvlchuud was an entirely imaginaiv charaett'r, in so far as these* accounts were 
concerned ; that Hcmclumd had hud no such transactions witli this Kheincluind Khoosalchund, 
and really never knew of any transaction.s whatever existing with Khemchuiid to which he 
had been a party; and my learned friend pledged himself to call Khcuichund Khoosalchund to 
prove that no transactions whatever had taken place between him and Hemchund. 

The A(horatt>Gvnt‘riil explained that the name should he Sewcliiind Khoosnlchund—not 
Khemchtind. 

Serjeant Ballantine was glad that it was the printer’s mistake with the name this time, and 
proceeded-—Hnt tliere is no doubt about tho real name, anil no doubt whati.wer about tho 
traneaction. Now comes whnt 1 think siifticicntly exhibits the manipulation of tho police, the 
substantial truth of ITcmelnind’s story, and the undoubted falsihration of the books by the 
police themselves. T think you will agree with mo that it is about as iniipiitous and at the 
same time as transparent a pi’oeeeding when exhibited by the light id' infonnntion suhsequtMitly 
obtained as has pretty well ever b<*(*n endeavoured to be foisted upon a court of justiee. When 
Hemchund is called Itcre, he says, “Refers to pages 10 and 24—there they arc—they are not 
“ torn out—they are not pretciuled to be I’alsified.” 'I'hesc are tbc iftans which in his exaini- 
tion before Mr. Soutor he vouches as proving the payments in relation to the diamond dust, 
and at the very time he was vouching this before Mr. Sontcr, Gujaniind Vithul had in his 
jmckc't three bills of exchange, which lie nm.Mt have deliberately suppressed, of w'hich he never 
made the slightest mention, and which he never produced to the light until I challenged the 
j»rodiiction of them here. In these hills the history of Hcmehund’fi transactions is elonrly 
shown, and the. impossibility that they could have related to diamonds proved beyond the 
possibility of a doubt. Now, Sirs, I shall rely upon your assistance in this easi* as men much 
more versed in such business matters as this than F am, and shall content myself with just 
giving a summary of my views ujum the subject, with a view to directing yoin* attention to the 
details, which are «*xtromely important. It appears that Nanajee Vithul jiad iransdctions with 
this Honiclmnd, and T cannot help having a kin<l of notion of the nature of the transaetions 
when it appears, according to Hemchund’s toslirnony, that some ornanicnt wa.s purchased from 
tlic person whose name I have already memioned-'-a jc'wellcr at Poona—ami it appears that that 
article of jewellry was intended in some way or another to belong to Nanajee Vithul, and liad 
been paid for, and paid for by these three bills. You heard his evidence upon the subject, 
and 1 think he must have made out to your entire satisfaction (hat these three bills did apply 
to the payment for that ornament. Hemchund gave you flu* atnount of ilic bills, the amount 
of interest, and BO on, and iiuule out an original puiu of Kiijiec s, 10,000. How that sura was 
made up he explained with miiiutenesfi and detail; he brought the account tip to 9,300 odd 
Rupees, and said the balance was in connection with other transactions upon hia book.«, wheni 
they miglit bo seen. My learned friend, evidently astonislied at tlichc dieolofluros regarding the 

bills of exchange, and believing that the whole oi‘Henichuilfl’a story was an utter fabrication_ 

as well be might from the inforniatioii he had received—if he were aware of it he possibly had 
not his mind particularly directed to the lulls—he endeavoured to prove out of the mouth of 
Nannjee Vitliul that Hemchund had been guilty orperjury, lahrication, and falseljqod. My learned 
friend cross-examined him at great length upon this point, and upon liK dealings with Nursoo and 
the Poona goldsmith. It now turns out by negative ti stimony that every w'ord of Ileinclmnd’s 
story about them^ transuctioiis is strictly true, and that in point of fact the transactions did 
take place. Nanajee Vithul was never oxamineil about them, and the Poona goldsmith was 
never called to confirm or the contrary the statement made about hie; dealings with Hemchund. 
As far therefore as 1 can see, and remembering the written documents before the Court, these 
two entries, declared to lietbre Mr. Sonter to represent bn untrue transaction for the purpose 
of covering the sale of the diamonds, turn out to represent a perfectly true transaction. The 
documents before the Commission, the absence of any contradiction of them and of witnessei- 
who were upon my learned friemi's britd', and might have been called—all prove concluKively, 
1 think, that what that man Heniohund said regarding this in the progress of this case was per¬ 
fectly true: “ When 1 declared that these were fabricated entries, 1 did so in order to get out 
« of the hands of the police. I give you my books, my bills of exchange —J vouch the nami*8 
« of all my people engaged in these transactions." That is practically what he said here. No 
contradiction whatever has been given to that Although Nanajee Vithul is called in in. the 
matters, thf entries are now proved conclusively by Hemchund to have beeh a pure busmess 


transaction, although he had been dragooned and frightened by the police into telling a fabehood 
when examined hotore Mr. Souter. * I must say it really is a terrible state of things, take it in 
whatever point of view—something that must produce very grave feelings in the minds of all 
(»(' us—the abject terror that these people can create upon tlie minds of people who appear to 
he welhtO'do and intelligent, and who in a civilised State would be protected by their character 
and position, but here may be dragged from their homes, dragged tri a prison, bullied by the 
police, threatened with punishment, kept in confinement, promised delivery if they make u 
stHteineiit consistent with what the police tell them to make ; and then we have this fearful 
thing—that a deliberate false statement is made in the presence of Gujaiiund Viihu)—made by 
his procuration—in relation to two items, while at that very moment Gnjanund himself 
hud in Ins pocket the means of ])roving, and probably had satisfied himself, tiiat these itonis 
were entirely correct. My Lord, 1 use no further expression in condemnation of sucfi a state 
of things. 1 confess it was with great apiireheiision that the proposition first came into iny 
mind. It was with doubt 1 allowed it to remain there for a moment. I doubted iny own judg¬ 
ment ; I hesitated about niy own discretion ; and it was not until I had thoroughly niaslered the 
docunuMits iheinsrlves and the .suri*onnding evidence, that I ventured to put it before men who 
can appreciate my urgnmeiit, and to put forward upon it the broad assertion, that if you arc 
satisfied inv view upon this matter is a correct one, the whole case from the beginning to the 
end is foul and rotten—that tliis iiias.s of forgery and falsehood must fall to the ground, and In) 
(U'ushed under the foot of every thoughtful and feeding man. Ilemchund’s evidence is itol, 
however, confined entirely to that, nor arc the falsifications of the book limited to that. [Here 
Mr. Bnllanlinc received from the Secretary Kxhibit A t?.] As my learned friend reminds me 
—and I am obliged to him for these information - these hoondies are not only rcferrcti to in tliis 
{Kiriicular book, hut arc referred to tliroughout liie other book adiiiilted to be genuine. Tlieii:- 
(ore they arc shown by a number of books to 1 m* a regular inerciintile transaction, and bring 
out the stale of things J have endeavoured to develop. It is very difiicult to quite uiiderstuiul 
how this story is intended lo be made out, because it seems rather like blowing hot and cold 
first of all to itnpuio to ilemchund tlio tearing out of the items which involve him in tliis 
nialU*r, and the fact of vouching the very items themselves whicli appear to hir still in the 
books;—it is very <lifficult, 1 say, lo sec, even on llie prosecution’s own showing, how they are 
lo reconcile these two things. But there can be no doubt about this. He is suppo.sed to have 
torn out items for fear of implicating the Gaekwar, and yet they say that (he item 1 have now 
befere me is a genuine entry appearing upon the books at the time they were received, [Bage 
140 of the ahort-hatid wrilcr’.s notes vefcrri’d to.] 

Serjeant Ballantine pointed to an item and requested the Tntcrprclalor to read it. 

Mr. Nowrozjim Furdonjee. —TIm* item is as follows: “Debited to the account of Sliriinuiit 
“ Miilhar Kao, Ciaekwar, 14th of Aso-vud. Given to Dnmodhur Punt.'’ (To tlie Br(‘sideiit) 
This line is not quite correctly written, but I would translate it thus: ^^jfrranjee liim.self 
gives to Datiiodhur Punt.” One letter is wanting in Narranjee, so that it is Narrajee. 
Then follows die items—“Ks, 2,770—bilandi diamonds,” 

Stsrjmnt litillmtfiue ..—That is sulHcicnt for mv purpo.se. You perceive from tliat entry 
that, so far from ihc transaction being concealed, it is ])atent. It is not in u curious place 
certainly, because it comes in ujion the 7Lh or 8th Novemher, when it might he very eoiivcnieiii 
in regard to ll>e <nuraond duet that was supposed to be udiiiiuistered lo Colonel Pliayie. ll, 
however, follows in a remarkable way the evidence ol' Damodlmr I’lmt, because ueeonling lo 
the words used it i« “delivered to Damodhur Punt by the* hands ol'Nanajee.*' Such au entry 
as tliat would not, 1 sfiould tliink, l)e found in many lradc.smen*» books, but bore it concurs 
precisely with the evidence given by Damodlmr Punt. If ibe ilem is a manufactured one, wc 
can pretty well account for the terms of the manufacture. You find it consisti'nt with the; 
I races being destroyed—with the destruction of entries. Here you not only find tl>e item, 
but moreover in the very place a policeman would wish to find it who was conducting this 
jiarticular case— upon the 7,th and 8lh, allliougli probably it could not have been used at such 
a lime of being supplied. Ilemchund has declared tlmt that entry was made in duresse .and 
hy compulsion. I ask you to take the entry itself, and you have simply Oujanund against 
Ilemchund. You have n man—1 suppose a respectable tradesman—at all events no imputa¬ 
tions liave been suggested against his character. You have (iujanund, and know (he nature 
of Ills transactidns. 1 take the liberty of asking you to believe ll(*me.luind rather than 
Gujaiuiiul. I ask you lo do so,’not only upon the characters of the men, hut also upon the entry 
itscll. I want to know what any reasonable man will say about thul entry. Is it a genuine 
t)nc? Or i« it one made up for the purpose, as stated by Hcnichund? Wliy, it passes every¬ 
thing ! It being supposed that this transaction was coriect, and one in whicli Damodhur Punt 
did not want to come before the public view, cure has actually been taken to stick his name in. 
Moreover, it is clear that the whole thing is in direct contradiction of the statement made 
bi'fore Mr. Houler, that all entries had been destroyed. Does it not create pregnant suspicion 
dial Hemchund 1ms told,the truth? I think that that suspicion will be largely increased wlien 
I call yum attention to another witness, Nanajee Vithul—the next witness to whose evidence 
I will now call your attention. Now Nan^ee Vitbul is introduced as a go-between betwcim 
IkinKHlhur Punt and Hemohund in the purchase of these diamonds, and he, during Ills ex- 
aniinntion, confiims what was originally stated, that one of these packets was purclmsed and 
one sent back ; and be alleges—-and 1 beg the CoiDDiission not to lose siglit of this fact—that 
these items of Henichund’e upon which I have oflered so many lengthened comments (the 
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of diamonds. Nanajee Vltliul Icnows all .about these bills of exchange. Heknoivs all about 
tile transaction with ilie goldsmith at Poona. The transaction was one in Which the orxutmeut 
alleged tp be purchased was an ornament for his brother-in-law. And beyond alt question 
Nanajee Vithul was intended to be called to corroborate the evidence that had originally been 
given by Hemchund} ansi to contradict, the evidence which he gave in open Court here. There 
is no doubt whatever that Nanajee Vithul could have contradicted that evidence most con- 
clusivcly liad it been untrue. Here is a tradesman who keeps hooks. Here is a transaction 
in which Nanajee Vithul is said to be implicated, the bills of exchange being alleged to be 
bills to w!)ich he was a party. But Nanajee Vithul, altliough called by my learned friend, 
was allow to stand down without being asked a single word upon the subject. 1 do not know 
that it is possible to place the case more strongly, or to have more forcible anti convincing proof 
of the truth of Hemchund’s .statement. Nanajee. however, sticks to it—and I think you will 
l)e!ieve it to be a deliberate falseiiood—that a packet of tln'se diantonds was in point of fact 
kept and charged for, and X am not without warrant for saying that it is a deli}>erate falsehood, 
because the very next witness called—Atmaram bin Kughoonnih, a servant or clerk under 
Nanajee Vitliul—said in the course of Ins evidence, Nanajee said to me, 1 am going to titke 
“ the yad away, os the diamomls are not to be purchased.’’ That was in relation to the second 
})ucket of diamonds ; and he difetincily states that the yad was to be destroyed because the 
diamonds had been sent back. Thin was not a matter of surprise to my lej^rnod friend, fori find 
the witness saying in Ills evidence before Mr. Somer, “ It was about tliis time that a repfjrt was 
“ current throughout the city that an attempt had !)een made to poison the Resident. Nanajee 
“ Vitlml told me, when receiving the mcinorandmn, ilmt F was to make no entry of the pur- 
“ chase of the di:imund chips, as he had returned them to Homrlumd.” That is what Hem- 
chund himself Bays; and under these circumstances—considering the bills of exchange, the 
absence of any conlnwlictioii on the juirt of Nanajee Vitlml, and other matters—1 tay it is 
2>ori('Clly clear that the diamonds were returned, that no sales took place, that there has been 
no erasure or obliteration whatever in llunicliund’s books, that these page's which are vouched 
ns being fraudulent and not applicable to what they arc stated to be applicable, turn out to be 
applicable exactly to what Ilemchund has stated in his evidence ; and moreover that the two 
last items about tiu: diamonds on the 6lh and 7th are falsilied entries, but that Jlcmchnnd was 
compelled by compulBion and duresse to make tliem. 1 have not abstained from rctferring to 
any flocument iijmn this subjeci, nr from any teal that could be supjdiod ; and I do say 
J think I liave made out, as against the ollcgation of Gujanund, iliat Hemchuud lias told the 
true story, and is to be taken as a witness of truth. I am quite aware tliat Ilemchund exhibited 
himself in no very favourable liglit in the wiinc.^is-bo.'C when he said he did not know what 
llindoostancM'was. Of course that was an absurdity. At the same time it is clear, even from 
(injauuiid’s account, that he speaks Ilincfoosianec very imperfectly, and that his evidence was 
given jiartly in Hindoostanec and partly in Guzcrailii, so that saving that lie did not understand 
Jlindoostance was reasonable enougli. Of course, vvhen lie said he didn't know what it was, that 
was an ab.snrdity which notlung can justify except confusion and a kind of terror he seemed to 
be in. He seemed to be apprehensive every moment of feeling the iniagiiiary claw of an 
imnginnry policeman upon his shoulder, and (herefore afraid to niter a single word. I ft»el that in 
liiis maltcr 1 liave a duty to do towards those who make Btiitenients iqion wdiicli J feel 

J can place great reliance; and when one eonsi(ler.s wdio Ilemchund wap—the circumstances 
under which lie had been treated—J must ask the Court to extend their coUMileraiion towaids 
him. An error be may have commiltod in iho way he gave his evhlencc, but I .“hall jircscntly 
have loculi attention to the evkh’iice of (hiloncl l*lniyre; and «s 1 take it for granted that 
(kiloiK'l l*liiiyie did not want to mifliepresent (slatements, 1 hope that wiien you see that an 
educakni man, in ihc confusion of his position, making errors which he lias afterwards to 
correct, you will no more irnjiuto the errors committed by a poor man, under the influence 
of terror, to an intentional deviation from initli, than you would the erroi's committed by 
Colonel Bhityre. 1 have very little more to say upon this iiranch of the case, except to allude 
to tills fact—ihal Nnnajde Vithul is said to have given Humodliur Punt two parcels, one 
contaiuitig diamond dust and the other diamond chips; while Naiiajce himself says that he 
dot's not know what diamond dust is, and never gave him diamond chijiB at all, but that he 
only siipytlied tlie diamonds. Moreover, he jirove.t! the fact tliat with regard to*small diamonds 
ami chips, tiiere was abundance belonging to, and subject to the management of, the Maharaja, 
which he could have got nt any moment, and that in point of fact there was a quanuty at. his 
disposal. You have therefore, in reality, by dilferenl witnesses, every single portion ol the 
remainder of this substatiliul case dis^ioaed of. Nt> arsenic, no dianujud dust, doubtful 
whether any diamonds whaievi'r were sold, no jiroof from any source whatever that they were, 
the arsenic supposed to have been got from Nooioodin Horah not confirmed, tlie books ol the 
person who is supposed to have sold the arsenic not pi’oduccd ; and the very mint out ol 
wliicii the coinage is supposetl to 8i>ring, ami upon which the whole ca&c depends from the 
beginning to tlie end, crumbles to dust, and leaves nothing whatever remaining but Bamodhnr 
Punt's bare aaseriion unsupported l)y a single credilik* witness. With regard to Damodhur 
I^unt, he may be lying from the beginning to the end, or ho may for nil I know be only a 
poisoner in int'^ntion. I shall not atietni>t to clear tlmt man. From what I saw of him in the 
wiliiesa-box, he has a skulking^ scowling, lowering countenance, and 1 could believe him 
guilty of any villainy. XVoia the way in which he aiiswered questions here, I could imagine 
ium capable of any amount of cunning. IXonbied by Colonel Pliayre, likely to have an 
investigation, prevented from ever coming into Colonel Fhnyre’s residence, and being himBcIf, 


aa 1 am will a aild ei»l>eaaler of liw maWr** moiiey, 

servant who was likely to liave lib bwks mvoBtigated at any ipoineifl—I ofin very well tielieve 
that he was likely to ,be the person who initiated these proceedings y anj if he. did so* and 
employed Salim and Yeshwuntrao as his agents, I implore you in tli© same of evcryihins just, 
and fair to exculpate from such charges, made upon such weak foundation, the uphappy Prince 
who is now relying upon the honour of those now sitting here to acquit him of a orime of 
which he has dedai^ himself to be absolutely and ciidrely guiltless. 

I am told titat Nanajee Vithul vouched that a person named Naachund Tullackchund was 
present when a sum of money was paid for these diamonds. I merely beg to mention that 
that witness has not been called to corroborate these statements. He was examined before 
Mr. Souter. 

. The President —Have we got any evidence* in our proceedings that he was examined by 
Mr. Souter? 

Serjeant BaUantiue.—^X believe, my Lord, his evidence has been put in. 

The Advocate^General —1 have not the slightest objection to admit that Nanchund made a 
statement before Mr. Souter. 

Serjeant Ballantine .—This is rather important, as Hemchund is attacked by this witness 
in his deposition. 

The President said that if Mr. Serjeant liallantine had not the note referring to the matter 
at hand, be (the Prc?sident) could take a note of it afterwards. 

Serjeant liallantine .—I have, my Lord, dealt with Damodhiir Punt, considering him to 
have been the origin of the wliole matter, althougli as a matter of fact he was last called here. 
There are other two witnesses—Nursoo and Rowjec—whose evidence ia of course of consider¬ 
able importance. With regard to Kowjee, I do not propose at this moment to go through 
the details of his evidence, because I wish to follow one or two episodes of this case which I 
think are illustrative of the whole, and 1 think had better be followed to their source. 1 
have already alluded to the story about the bottle. We have got a bottle about the size of 
Kowjce’g finger—an nttar-of-rosc bottle—which holds so little. It has not been pretended 
that there has been any change whatever in the bottle, but yet in Kowjee's hands it increased 
considerably in size. I propose verj’ shortly to follow the history of this bottle, 'i'be Com¬ 
mission may remember that in the course of my observations, without pretending to put forward 
any direct proposition of any kind whatever, I expressed a doubt that has j)ermeated through 
my mind as to whether the servants of Colonel Phayre had in point of fnct any intention to 
poison. I have dealt with Damodhur l^iit and delivered him over to your mercies. Heal 
with him us you please, or consider him the villain ho pretends to be when he did in point of 
fact intend to murder Colonel Pha^rre; but ^ cannot bring iny mind quite to the realization 
of the idea that Colonel Phuyre’s servants were concerned in any such delil>erate design. I 
do not say that they were not, but I cannot bring my mind to think that they wore. It is 
extremely important to follow the Instory of tliis l>ott1e and Itowjee’s statements upon it. W<‘|], 
tltis attar bottle gets into his hands. The period when it does so is extremely doubtrul. Ih' 
himself puts it at about the 9th November, but I am told that he received possession of it at a 
much earlier period than I supposed. At all events he gets it earlier than October. As 1 
have said before, it becomes extremely enlarged after it gets into his possession, and then the 
question is as to the uses he has to put it to. He understood that it was to be put into C'olunol 
Phayre’s bath, tliai it was given to him for tliat purpose, and that there was i)Owder in it. 
According to Damodhur Punt we have heard what the stuff was oom£)oundet! of. According 
to him also, we have the size of the bottle. We then liave a description of what liowjec did 
with it. He puis it between his drawers, or some other peculiar place, and it produces a 
boil upon his stomach. It occurn to him then that if he puts it into the bath or uses it against 
Colonel Phayre, it might injure tlie Sahib. The bottle was intended to poison him, or destroy 
him in some way or other; but Rowjee is seized with a fit which it is extremely difficult to 
understand. At all events, directly it produce.^ a boil upon his own stomach, he is determined 
that he will not use it, and accoidingly thrown the contents away.' 1 believe I am correctly 
staving the extraordinary evidence Rowjee has given. He, however, keeps the bottle, whicn 
is subsequently, according to his account, mixed up with arsenic, or whatever the materials 
may be, <0 poison Colonel Phayre upon the 9th November. He is told to mix those things 
in a bottle, shako them up, and put them in a glass from which Colonel Phayre was in the 
habit of drinking sherbet The first observation that occurs Is, how could a quantity of arsenic 
or any other poison be shaken up in a bottle of half-a-finger’s length? It is not pretended 
that there is any other bottle than this, which has been traced from the evidence of Damodhur 
Punt. Of course, probably the whole story of the bottle is a fabrication, and that Damodhur 
and liowjee contradict each other upon the size of the bottle, because one did not know what 
the other had »iid about it But I th^nk the whole thing is an absolute piece of absurdity. A 
mixture of'tirsenic, poison, and watericould not be shaken in it. If you consider that the story 
about the bottle has broken down, another link in the story is done away with. 1 will ask my 
learned friend what he means to say upon this bottle episode. He cannot urge that there were 
two bottles. If so, what bec^e of t|)e attar bottle ? Does he mean to eay that Rowjee pro¬ 
cured another? If so, what 6ccomt^ of Bowjee’s statement that he obtained that identical 
buttle from I)am<Klhur Punt? I would also j^k Oommiteion what view they take of 
llo>«jee*8 evidence about not using ^s bottle, which, it is said, was handed over to him for 
the purpose uf injuring Colonel-Phayre in some way or another. Ho you accent iiis explana- 



it i« posniye ikit DAmodbnr Pa»^ mtoiided to comitik nutti^er, 
mit Colonel Fhayve’i servoato did not'?>' I ahaU be voiy glad- if the Com^itainll come to -AiS 
conclusion, beoause^ although these people are perjurers and scoundrels, tbe)^ ok* not of'tbifi 
<leep die they have described thems^ves to he. If that is the cnee, I may as well oall your 
attention to the time when it is eaicl Ko-wjec received this bottle. He says that he received 
it about the time that Colonel Phayi^ faad this boil—-that it to say, some vmry considerable 
time -before he received the drst supply of arsenic.' He vouchee that Nursoo was present at 
the time he receivcKi the bottle, and 1 call your attention to this, as it CotittUus one of the 
important contradicdons of the c«ae. Nuraoo corroborates him as to the i*eceipt of the bottle, 
but fixes the time as at the very last interview—that is; three or four days before the poisoning 
took place. ' It ought not to be lost eight of either that, in his deposition before Mr. Souter, 
Kowjce never mentioned the bottle at all. The bottle is only mentioned after Damodiiur Punt 
has made his statement upon the subject. 

Tlte I*reHdent mentioned that, according to his recollection, there was ft discrepancy b^lweon 
Rowjec and Nursoo as to the time the bottle vras given. 

7V*e Advocatn-Gcniral said that Ilow^jee liad mentioned the small bottle in his dopo-sitiou, for 
he said, “ I used to^shakc it up in a small bottle and then pour it/' 

Serjeajit Ballantirus. —^Biit he never says a word about a bottle being given to him fall of 
poison, or (hi the way that is now suggested) a bottle coming from Damodhur Punt at all. Ho 
says he has got a bottle, but never speaks of anothet bottle of poison. Rowjoe himself aiHrms 
the fact that the bottle he saw used w»s the bottle he obtained from the Mulmraja under 
the circumstances 1 have described. I wish to impress upon the Commission tiiat in the 
first place the bottic described by Damodhur Punt is an impossible bottle to have l>een 
used in tlie way doscribod; in the next place, Kowjee never mentioned he retieived n bottle 
contuiniiig poison when he was belbre Mr. Souter; again, the bottle ho used for the alleged 
poison he describes in a perfectly different way and of a different class, while he dot^s not 
pretend to say that the bottles were two difierent kinds. Perhaps really that contained 

Home of the magic elements descrilH?d by Damodhur Punt, because it appears to mo utterly 
incredible, notwitlistanding the grout scientific opinion we have heard (expressed u[>ou tlie 
subject, that a bottle sealed up in the way it was could produce a boil upon a man, supposing 
some of tlie contents exuded from it. If a person manipulated his stomach with arsenic he 
might have cunaed a boil, but that the mere accidental exuding of a small quantity of ai&€.mc 
from a bottle of that descnptioii shordd cause a boil is beyond my comprehension. My learned 
friend had evidently a lingering belief in the story, and called up Dr. Wray for tiu* ])urpose of 
supporting his idea. Dr. Gray, during llu? process of examining Uowjee's boil, looked very 
grave, and came f>ack to the witness-box wjtli his Scientific opinion. It was put to liim whether, 
in his judgment, such appearances .he saw might have been ])roi^JOed by wliat Rowjee had 
deseriiu^d. Kortunutely none of us had an opportunity of judging what these appouranoes were. 
Dr. (Ti’ay gravely told us that a litiie of this liquid exuding from the bottle might have pruilnced 
the boil.* After tbat, who on earth can say tliat it might not? This reminds me u good deal 
of how a very eminent man in our profession, whom your Lordship doubtless remembers, ami 
who, 1 have no hesitation in saying, was the greatest advocate 1 have ever seen in my life and 
the best lawyer, was deluded by a scientific opinion into a suggestion tl»at a j)er8on who had 
eaten :m apple might have been "poisoned, because there was an apple pip in it. lie was called 
"Apple Pip** ever afterwards, and, in the same way, I think Dr. Gray’s name will always be 
associated -with a boil upon the atomach of this Himloo. The way science was shocked by 
such a piece of absurdity was rather surprising. I was taken in by Dr. Gray because there 
WHK a solemnity about his appearance that led me to hope J would be able to say that there 
was at least one witness in this case ihoroiiglily respectable; but 1 tboughi of Apple Pip, and 
tbore was an end of the belief, and an end of the bottle. It is sometliing too absurd. By the 
way, tl>e contents of this bottic were never put to Dr. Gray, or probably lie might have found 
out that there was something in them doleteriou.s and cufeulated ti) protiuce boils upon tlie 
stomacL If this were an ordinary case, one would be inclined to pass it over with a mere 
smile; but to think that the man who is the principal perpetrator here should bo guilty of such 
n piece of folly and be the man upon whose evidence a Prince has been practically deposed 
from his throne, makes that which 1 believe would otherwise be a laughing-stock a matter of 
tleep gravity and one worthy of the gravest contemplation. J cannot help thinking that before 
such a man was allowed to have such an efl’ect, his evidence ought to have been analysed by big 
and honest men. I pass away from the bottle; 1 wish it farewell. It is an absurdity at once 
ridiculous and painful as being part of a procedure like this. I now come to another part in 
which Uowjee is also an actor. I mean the powderp Damodhur Punt is supposed to have sent 
to Salim or to Veshwuntmo. They are subsequently supposed to have been delivered in the 
presence of the Gackwar through n variety of formalities, and at last they come into the bauds of 
Kowjee, I -think I had better call vour attention to the account Rowjee gives of these itowders 
wlien he is examined for the first time before Mr. SomerSalim and Yesnwuntrao immediately 
" began to persunde ua by saying tliat if we would only carry out the Maharaja's wishes we 

should not be required to serve any longer, as he would make a handsome life provision foi 
« ufi and our families ; that we should have ‘assamtes* bestowed upon us, and should in addition 

receive a lakh of rupees ea<di as soon as the work was done—rmenning as soon as the Resident's 

death took place. We consented to do the job, and the Maharaja then said that u»e article to 
** be administered would be given to us by Yeshwu&trao and Salim. A few days -aKer this the 


Jemadar gave me two powders, and told me that equal parts of each should be administered 
** for two or three days, and in such quantit}' os to consume the whole in that time. Hiu had 
also been carefully explained to me by Yeshwuntrao and SftUm in the presence of the 
“ Maharnja. I did not commence to administer the powders for two or three days, as no 
“ favourable opportunity presented itself for so doing. It was decided at our consultation 
“ with the Manaraja that the poison should be administored in ' slierbet/ whlcli Colonel Phayre 
“ was in the habit of taking every morning on return from, his walk. Accordingly I put the 
“ powders into the • sherbet’ two or three times whenever I found no person in the room* or 
“ about to see me.*' In another part he goes on to say that the packet of powder which the 
Jemadar had given him he made into small doses as directed. .Now the statement that he has 
made here is not that he used the papers as directed, not that he made them into three packets, 
not that,he administered tliem in that way, and not that one of the three packets was found 
in his belt; but what lie says is, that he found the two powders of different colours, and “ my 
" own notion was that the white powder was the moat dangerous, and therefore I only put a 
“ small portion of the white powder into all three packets which I made up, and the remainder, 
“ consisting of all white pow'tler, I put into my belt.** Now, whicli of these stories is true ? They are 
in direct opposition. As far as 1 understand the evidence, the powders were mixed up at the 
lime he got them up and were not two powders, one of white and the othet of gray. That is 
the story told by Damocihur Punt, and that is how he represents it to Mr. Souter. I am wrong, 
it seems, in supposing that the powders were mixed up already, and 1 am much obliged to my 
friend for correcting me. But Rowjee distinctly says to Mr. Souter that he mixes them up as 
directed, and his statement before this Commission was quite different. How arc these stories 
reconcilable? Then we come to the question—why should he not have followed Ids direc- 
tions? What did he know about the difterence of the powders? Then again they wore 
meant to poison Colonel Phuyre, and wliy .<«hould he have kept back what he supposed to be 
the most deleterious? The whole thing is unintelligible in connection with the subsequent 
story of the belt. If his story before Mr. Souter was true, the parcel found in his belt would 
have contained two powders and not merely arsenic. 1 venture to think that, taking these 
stories together, you have a congeries of improbabilities out of which it is impossible to see 
daylight. There is no doubt, however, that that arsenic in the belt was extremely useful for 
other purposes. Mr. Souter was not present at the finding of the damaged papers belonging 
to Damodhur Punt, and at the discovery of the arsenic he was not present. In fact, lie never 
seems to be present at tbe finding. I'here was a iiiiivcrsid cry after Row’jce to destroy the 
poison and leave no trace whatever, but curiously enough' his mind seems to have got into a 
haze about the nrsenie, and it entirely escaped his recollection. Bui Akbar Ali’s intelligence 
overcomes many difficulties, and perhaps Providence Jissisled him oji this occasion. Aklmr says 
to Mr. Souter that he would not womler if some powder were left in the belt, and Mr. Souter 
says, You'd better look to the belt,” and lie has such confidence in Akbar that he permits 
him to depart to fetch the belt. It occurs to me to ask, however, w'hy didn't Mr. Souter accom¬ 
pany Akbari Akbar had made a most valuable suggestion. Thai bell ought to be put in a 
menagerie—I mean a iimsenm—and lluii Akbar Ali should be put in tlie museum. That belt 
is a wonderful belt. It will go dowm to posterity. Wlien Akbar feels the parcel in the belt, 
us 31' his Providence had told him there was arsenic in it, he immediately sends I'or Mr. Souter, 
and Mr. Souter says, “ God bless me, why this is arsenic.” I cannot help tliinking that liere 
was a matter in which Mr. Souter dclibcratelv left a man whom he knew to be utterly unscru¬ 
pulous to manage the belt, and rclic-d upon something coming out of it, and sure enough some¬ 
thing did come out of it. The discovery of this arsenic can only be conHid<*red providential— 
if it can be .supposed for a ruoinent that J’rovidenee had anything whatever to do with Akbar 
All. I have shown that as far ns Damodhur Punt is conct'rned he got no arsenic mid no 
diamond dust: I have shown that Uowjee’.s account of the belt is absurd even to comicality, 
and 1 have shovru that with regard to the bottle be never mentioned it until the bottle liad 
been mentioned, by Damodhur Punt; that with regard to the powders lie says he used them in 
one way, and then swears he used them in a totally different way, and then produces a papt»r 
of pure arsenic which is found in the belt under improbable circumstiiiiocs. Ail this is a story 
which rational beings would be compelled to look on without doubt, to use no stronger expres¬ 
sion ; but when the story is told by such a man as Akbar Ali, it carries falsehood upon it, and 
I charge, before this C-ommission and before the world, tliat in that belt was placed by Akbar 
Ali the powder which was ullimnloly found, and directly that was done he called Mr. Souter as 
a comparatively respectable person to vouch to the iuctof its being found. 1 siiall now conclude 
my observations lo-day l>y calling aUention to the intrinsic evidence of llowjee’s falsehood. 
Undoubtedly Pedro is a reapectubio witness ; upon bis character no stain attaches ; hut be is 
a Portuguese by birth, and I am told that it is extremely unlikely tliiit any Hindoo would make 
an accomplice of a Portuguese. Poidro gave his evidence where he could not be tampered 
with—before a gcmtleinan named Bdginton, who, I am told, bears as high a character us any 
man in India. Pedro 'says he received money upon a particular day, but with regard to oil tlio 
interviews imputed to him by Kowjee, Pedro pledges nU solemn oath that Howjee’s stateniciit 
is entirely nnd absolutely false. Tbe Commission can determine, without any observations on 
iny part, whether they can firid Pedis:) guilty of accepting poison with the view of poisoning a 
master with whom ho iiad been a servant twenty-five years without any earthly motive, because, 
iar us 1 can see, no motive whatever is suggested for the treachery of Pedro. I thjnk 1 con 
point to other, intrmsic wklence of iiie falsehoo<l of Kowjee. The conversations which Pedro 
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to conversations tvliich Bo^ee reports to have had with the Maharaja hinu^li The inference 
IS obvious. What other conclusion can you come to than that Rowjee’s story is a base and weidc 
fabrication t My friend here calls my attention to an extremely material fact. Pedro's visit 
is made to be three or four days after hia return from Goa, which was on the 3rd November^ so 
that the visit would be about the 6th or Tth—the very period, as I shall aubsecjuently show, 
that has been fixed as being the period of Rowjeo's visit with Nursoo. 


Eighteenth day^ Tuesday^ Mareh 16. 

Mr. Serjeant £a//an£me.—-My Lord, I think that it will be convenient that I should refer now 
to a matter that is not without its signiticance in this case, and probably more or less weight will 
be applied to it by the members of the Commission: 1 allude to the examination of the two 
princnpal witnesses, Bowjee and Nursoo, before Colonel Phayre, when the supposed attempt at 
IMisoning was first under investigation. I don’t know whether it is necessary that 1 sliould 
occupy any great portion of the time of the Commission in commenting upon that evidence. 
It is almost sufficient to refer lo it; it exemplifies their characters ; perhaps it does not make 
them more black than thev were made before by their sUiteinents made in connection with other 
matters, and their own evidence in this case has made them. But at the same time it is u 
matter not to be passed by without observation. Wc find a number of the servants at the 
Residency, persons one would assume cotnparalivcly respectable people from the offices they 
filled, directly after the suspicion that the poisoning 1ms been attempted on Colonel Phuyre, 
knowing that the matter might inculpate some of themselves, quietly setting to work together 
to consider who it is they ouglil to charge with ihe ofi'enee, and by a general c(>ni!)inatiun of 
every one of the persons to whom I refer charging a man who they knew, if their evidence is 
at all true, was perfectly innocent. They seem to liave felt no sense of shame. Tliey were 
frightened at tlie inquiry that was going on, so they every one combined, according to their 
own account. They talk the mutter over, and llovvjec and Nursoo knew, if tliere is a scintilla 
of truth in any portion of ilioir stoi y, that they were tlui persons to whom the act is really 
attribuiable. They and their fellow servants endeavour, as far as they can, to supplement tlie 
charge by details which might render it likely tliat a (cllow servant would conunit the offence. 
Where you find people coming forward first of all, admitting that tlicy have attempted to commit 
the murder, when you find that they arc prepared to charge everybody eUc*, and llial they are 
now charging the Maharaja, it oceiirs to me that tlie whole case is of a kiml that certainly 
docs not very much commend itself to any Court in wdiicli there is u disposition to como 
lo a conclusion upon anything like credible testimony, and aUhougli ihost* art? matters 
thoroughly in the mind of the Members, of the Commission, it iinghl nevcriheless linvc 
seemed neglectful on my part if 1 liail not called attention to them ; hut 1 do not desire 
to dwell upon them at any lengtii, as exhibiting the infamy of these people.. J shall 
do no more than say that 1 feel the force of it, leaving iIk* Members of the Conmiissioii 
lo apply their minds to the subject to whudi 1 have calle<l their uttenliun in anything 
but strong terms. Having made that remark, as I was entitled to <lo, I now go to the 
remainder of Uowjee’s evidence, a great portion of which I have diapo.sed of. As to ilic 
bottle and the belt, I shall oiler the few observations remaining for me to make on that testi¬ 
mony. I think, however, that 1 might refer, and ought lo do so, to the circumt'Uinces under 
which he made ins statement, and tlrnt apin 1 shall refer lo very shortly, for I have already 
made reference to the coiulnct of the police in g(?iierul terms. It is only ueceHsary lor me now 
to call the attention of the Commission to the fact that the plans wliicli tliey adopted with every¬ 
body eUc tiioy adopted towards Rowjee. He is taken into cuf^tody on the ^:2rid, and then it is 
said upon the same evening he confessed ihul he had administered poison to Colonel Biiayre. 
He is promised, it appears, pardon if he will confess all. However, that is only ufU'r an inter¬ 
view with Akbar Ali. lie is subeequcnlly taken before Sir Lewis I'eliy and Mr. Homer, after 
he has been manipnlateil by the police, Akbiir Ali, and all the others engaged in the business 
of Mr. Souter, to which I wish to call your uttenlion. It seems lo have been the course udopied 
throughout the whole of this inquiry that Akbar Ali aadfxujammd and Abdooi Ali are tiie 
persons who upon all occasions manipulate the witne-ses and the persons charged previoudy to 
their exannnaiion being taken by Mr. Souter. 1 know that it is always unpleosunt to nuikc 
olmervaiions that arc either unfair or unjust, but upon serious reflection that 1 have given upon 
the matter, I cannot hold Mr. Souter to be irrc^sponsible in these nuitters. He must have per¬ 
fectly known the character of Uujanund; he must have known perfectly well, when he 
was hiuuling over these persons to them, how unscrupulous they are: and I cannot help lliinkiiig 
—and I have expressed an opinion to that circet, and submitted it to the Court—-iliat Mr. 
Souter ought himself, in the first instance, to have taken down ilieir evidence before they were 
threatened and tortured as they appear to have been on every single occasion wlieti the exami¬ 
nations had been taken. I refer now to some two or three other matters in Rowjee s tostimony. 
Rowjee’s examination ts taken on the *23rd, another examination ia taken on the 24th, and 
another examination on the 26tli. He is then taken before *Sir Lewis Polly, where the promiee 
of pardon to him is confirmed. Tiiere is a remark that 1 may take the liberty of making, but I 
think it does seem excessively strange, that while Hamodhur Punt is supposed to be the origi¬ 
nator of this infamous plot, and Rowjee, wlio is supposed to be the person who consummated it 
—if a pardon is promised to them—that Nursoo, who at all events performed a very subordinate 
part in the whole matter, and so u very inferior actor in the whole affair, should be tlie only 


person ifi wliom itho hopes A j^rdon ate not only not heM oiir, but'^o is 

loid tlmt he never wilLbe pardoned. It is an extraordinary thing to find that thfe perpeb^r, 
the originator of the crimes should be pardoned, and that a mere suboi'diiiate a^nt in oairyiiig 
it out is the only person to whom a pardon is refused. Ishould havethou^ttbat Nursoo would 
have been the only person to whom a pardon would have been extended 1 cannot tell by what 
procosB of reasoning Sir Lewis Belly should have arrived at the conclusion, that-Nursoo should 
be excluded from the grant of an amnesty, and I cannot but think that Nursoo has some reason 
to complain that he has been entirely left in the shade while persons worse than himself are to 
go entirely free—to be panloned. I however cannot help thinking that if this case goes on all 
right, that we shall find that Nursoo will not be excluded from the position others have found 
them^lves in. To go, however, now to Rowjee*s evidence. It appears that his first interview 
was in August 1873, and it is said that these interviews took place in consequence of certain 
proposals oif Salim. I want rather to dwell upon this. These are matters that apply, because 
at this time it is not shown that they were engaged in the matter at all connected with the 
attempt to poison. It is only Riiggestod that Salim is desirous of getting hold of some of tlie 
servants for tlu* por|> 08 e of g(*tting information as to what wns going on at the Hesidency, and 
it seems that Home information was given, if we are to believe itowjee. It is said tlmt he 
went upon three different timeH—sometimes during the Commission, and up to the end of the 
Commission, and that conversations were hud upon the subject of his giving iiiturniaiion. It 
Hccms that this gentleman has token to himself a wite, and that under these circumsianw's lie 
thought it only proper that he should Jiave asked for a present. There seems lo have been a 
comparatively small sum of money given to him at that period, or about that period, and, as 
iiir as 1 recollect, it is a sum of money not applicable in anyway whatsoever to poisoning, if 
applicable to anything ; but a l)us been very elaborately followed out. There has been nii 
endeavour to give foim to it by calling a jeweller who produced .n fpiantiiy of triwh which 
he made on Kowjee^s wedding, and to prove* that the cash according to Uowjec came from the 
Maharaja. 1 shall have to say a few v’ords—tliough a very feu*—upon the subject of tins 
endeavouring to gel, information of uhal was going on at the Residency. Rut I .slofi here to 
call the attention of the (Commission to the fact that, as f.ir Jis I know, this is tiie only money 
that has really been “ear-marked.” Tliere sire .some small sums of money supposetl to have 
been given to the ayah ; but with tlmt exception these ore the only sums of money supposed to linve 
been given, and it becoiues a feature of considerable prominence to notice ilmt, after this attempt 
had been miulc, there was abundant opportunity both for Howjee and Nursoo to apply to tiie 
Maharaja for money. There do not seoin to have been any ap|i!ica(ion of any kind, and no 
eonununication whatever made in reforenco to any lurmey. It is exceedingly strange, to say 
the least of it, that something was not kept hack by these men, and some endeavour to extort 
money i’rom llu* Muliaraja was not adojited. It soeifts to inc dial the al)sei)ce. of all demand in 
strongly corroborative that the whole of this, as far as the Maharaja is concerned, is the most 
entire and infamous falsehood. One c‘f the.se, so far ns the Maliamja ia c(»ncerned, is a most 
entire and iniknious falselioud. I see it is Rupees 500 he is said to have received from Yc^sh- 
wunirao. Nursoo, Salim, and Juggu w’cnt t<» the Bulacc; but althougli Jugga was the person 
who had gone there, and was ininxluced by my learned friend as corroboration of some of the 
visits when the attempt to poison was suggeetecl, J think that that part ol' the case must fall lo 
the ground. 'I'liere is al^o another person connected, named Klialmi, who is introduced by 
Nursoo, or l)oth Nursoo and llowjee, as having accompanii'd them to tlie Palace. But in>on 
these occasioofl regarding which my learned friend wanted coiToboration Kluibai, like Jugga, 
fixed an earlier period than is eonsistent with the supposeci suggc’st.ioii of conspiring to |)oisoD. 
lie says lui went to the Palace lasi, hot season. In point of fiurt, both of these witnesses entinjy 
fail lo give corroborative evidence <m tln‘ polnls <»» which they were wanted to give such cvi' 
<lence, and there is no evidence from any unpolluted .source that any visits were made at w'hich 
ilie poisons were given. 1 have to submit that ilic fair inleumce, as it stands, of the evidence 
of Howjee and Nursoo is, that there may have been visfts in the early part of the year tiuring 
the time the (Joniinission was sitting, and for some time afterwards down to the hot season tlint 
Ivhabai speaks of; that certain sums of money were received by Uowjec and othere, but that 
from that period not one single farthing is ever alleged to have been given to any of these 
witnesses. Notwithstanding that it is said that ihey were risking their necks in the transac¬ 
tions regarding the allegetl attempt at poisoning, tlU'sc pe(jplc never appear lo have asked for, 
or as u matter of fact received, one single farthing of money out of the Maharaja’s treasury. It 
ia said, and it may be true—and I am not going to dispute it—that Nursoo received Rupees 800 
on one occasion. I5ut he says he received it at the time and in consequence of the Maharaja'^s 
nmniage: and of course this is not in connection with the poisoning, nor docs it agree with 
the period when the poisoning was supposed to be attempted. These are general observations 
which may have occurred to the memliers of this Oommission ns they have occurred to my¬ 
self, It is not neceestjay to dwell upon them further than remarking ilint a man generally 
expeclH to get rewards according to whni he does; and these men are supposed to give informa¬ 
tion, and one gels Rupees 500 and another Rupees 800 upon an occasion when it was perhaps 
not unreasonable that they might presents. But the {joint lo observe is that on the dccbrion 
of the attempted poisoning of the Resident tliey do not get one single farthing. It baa been 
' uggested ilmi each of tliein t‘xpected a lukh of Rupees; but T do not think anyone wbuld take 
it upon himself to believe that these men expected that they would get such a sum in the event 
of their aucoe^fs, 'Tlmt wmdd be a sort of promise that a native of this country, unless he were 


it is a promise of sit exc^eiliagly itnprolriUde kind. ■ With regard to Knrsoo^ l don’t believe be 
mentioned Arom beginning to end of his evidence d)at he received any coneiderution to indtieb 
him to join in a crime for which he aiiowed so much repenUniee afterwards But the pointing 
out of thoe imprDbabiUtiea sinks into oomparative in^gnificance sido by side urkh other im)3lro^ 
babilities to which I have drawn tho attention of the Commission. The account given by 
Uowjee of Damodhur Punt is an odd one, considering that they were so deeply implicated in 
tho one concern. He says, “ I know a man named Dumotllmr Punt. I know him by sight. 

” He was at Nowearee with tho Maharaja.” That is the account he gives of Damodhur. You 
will remember that Damodhur Punt says of Rowjee, " One day llowjee oaine to my place. He 
** had Btoien some documents from the Residency, and he waited there while 1 copied these 
“ documents.” 1 think that these things show tl)at there have been three men at work in 
getting up this matter—(^ujanund Vithul, Akbar AH, and Abdool Ali—and as each has 
worked the matter differently according to his own idea, that accounts for the differences in the 
story. It’may be said variances arc a proof of truth; but this is an argument which I think 
has been pushed too far. In small variations it may be true, but when you 6nd the })arties 
themselves differing pretty well upon every material point from beginning to end of the case, I 
apprehend that this is a contention which my lonrned friend can hardly submit, and that the 
Memlxsis of the Commission could scarcely understand. It has been said that Pedro went 
twice to Goa, but that wag one of the discrepancies winch I did not ilnnk it necessary to refer 
to. I shall not occupy the time of the Court by repeating tlie arguments I have already 
mUlrusscd to the Commission on the subject of Pedro. Rowjee describes the packet as con¬ 
taining two powders—one white an<l one rose-coloured—and then he says he divided them into 
three parcels, taking more of the rose than of the white coloured. Tlio fourth part he put into 
his belt, and the other powders he put into the tumbler upon alternate days. Upon this 
subject I shall have to refer to Colonel Phayre’s evidence, wherein he describes himself as 
suffering from confusion of the head, and that incapacity of understanding himself which 
astonished him so much—all which he attributed to these powders, though, unfortunatclv for 
thot lhe<»ry, these powders were administered when Cohmel Phayre had become ja'rfcctly well. 
These powtiors were obtained 15 or 20 days before tlie 9tli, and the period fixed for the symp¬ 
toms 1 have referred to >vas the rime when he was suffering from tho boil, which 1 think was 
fixed aa some time in September. It was very curious to see the way in which there is an 
endeavour, I won’t say a dishonest endeavour-—but one of those endeavours that a mind not 
over-strong might make, to adapt himself and his recollections and thoughts to oircunisiances h«> 
aiihsequently believed to have taken place. When I read over some parts of Colonel Phayre’s 
evidence, you will see it is quite obvious that he means us to infer that he underwent a proecs.-. 
of slow poisoning at a time long preceding anytiiing whatever having been done to him. As to 
the boil, ]>erhaps Cohmel Phayre may liave attributed his symptoms to the boillc that bad been 
obtained liy Ilowjije, although there i.s this difficulty about doing that, he never used the bottle 
at all. 'That suffering which ho Iclt when he took off* the plaster, and that confusion oi brain 
which he so seldom seimietl to suffer from, could not be applicable u» the bottle, m(»rt’ than th» 
powders. It is said that Nursoo liad asked about the bottle, and Uowjee replied that he lia<! 
used it, but wc3 have got the history of the bottle so completcl^^ before us ihiif I nei-d n<»! refej- 
to the falsehood connected with that matter. In referring to the 5Lh NovembcT, or about, this 
time, I want to call the attention of your Highnesses to a coinpartitively small matter, but 
which if I were addressing a jury in Kngland I might consider to be a very important pennt. 
It is said that when about Novomber nth Rovvjec went with Nursoo to the Palace he was 
violently reproached by the MjiharaJa \ritb not Imving d(»nc anything at all, and that tin.* 
Maharaja gave vent to sonu‘V(jry coarse jibiise. I believe ilml the particular cxpreKsioii used 
w«s given to some one in Court; but I should desire that expression to be submitted to the.ir 
Highnesses, for, considering their knowledge of Enstern nuitniers and of the manners of a. 
jK'raon occupying the position of a Mjihuraja, I sliould ask them to say whether that expri^bsion 
was one that was ever likely to come from his lips. I have been told that the expression is one 
of extreme filthiness, and wish the Court to know what ibnt expre.ssion was. 

The Advocatr.-Gcncral riimarked that the expression hful been brought out in the vennvculur 
during the cxaminalioii of the witnesses. 

Se/jeant Halhuttmc —Then, that is all right, for the expression should be in tlie recollection 
of their Highneasos. Then llowjoe says that on tlie next day Niirsoo gave me~~this is a 
matter I liave already alluded to before the Commission, but 1 will venture to nlludo to it 
again—“ On the next day Nursoo gave me .some black or dark-coloured substance.” Thia is 
tho substance supposed to be put into Colonel Phayre s glass. 1 think, Sirs, that this is sub- 
smnliHlIy all I need call the atteiiliou of the Commission to in relation to RowjeeV evklonee. 
for having dealt with that evidence ujmn some particular points at some length yesterday, it is 
not geoesaary for me to refer further to the evidence. There is, however, 1 think, this very 
remarkable fact—I do pot know whether ii has occurred to the C/OtnmiBsioii, bnt I think 1 am 
right-—that every transaction emanating from Damodhur Punt first of all goes through either 
Salim or Yeshwuntrao, and that tlie next person brought upon the scene is invariably Nursoo 
to whom, quite unnecessarily it appears to me, the packets from time to time are sup|.H)aed to be 
handed. Kursoo need not have been entrusted with the secret at all. However, he is brought 
jn« and then he hands the packet to Rowjee. and the poison is userl, or not used, according as 
Howjee’s evidence is to be taken. The Commission have therefore clearly l>efore them that, accord¬ 
ing to Damodhur Punt’s own admission, lie conccris the schouu^ and then employs as his agents 
balim and VeshwuoIrHO—pro>>ably both of whom wen* persons implicale<l in the frauds com- 


mitted upon Ills inast6r->-and that then through the hands of Salim and Yeehwuntrao the powders 
;ire delivered to Nursoo^ by whom again they are given to Uowjee, who is supposed to ueo 
them. But all through this the Mahnraja is never brought into the matter at oil, and he has 
not been connected with the affair but by bare assertions. Now, supposing this were the 
case, and that I>aiuodhur Punt were under a charge and had no opportunity such as he has 
now of saving liimself by throwing the blame upon the Maharaja, there would have been the 



any Dare proposition- 

case us propounded against the Maharaja has not been made out This, it appears to me, is 
one of the most extraordinary elements in this difficult case, but I can understand that 
Dnuiodhur Punt, excluded from the Residency, threatened with an inquiry, a man who hod 
been embezsslhig liis master’s property, as undoubtedly you will agree he has been if you 
accept the explanation 1 gave to you, and do not accept the explanation he offered out of all 
reason to you, that Damodhur Punt, witfi Yeshwuntrao and Salim, who were his accomplices in 


these matters, and who had therefore equally good reasons for getting rid of the Resident, 
really intended to murder tlio Besident himself. Considering whut Damodhur Punt has 
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Considering whut Damodhur Punt has 
admitted, i think that this is neither improbable nor impossible; but 1 have shown, I think 
conclusively, that it would have been in no respect whatever Ibr the Maharaja’s benefit to murrier 
Colonel Pliayre; and I have given yon siifiicient grounds for supposing that Darao<Uiur Punt 
may have had a motive for doing so and wanted to carry out his clesigns. But when we come 
to the servants of the Residency, it is extremely difficult to see what motive on earth they had 
to destroy their luaster. They would lose a inun against whom they had no complaint. 
I I»oy would lose a man—Nursoo especially, who Imd served so long in the Residency—from 
whom they obtained their position and everything else. There are other men more cunning 
and cleverer—men who have completely taken in Colonel Phayre and governed his mind 
and ruled his intelligence; men like Bhow'Poonikur, who knew ail that was going on, and 
who were perfectly well aware, for [instiuice, of the khureeta that was in existence, and who 
must have known that Colonel Phayre was in a considerable jMiril of being dismissed: but 
when wc come to examine motives, I think we will find that it was much more reasonable 
for the servants at the Residency to keep him there than seek to take away his life. Now, 
where <*very ]»article of a story is monstrous and improbable, J do not think it is a forced 
conclusion to arrive at, that it may haic easily occurred to Bhow Poonikur that if there was au 
appearance of an attempt upon the Resident’s life, that would sav** him from being removed 
1 ho lessor thing would merge in tiic greater, and the confusion that would he caused by the 
nimonr of the attempt iniglit distract nilentiuii from the intention to remove him. J would not 
venture to put forward such a ]>roposition if it were uo( for the evidence given by Rowjee. If 
ilovvjee is to bo at ail believed, and the story of the bottle has any truth in it, directly he gets 
whal is to he formidable upon llie life of the Uesideiil, he throw's it away : and again, directly 
he gets the powders, he takes out ail that is dangerous and leaves that which is innocent. At 
all events, if Rowjee used those powders, it is perfectly dear that no evil effects from their use 
arose to the Rosuleut. Tlien conies the dark-brown powder wliieli wc must follow, :is it is oiuf 
of the oddest features of this case. Dark but black, Rowjee calls it; dark, Colonel Pbayi'e 


calls it; while Ur. Seward took away the powder and says it was a light-coloured one. Says 
T)r. Seward, “J cannot account for the powder being dark, because the powder 1 took away 
“ was a light one." Therefore you have to account for this dark sediment or the powder 
which was sent to be analysed. You have no explanation of it. Colonel Phayre cannot explain 
it, nor cun Dr. Seward. It stands entirely inexplicable. Then there is another circumstance 
which 8liow.s this was not a reality. Tf arsenic was really used, arsenic is perfectly tasteless. 
Now Colonel Phayre says that lln re was a strong coppery tivsic in wliat he drank, while there 



.should answer timt, but if it is intended that 1 should, I take the liberty of saying that there 
would not he tl»e sligiitest difficulty of doing so in the world. It is perhaps not to be supposed 
that either Dr. Seward or Colonel Phayre, who had Imd their attention directed ho much to 
this matter ot poisoning, might have made a change; but wlini is tl»«^re from the beginning to 
the end of this case that is not either probable or improbable? Nothing. The whole is a 
mass of inconsistencies. Here is a4 all events fiomething of a solution. You W'ill remember 



so on 


_ _ , coppui 

dust. I shall refer jrou presently to his evidence on that point. 1 think it is only right to do 
behalf of His Tlighness the Maharaja. This private and confidential communication 
turned out at last to lie from Bhbw Poonikur, altliough Colonel Phayre did not confess it 
without some backwardness. Bulwunt Kao or some such person is, according to Bhow 
Poonikur, the man who first gAve Ibis information about the ingredients of the sherbet. My 
leafned friend did tiot think it necessary to bring forward Bulwunt Uao. But there the 
information stands, that copper had been used, and that Colonel Phavre affirms there was a 
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Clipper ta^to in hia mouth. How is that explainable, nothing being used but diamond dust and 

avsenie? If juy learned friend means to show that any other ingredient Iuib been used, then 
h*'> 
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fuUy raiBcd in order to show that the poison used was diamond dust ond arsenic alone. I have 
already told you tliat neither of these iiip^redients possesses any taste whatever, altliough they 
possess certain sensations ; and I venture to ask again liow on earth is this story recuncilaUle? 
How do you get rid of that dark residuum? What became of it? Where did it go to? 
Dr. Gray didn't get it, and Dr. Seward didn’t got it. They both get a light grey powder. The 
only possible waj' out of the difficulty is that Buwjee mistook the dark for the light, and that 
Colonel Phayre mistook the dark for the light Now, in proiwunding this dieory of the 
possible guilt of Dumodhur Punt, or the po8sn>le intention on the part of the servants at tlie 
Kesidency to play a trick upon their employer, but with no view whatever of poisoning him, 
it must not be understood that. I propound it ns one of the matters upon wliioh 1 stand to 
prove the innocence of His Highness; 1 put it forward as one of those matters which upon 
theory may be fairly put forward, and I assert that it is just us possible as many of the other 
theories which liavo been propounded here, and is, in point of fact, supported by circum¬ 
stances that are not nearly so inconsistent in themselves, as those otliiT theories 1 alluded 
to. I suggest that an actual intention to poison did exist in the minds of certain people, 
but that the Kesidency servants took care ihgt copper should bo used and put something 
into the glass that tasted so strongly that Colonel Phayre’s attention is drawn to the matter 
and t!ie whole thing becomes known in the bazaar. I simply ask the Commission whether 
or not these arc not considerations that you ought to receive with the other circumstances 
in this case. My Lord, 1 do not think it is necessary that I should occupy your attention 
with many observations upon the subject of Nursoo. It is worthy of note, iiowevcr, that 
he appears to have been aiTosted on the 3rd December, and was eonfrontod with Itowjee 
in the presence of Gujnnund and Akbar All and Abdool Aii. Mr. Souter was nut then 
present The same system was pursued by these three men that 1 have already called 
attention to. Gujanund Vithul himself admits (sec page 1(>4 short-hand writers’ notes) that he 
hud questioned Nursoo. This is the account he gives himself upon the subject. The next day 
after Nursoo was apprehended ho was confronted witi^ Kowjee: “I w'as sitting with Nursoo 
upon the maidaii or plain opposite the Kesidency, or the open space or plain opposite the Resi- 
“ dent’s bungalow, and 1 was questioned about the particulars of this ease.” Then there ia a 
question put by Mr. Melvil), and the witness says, Yes, J was sitting with liiiu; and the Khan 
Sahib was also present, i.c., Akbar Ali and Abdool Ali were also present, I bad given instruc¬ 
tions to Kowjee (and 1 call the nUcntioii of the CommUsiuii to this point). 1 said, * You 
* should not say further than this ; you have said everything connected with this case.* *’ The 
President asks, “ Wlio was this said to ? ”—anti the witness replies, to Kowjee, and that was wliat 
Kowjee said when he came there, and he said, ‘ I have said up to this * (pointing up to his neck). 
He did not sny anything more than that. I did not say to Ilosvjee anything of the particulars 
“ what Nursoo had stated in order that Nufsoo might not hear tlie particulars in the manner 1 
Imvo mentioned.” ' 1 cannot make any minute observ:ition8 upon this matter again. If it 
does not strike the Commission as being a fabulous account of what really took p]ace,.no words 
of mine would be able to convince you. Gujanund particularly desires that Kowjee should not 
allow anything to escape that can in any way inform the mind of Nursoo, and all that Kowjee 
docs is the intimation, quite intelligible, that be Ims said up to his neck. It is possible that 
Gujanund may have bc>en nc'.tuatoil with a good desire upon this occasion, but such a tiling 
would he inconsistent wiih his nature and of his previous history. Moreover, if lie did want to 
b(* fair, his object was wofully defeaicil by wliat took place afterwards. It next appears that 
Nursoo made a statement and was tak(‘n before Sir Lewis Telly and Mr. Souter, and then is 
told tliat no jiardon will be given to him—which 1 think was rather hard upon Nursoo, as bo 
was tlio least criminal among tin* persons concerned. It seems that ho made an oral confession. 
I asked J^Ir. Souter why he did not take it down. He replied (see page 177), “ 1 did not lake 
“ it down as I hiul a great deal of work to do.” I beg the attention of the Commission to that. 
It occurs to me, and 1 think it, will occur to you, that if Nursoo did make an oral confession at 
that lime, and if that oral confession was interpreted and was not in any keeping, Mr. Souter*8 
duty to the public was to take it down there and then—it wiis a confession of murder and guilt. 
Why was it not taken down then ? “I had no time to do it,” says Mr. Souter; “ I had other 
“ matters to do connected with this inquiry.” But what more important than taking down the 
account of an accomplice to the murder ^ To this Mr. Souter has no reply. /Hien wo have 
Sir Lewis Telly, and he entirely differs from Mr. Soutcr's account of what took place. It was 
not because Mr. Souter liad not lime to take it down, but because, as I understand the matter, 
as Mr. Souter was about to take it down, Sir Lewis Pelly said, “Oh no! let him liavc time to 
think it over,*’ and accordingly he was admiticd to tlu^ care of the jiolice, and it is not until 
tlie following day that he comes forward and makes a statement, which is subsequently reduced 
into writing. Now I must say that the whole ot that trananciion is eminently suggestive ut an 
opportunity being given to a man whose statement Was not in accord, or might have contained 
eletncuis somewliat contradictory, with the statements ol others to correct that testimony. 
Another point to which I would draw your attention is tha^t tiic statement was not taken down 
until the 26ih, although he was put into custody on the 23rd. 'Vim fact is vouched for by 
Sir Lewis Telly. Then we come to llie garden scene or the well incident, which .1 have already 
referred to, and in which the question is whether it was the effects of conscience or the effects of 
a dinner that induced Nursoo to do something which he could not bo prevailed upon to say was 
done purposely. I wonder who it was that told this precious story about the well. Whoever 
it was, they conveyed what was a palpable and deliberate falsehood, although surrounding it 
with circumstances tliat might have been very easily proved. They say that ho was in the 
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custody of the police when he broke sway from his guard and was^ standing; at the edge of a 
well and threw himself in. That is a fact stated with so much detail that it should have been 
proved up to the very hilt. It may be said that when Nursoo comes here he may have told that 
which was untrue, and the suggestion be that he was taiiij)ered with—^although your Lordship 
will remember that the word tampering was deiined the other day by one of the witnesses as 
being the handing of a man over to the soldiei’s and only allowing him to be seen by the police. 
But where are those people from whom lie broke away ? Cannot any of them be found ? Are 
none of those careless guards from whom the prisoner suddenly broke away to be discovered V 
li is astonishing that the gentleman who instructs my learned friend has put none of those men 
into the witness bo.\. I think that the explanation that would have been more satisfactory to 
the tribunal would have been the evidence of some of these witnesses to show upon what pos- 
fiible pretence the assertion has been put forward that lie wanted to jump into the well. 1 do 
not propose to refer to his cross-exaniinaiion. It will be in ilic recollection of the bench that 
the fate that overwhelmed hiin^ predestination, and so on, ted him to take part in committing 
this attempted murder, for which he was to get nothing. But having dealt with all the'main 
parts of the case, I do not ])i’opose to offer any further observations regarding this man. The 
case of my learned friend is this, that, without a motive, without an irKlucement, without anger, 
without revenge, with a good master, with good wages, with cverytliing surrounding them 
to make them comfortable—these servants, without one single word of remonstrance, no 
resistance, nothing in ilic way of protest, directly when a proposal is made to murder their 
master fall into the scheme as readily us if it wore a proposition of ^ most ordinary kind, and 
consent to go through processes the most cruel to their master, if tiiey had succeeded, nothing 
but evil could have happened to ihcmsclvt-s, becansc tliey would have been left in the power of 
the Maharaja, and they tlienisclves would have been charged with the crime without a possi¬ 
bility of their ever being able to blame others. This is the story that has been told to us. 
They have connected it wdth the stojy of Damodhur Punt and have endeavoured to mak(‘ u 
whole of it. I have already dsvelt at great length upon all the matters connected with the 
witnesses and wiili .Damodhur Punt, and out of that this (Commission will liavc to make a con¬ 
sistent whole—and not only this, but you have to say that which you make out of the evidence 
is founded upon evidence upon which it is iinpossihlc for you to place the least reliance. You 
have, first of all, to come to the conclusion tluit an attempt at murder did take place. It is 
possible that you may come to that conclusion, because you cannot believe that any man could 
be so vile us to charge himself with attempting a murder which iri point of fact he did not 
intend. T have no means of answering that conclusion. 1 have no evidence to offer against it. 
In reality, I have no desire to stake that conclusion. But .1 repeat that, ns against the Maharaja, 
you have nothing but a mass of gross improbabilities put forward by people who must bo 
admitted to be the most infamous of men—brought'forwurtl by the police, who have beyond all 
question tampered with tiicm on every ])ossible occasion, and been urged to do so by motives 
of the strongest kind. If guilty, a j)romise of pardon w’as held forth to tliein if they bucceotled 
in making you believe that the Giiekwar was the criminal On the other hand, the knowledge 
was branded upon their memories and permanent upon their minds, that unless they succoetled 
in making you believe tliat the man 1 call this ill-used Prince has been guilty of iliis foul attempt 
nt murder, they will go back witli a lialter round their necks to meet their well-desCrvcd piinisli- 
ment for having in point of fact committed a foul and filthy perjury. 1 think it is well to gel 
rid of these witnesses and associate them, if necessary, in my comments on Oolonel Phayro. 
In dealing with him at all events I have a pleasanter subject to deal with, and one in which, 
althougli my observations will not be altogeilicr laudatory, 1 slmll nevertheless be able to di.scuss 
without inidting observations of great severity. As reflections have been cast upon one of the 
witnesses liere, 1 think it is not unnatural to call attention to some of the answers given by 
Colonel Phayre to show you how a man under the excitement of croas-examinution is likely to 
avoid telling what is strictly the truth except after a great deal of pressure. He told us here 
that lie remembered Yeshwunirao and Salim were in the habit of coming with the Gackwar lo 
the llcsidency, and then he says, 1 remember particularly that about that time (that would 
be the middle of September) 1 was suffering from a bad cold in the liead and had a bud boil 
“ on the forehead, I did not get rid altogether of the boil for, I should think, nearly three 
“ weeks. My medical attendant was Dr. Seward, who used to dress it every morning. He 
used to put the plaster he used on a dressing-table and there was a side-table on which it 
** remained, and I think 1 shifted some of it on to a little clockstnnd near the dressing-table in 
“ my private offlee.** Now this looks as if Colonel Phayro thought something had lieen done to 
the plaster, and you will remember in the evidence of Damodhur Punt he says that Rowjee put 
something, in the plaster. It is quite clear that what Colonel Phayre imagined after reflecting 
upon the thing was that there had been arsenic put upon the plaster, and his head was suffenng 
in consequence. I have already referred to the fact that this idea is altogether repudiated, 
and that no arsenic had been used in this way. Then Colonel Phayre goes on to say,— 
After this boil I hncl slight fever at one time; my eyes watered a good deal, and I had 
a feeling of fullness in the head, and 1 tned to account for tliis in various ways. I used 
to sleep out at night and thought 1 had cauglit malarious fever, and thought that perhaps this 
was the cause. I had puss^Iefd myself about the circumstances and tried to account for it in 
the way I have mentioned, when I also began to wonder whether the pummelo sherbet was 
made with proper pummelos. It^would be about tbe end of September or the beginning of 
October that I began to wonder at this, I remember Govindrao llouj. On the 6th November 


in the af^rnoon. On tho morninf; of that day I did not take the whole of the sherh^; I 
“ took a si|) or two of it and threw the rest away ” Now it w quite clear that Colonel Phayre 
implies by that that there was some difficulty in the sherbet which induced hito to throw tl^c 
rest away. In point of fact, it was opined by my, learned friend that he was poisoned, or 
attempted to be poisoned, on the 6th or 7th. Now it turns out that notiung was dono to hitti 
on these two days, so that roally Colonel Phayre’s imagination must have l)een the father of 
these symptoms— cj: rojtcessw there is not one singleof evidence to show that any 
poison was employed on these days. In his letter to Br. Seward Colonel Phayre says: My 
“ dear Seward—With reference to the circumstances which T mentionod to you this morning, 

“ together with the symptoms wliich I described to you and the contents of the tumbler which 
“ you took home with you, I should feel much obliged if you would kindly give mo a profes- 
“ Hional opinion as to the nature of the contents of that tumbler, whether poisonous or not. 

Although I only took two or three sips of the pummelo juice which the tumbler contained, I 
“ felt within about ludf-an-hour, as f described to you, a most unusual sickness uf the stomal, 
accompanied by dizziness in the head and of sight, producing confusion of thought, also u 
most unpleasant metallic taste in the mouth, with sligiit salivation, sucli ns I have never ex¬ 
perienced till witliin the lost few days, and which I attributed partly to a slight attack of fever, 
which had however quite gone offi and partly to an idea that the pummelos from which the 
juice daily placed on my table bad been extracted were not fresh ones. I now% however 
attribute all of these systems, especially that of this morning, to entin‘ly different causes. 
In fact, I now believe that for the last few days small doses of poison have been introduced 
into the juice, and that had 1 drunk the whole tumbler off to-day, 1 should have been very 
ill indectl. The confused stale of my head has often surprised mo of late, because for 
the last six weeks I have abstained in totn from wine and beer, &c., except once or twice 
when friends dined at the Keaidcncy, and I have found myself all llui better for it. My 
“ general health ia, as you know, moat excellent, and therefore the symptoms which I have 
“ (iescribed to you are, I feel sure, the result of unnatural causes. I luwer dreamt of 
** poison, otherwise I should not have thrown away so much of the contenta of the tumbler 
which I gave yon this morning. It was only after doing so and when T was replacing 
‘‘ the tumbler on the table, and saw the sediment at the bottom, that 1 for the first time 
‘‘ suspected foul play.’’ This only shows what imagination may do with a man. Upon 
these two days it is not pretended by any one that any poison was used in the pummelo 
juice. Then comes the morning in whicli this poisoning is supposed to Imvc taken place. 
After having drunk the pummelo juice he says:—"I wrote for about tw'enty minutes 
or lialf an hour, and then felt a sudden squeamishness, us if 1 w'as about to be sick. 
“ 'riie thought occurred to me all at once it iiui.st be the sherbet which has always dis- 
“ agreed witli me, and I got up, went to the wash-hand table, took the tumbler in my hand, 
" and tried to throw away the contents in order that I might not be tempted to drink it.” 
I'his shows a very funny reason for throwing it away and one that can scarcely be sntistactory 
to this Commission. As i said before, it would have caused mo to call my servant and say. 
“ What on earth do you mean by getting ino this pummelo juice?”—and it would have been 
l)ctter still if this liquid substance had been kept and analysed, instead of the greater part 
dl' it being thrown away. Dr. Seward seems to have aetetl also with a great deal of haste, 
iis he threw away all the liquid banded to him by Colonel Phayre and only retained 
the powder. Then Colonel Plrayre goes on to say : “'J’he window tlirougli whicli 1 pitched the 
“ sherbet opens on a chiinam verandah, w'hicli is rather wide, and then comes the grass of the 
“ coiiqioimd.’’ It was on this verandah that this remarkable discovery of diamond dust and 
arsenic takes place. It si'cms to me liial the discovery of this was sufficiently odd to exijito 
attention. If lliere w'as no trick being played, or if there had been a predisposition to find 
arsenic, there would have been plenty of means of finding it upon the viu'nndah, and perljaps 
this Commission will not pay much attention to anything that was found outside of the glass. 
Colonel Phayre then goes on to say : “ As I was rcplacing^thc tumbler, T saw a dark aediinent 
“ collected at the bottom.” He then proceeds to describe the sensations, which he says were 
similar to those he suffered upon the two previous days. Now the whole story here scorns to 
be odd ; first there is the throwing away the liquid, instead of calling his servant, in order 
that he might not be tempted to drink it; then there is the description of the coppery taste 
in it, and tho darkness of the powder. All these points I have already commented upon, 
and I must leave you to consider the value of these comments. I have already referred to hi.s 
letter in which he speaks of the confidcniial communication; and this shows how completely 
a man’s mind may be perverted by his prejudices. On that very day he writes lo the Govern¬ 
ment of Bombay telling them that he has been providentially preserved from being poisoned. 
He displayed the same determination to consider himself jioisoned. He then goes on to say: 
“ Tlie Maharaja came at about half-past nine, his usual hour. Between the time of my giving 
“ the sherbet to Dr. Seward and the Maharaja’s arrival, I had received no communication 
“ from Dr. Seward. When the Maharaja came, I went out to receive him as usual, and led 
« him into the drawing-room, and he sat down. I asked after His Highness’ health, iind he 
Bilid he had not been at ail well, that tliero was a good deal of fever about, and he thought he 
« must have oaten too many of the .sweetmcals common at that time (tlio IWalec). Ho also 
“ mentioned that he had n headache and a slight pain in his stomach.” Now', how unfair that is, 
and h(»w thoroughly untrue, because in an eaily part of his evidence he says that the con¬ 
versation began with his asking upon the subject of His HighnesB* heattb, and it was thien, 
and not till then, thnt His Highness gave a description of liis symptoms. Tliis shows you 


how that man*e mmd had become so impregnated with on idea that he actually states what is 
not true until you com® to find it out by the facts proved. The Maharaja did not lead the 
conversation; Colonel Phayre did| and it was he who made the inquiries regarding health; 
and it was only in reply to this that the Maharaja gave a very natural account of his own 
feelings and of what really took place about that occsieion. There was not the slightest 

ground for making the allegation iliat tlic Maharaja was the first to lead this conversation. 

In point of factj my Lord, can you consider tliis Prince guilty by hie own acts? Supposing 
Colonel Phayre’s story was true, there is not the least reason to suppose that the Maharaja 
knew of the events which took place on the 9th. He was ignorant of what had taken 
place at the Iteaidency that morning, and that Hr. Seward had got the glass. This was 
not a gunpowder plot in which the day and the hour had been fully arranged and all the 
oocompUccs were waiting to sec what became of it. In point of foci, nothing was aitanged 
at all; there was no day Tnontioned, and nothing whatever had been fixed. Thercibre 

all the insinuations about the peculiarities in the behaviour of Kowjeo on that morning 

fall to the ground, unless it was the case that Rowjcc was playing a trick upon Dr. Seward, 
whose youthful imagination carried away his judgment in the matter. 1 think there is 
notliiog from beginning to end in this case—and that is a matter I implore your con* 
sideration of—there is nothing in the demeanor of the Maharaja wliich indicates the knowledge 
or impression of guilt. There is no movement in a muscle of his face; there is. not an act 
done out of the ordinary course of nature. His Highness, in fact, acts as he had always 
done before, and meets Colonel Phayre as a man and not as a*murdcrcr who had made 
him his intended victim, and the Gaekwar only pays to Colonel Phayre the ordinary visits 
which he was in the habit of paying at such times. 1 do not know* how Kastern Princes 
are constituted, but I should sny that at all events they arc men like ourselves. Tlicy must 
have some emotions, and tliey must have some fears, and wc look to the conduct of a murderer 
to exhibit by manner or demeanour something or other to implicate him with his crime. 1 defy 
the most ingenious of those who have maligned this unhappy Prince from tlie time he was 
arrested to tlie time he has sat liere waiting the decision of this Commission to point out any¬ 
thing in His Highness’ conduct which criminates him. 1 defy those who have called liini liarsh 
names and wlio have communicated to the papers, to their disgrace, terms opprobrious of His 
Highness, and who have thought fit, with a view of influencing the tribunal before whom he is 
being tried, endeavouring to make that tribunal forget the duty they owe to themselves, by 
falsely misrepresenting statements and falsely licuping upon His Highness terms which in 
Kngland would cast upon the editor of that newspaper an obloquy from whicii he could never 
escape to the end of his days. I have read the words published in that newspaper about that 
unhappy man, and my blood has boiled. Living in a couniry where there is a free [iresa and 
an honourable press, 1 know there is not a man, cxcejit a man who would l)e hunted into infaiuy 
lor it, who would have written one single word against that Prince, much less word upon word, 
sentence upon sentence, that 1 find lias been written about that unhappy Prince in one of the 
papers here which, 1 am told, is one of the most influentially circulated thi'ough this country, 
i say that there has not been one single act exhibited by His Highness the Gaekwar that would 
lead you to conclude that he is guilty of the crime laid to his charge. Now, my Lord, I am not 
referring to the early parts of the cross-examiriutioii of Colonel Phayre; 1 do not desire to do so. 
It was with great difficulty that I could get from liim any admission about that document, which 
he called a private document, and which he said he could not recognise, as no private document liad 
ever come to him. 1 have never used that document in any way except to show that it was known 
to the Maharaja, and I may here call attention to the letter that Colonel Phayre writes to Dr. 
Gray, to the effect that “previous to the receipt of your letter under reference, I had received 
“ secret and con6dentiul information that the poison administered to me did consist of n mixture 
“ of (1) common arsenic, (2) finely powdered diamond dust, (3) copper.” Now, Sir, I pressed 
Colonel Phayre to mention what justified him in saying that tlie information he received was 
private and confidential, and he replied : “ I can give no information. Amongst the persons 
“ who gave mo the information it was one or llie oilier amongst them, butwhicli particular person 
“ it was I could not say without inquiry. I can give a list of all the persons who used generally 
“ to give mo information, and it was one or other among them.” Was it Bhow Poouikur?— 
“ I cannot say. It was either Bhow Poouikur or the other man.” ' To tlie best of your belief, 
was it Bhow Poonikur?—To the best of my belief, T cannot say.” Wlio is the other man ?— 
“ The other man I reforreil to is named Balwuntrao, a moonshee. But there is a list of persons.” 
I won’t have a list of persons, sir, 1 shall just have your evidence. Was it Bhow Poonikur or 


the other man you mentioned ?—“ 1 tell you I cannot say.” Was it one or other of them ?_ 

“ So I believe.” Ultimately it turned out that the statement was given by Bhow Poonikur, 
who was called as a witness here, a<id gave an account oi’ the persons from whom lie got 
that infornialion—men who have not been called here by my learned friend. I will leave 
Colonel Phayre’s evide^icc at this point with a view of pointing out the nature of the state¬ 
ment of his feelings, especially as to the coppery taste. You will take these in relation 
with the whole matter in this case and say how far it leads you to be satisfied that any 
attempt to poison had been jaiade. This, 1 think, leads me to one more matter to which 
1 should address myself^ namely, the tampering with the servants at the liesidency. Now, 
my Lord, as a specific charge, 1 liardly know how it is inteiulod to bo used. I understand 
jierfectly well that if it is supposed that servants were being tampered with to do an 
injury to their master, that that niigiiL be an ofleiice. But I do not think the charce can exist 




to obtain information of what woe going On at the Residency^ and that, not with a viOw'td ‘ 
injure the llesident, but simply for hia own information, I hardly know in what manner timt 
could be dealt witli hy this Commission as an offence. I cannot help making this obserTatioDg 
that it cornea very ungraciously in the charge laid against the Gaeawar if it emanates from 
Colonel Phayre, because it is quite obvious that Colonel Phayre had a lot of people who wei« 
in his employment to all intents and purposes, although they were not paid by him. The 
person who seemed to be thoroughly in tho confidence of the Resident will make money in a 
variety of ways, and 1 have no doubt that Hhow Poonikur was more or less a spy used by 
Colonel Phnyre for getting information for him. Could it be doubted that he in his own room 
dealt with these persons day by day, and from them was consequently in tho receipt of informa¬ 
tion of what was going on nt the Palace ? Colonel Phayre seems to have thought there was no 
harm in this, but there is no mistake however that it was done. Ho had learned—and that is 
a mutter well worthy of consideration—some time before that this khureeta was being prepared, 
and he bad learned all that through Dhow Poonikur, who must have bribed or inveigled the 
servants at the Palace for the purpose of obtaining that information. 'I'hat is all, as I under¬ 
stand, that is alleged against tlie Miiharaja. As far as 1 can see, all that the Maharaja obtained 
was the most trumpery stufl'in the woritl. As far as one can gather from one of the letters to 
which 1 shall presently refer, it is something or another about a dinner party, and I do not re¬ 
member tl|at anything whatever is gained by the Maharaja. Even the evidence of the ayah «» 
to the information, supposing that evidence is taken to be true, is that Mrs. Phayre is “ very 
“ well disposed towards liim,'* and that she will get her to look kindly upon him, with 
some other matters of that kind. But as iar as I cun gather, he gain.s nothing of 
importance from beginning to end, and nothing that is worth while to lay himself open to the 
observations rnado in tlie presGiit case. Colonel Phayre undoubtedly in respect of this khureeta 
did get valuable information. He got information of this khureeta a considerable time before 
it was delivered, and he must have got that through the instruinontality of some of the ser- 
vaniB. Now Colonel Phayre in reality speaks of a ii\imber of people who were constantly 
giving him information, and one of these is Bhow Poonikur, whom he describes as being a man 
whom he constaiuly received and constantly communicated with, and constantly got inforinatlon 
from. Such being the case, it seems to me rather hard that a charge of this kind should bo 
made against the Maharaja, w'hen it is pccfectly clear that Colonel Phayre practised at all 
events quite as mncli espionacc as it can be pretended was ever practised by the Maharaja. 1 
of course do not admit ibc statements of the ayah upon the subject. They are denied entirely 
by the Maharaja; he denies having had any communication with the woman at all, and you arc 
to say whether these communications have b&eii of the kind, and the description of them 
of a character, tlmt would carry at all conviction to your minds. I submit to you that they 
are in the highest degree improbable. One does not understand what is to be got out of the 
ayah. What docs she know? Wlmt arc her cormnunicatioiis? What influence has she? 
IVhut can she get ? State papers ? She was only an ayah tit. the Residency, and so she 
si5ems, us far as i can sec, about tho last person in tiic world ho would have been likely to use 
for such a purpose. It was stated by my learned friend tlmt this is not the only purpose for 
which she w»m used, and there is no doubt whatever that a strong endeavour Avas made to apply 
her communications to entirely (lilfcrctit motives and to get her to say that some suggestions 
had been made to her upon the subject of poisoning the Resident, and there is no doubt also 
tliat originally the intention Avas to bolster np a case against tlie Maharajah by the ayahs 
evidence. My learned friend now is content to put it as being ineroly one applioabUj 
to the obtaining of information, and not in any Avay whatever as supporting Rowjee and 
Nursoo*sstory ; and in fact, as far ns I ran recollect, the ayali is not suppo-sed to have lieeu in 
communication with or to have seen Ntirsuo and Uowjcc—at all events not to have been in 
communication with them. I don’t deny any of the evidence of the carriage drivers who are 
supposed to have taken the ayali to the Palace. When 1 1 do not deny, my learned friend 

will perfectly understand that what I mean is that I know nothing about it one way or the 
other. It is a mailer perfectly possible, because the ayah may have visiteil the servants at tho 
Palace, and may have plenty of gos.sip with them for auglit I know, and yet the whole story 
of having seen the Maharaja may have been utterly untrue. And then one of ^lic dates given 
by the ayah is a very iinporlant one; and in relation to the evidence which she gave to 
Mr. Souter and to her subsequent statement^ I think it is extremely important. Tlierc is no 
doubt whatever that pressure was pul upon her to make her allege ihai she hati been not a 
party, but tlmt she hud rejected with scorn—rejected Aviih utter disgust—the suggestion that 
.slie should assist in the poisoning. Now it is a v'cry odd thing that one of tlie visits—and this 
is a thing to bo considered throughout the whole case—made by this woman was a visit made 
at the very time when Nursoo and Rowjee were said to have obtuined tho last lot of poison ; 
and the suggestion originally made was, while Nursoo and llov\^ee were the agents who had 
umicrtuken to poison Colonel Phayre, that at tliai very time, almost upon the identical day, 
the fith or 6th November, this woman also had a suggestion made to her of the same kind— 
not in any way whatever connected witlj Nursoo and liowjec, but an independent poisoning, 
something ap.irt from them, something that .she was to do, and in her own fashion, if she had 
not been shocked at the proposition and declined to have anything to do with it. That is an 
observation tlmt I make with referenc to that particular meeting. 1 don’t know whether there 
will be any doubt upon that subject. Slmik Dawuod says, ** It was before the last Dcwalec, 
« about two or four days before.” So that he fixes the time to be the 6th, Cth, or 7th 
Novemher/whieb is about the very period when the other plot was going on and was in full 


play, or supposed to have arrived absolutely at the oonsummation. This woman asserts that she 
hrtd an interview with the Maharaja, who talks to her on the subject of poisoning, which he, it is 
alleged, had already arranged to have done by somebody else, and talks, as he is alleged to. have 
talked to this woman, as if she had been Colonel Phayre’s prime minisier—a person of the greatest 
power, a person of the greatest dignity, and of the greatest importance. This CommiBsion will con¬ 
sider the probabilities of that story, and with the observations that I have already mode upon the 
subject, 1 don’t think that I shall feel H necessary to trouble them further on the subject of 
these visits. Tampering with servants seems to me to be a matter in which both sides have 
don(i exactly the same, so that the one can hardly charge the Gaekwar for doing that of winch 
we had such prominent examples in the case of Colonel Phayre. There is no doubt whatever 
that there was a time wlien the cstublisliment of spies as against the enemies of the kingdom 
was considered absolutely necessary and were a part of the constitution of the state. However, 
that was done away with in Before concluding the evidence of the ayah, I must refer 

to her evidence given before Mr. Soutcr, and to the circumstances under w'hich that evidence 
was given, bt'canse it shows very promniently how charges of this description may bo raked 
up and upon what miserable gossips they depend, so tliat the chatterers in the bazaar are 
listened to, the wretched gossip that takes place liere is retailed, and although the Gaekw’or, 
who may not have mucli experience of the world, might have seen any of these persons, 
J sa^' it is W’ith groat surprise that 1 learn a man liolding the high position of Kesideni in 
a kingdom of this description should allow and encourage a parcad of people to be con¬ 
stantly retailing their stories in his ear, especially when one of these is looked upon not 
only as Colonel Phayres chief spy, but as a bitter enemy of the Gaekwar. In the first 
staU'ment that the ayaii made to Mr. Souter, though I venture to say it was the second 
—(reads extracts from ayah's statements in which she states that the Maharaja and 
Salim talked of jadoot and ahe said Europeans could not bo atfected by that means)—you will 
perceive tliat in tlmt account there is not a word said about her being unwell, though mean- 
wliilo she gets unwell and then she is taken to hos[)itul. Tlien she goes on to state how she 
visited the Maharaja on the Ramazan. (Relates conversation.) Don’t you remark liow puerile 
this is? Here 1 may remark that Kazco Shahbndecn seems to have entirely <li.siippoared, 
allhough he was in the habit of visiting the Residency, particularly when Mr. Taylor was 
there. You will observe that in this deposition, taken on I8th December, thcic is not a 
pretence that the Maharaja makes any suggestion to her about poison, and wo have beard the 
accounts of all her meetings in whicli there is no suggestion made except that of using sorcery, 
which seems to be tolerably absurd. At the linn? sl>e made this statement sbu was unwell, I 
presume from her being in hospital, although she was well enough to make such a long state¬ 
ment. We have circumstances deposed to by Dr. Howard which arc Eomewlmi sacred, llo 
says he took a great interest in the ayah. Why ho- should do so passes my comprehension. 
No doubt then* may have been somctliing very attractive and fascinating in the ayah, but 
wiien she was here the otln'i* dav I do not think that liiai iascinaiioii interrsted anybody who 
had a good opportunity of seeing her. He knew' slic had been in the habit of going to the 
Palace, but tliat would not interest him. What was tlie mystery? She wtiS under good 
medical treatment, but he went to see her, never cominunicnting with the gentleman wlio was 
the medical attendant at that hospital, simply because he says lie knew that gentleman. At 
all events, lio went to s(*e the ayah, and then, you know, u])on her striking and eloquent 
countenance, he discovered those marks that indicated that she was moved; and Dr. Seward’s 
medical experience led liim to discover in tbos<i emotions not physical pain, but the agony of 
lior conscience; and so, to solace her, he induced her to rinburden her mind to him, probably 
assuring her that if she would only relieve her niiiul, slie would at the same time relieve her 
stuiimch. There was one period at which a more eifieient remedy was applied in the shape of 
a blister, bift on this occasion she rt'lievcd her conscience as a kind of emetic. In consequence 
of what she said the relief seemed to hv. thoroughly sufliciont both for mind and body. Dr. 
Souter—Mr. Souter I mean, ultliough one might call lum doctor upon this occasion—was sent 
for by Dr. Seward to administer to i»cr, and while Dr. vSeward looked after ihu body probably 
the other was engagc<i to look after her soul. I cun well understand Dr. Seward saying to his 
colleague, “ She is under my care, and taking the interest in her that I do and wishing to see 
“ her well, 1 think it is right you should have this interview with her while her soul is troubled. 
That inti'j'view is liold, ami the result of iier unburdening her conscience is this. (Serjeant 
Ballantino reads as ro)iow.s from tlie ayah’s statement: On the occasion of my being taken 
belbro the Alaliuraja the third time during the llarnzan, the Maharaja asked me, after other 
“ questions, whether it would not bo possible to administer something by which tlie Resident 
“ could be brought round to his (the Maharaja’s) will. The Gaekwar spoke in cautious and 
“ iiiddeii language, but I understood him to be throwing out a feeler to ascertain whether I 
would consent to administer poison to my master, Colonel Phayre,") Now 1 ask my Lord 
Chief Justice, whether ever^iu the course of his experience or his rending he ever found 
such a sentence. Hire' common woman, this ayah, is made to say, I undcfstood him to 
be throwing out a feeler.” Now did that ever come out of the mouth of an ayah? 
Then she says, alluding to the administering of poison to her master Colonel Phayre, " he 
“ spoke in cautious and hlddcb langipige.’' Ucally tlie ayahs of this country beat the nursery 
maids in our. Then she says she indignantly refused and objected. (Just fancy the ayah 
ivfusing) and told tlie Maharaja that if he attempted anything of the sort he ivould get into 
trouble. Now, I really do ask thi Members of this Commission whether so grotesque a 



highly educated ayah saya, *1 said it would be better that lafchs oF ^wojpIe 
” than that the supporter of lakhs should come by hfe d^th/* And t<y tbiS wretch^ 
old woman (who Had no power on earth to administer poison, and no chance of doing siity^ 
thing else but chattering everything snid to her as soon as slie got into the bazaar), it 
is supposed that the Mahamja, who must have an amount of decent intel}cct» is supposed 
to have spoken to her in this way and made her an accomplice when it would appear he 
had made other arrangemeutB with other people. 1 hope that when the CommiBSiou comes 
to consider some of her answers, they will remember that she admitted at last her statement 
had no foundation, and that never from the beginning to the end was any suggestion whatever 
made to her accept that slic should use a charm on the Resident in favour of the Maharaja, and 
that nothing whatever justified her in supposing that the Maharaja had contemplated poison. 
There is another passage w'bich it is my duty to call your attention. The ayah was asked, 
"Did Mr. Souter ask you if you knew anything about the poisoning?” Now just fancy 
beginning with a woman like that, and suggesting poisoning and whut she was wanted to say« 
Now, look at the answer this woman gives upon the spur of the moment. ** Yes, they 
" threatened me and said that if anything of the kind was said I should say it.’* ** 1 told all I 
" knew.” So here you liave in the first instance Mr. Souter putting directly in her mind the 
notion, and tlien you have Akbar Ali threatening licr about the poison. In fact, her story is 
one mass of absurdities from beginning to end. I have examined those statements, and I liave also 
considered whether it was possible there w'as any moans to answer the case, and 1 liavo found 
that there is not a single instiincc in wliich there is not a single witness worthy of any attention 
as being present at any of the proceedings. My learned Iricnd asked a witness—and unless 
he had done so I would never have made any {illusion to the subject, whether or not there had 
been any access on the part of my client to Salim and Ycshwiintrao. I presume that the object 
of that question w'as to suggest tliat Salirn and Yeshwuntrao were witnesses to be called on the part 
of the Maharaja, hut in the first place llie Maharaja in no respect whatever recognises any of 
these proceedings. He cannot icll, and his advisers are unable to suggest to any certainty 
whether these men are or are not accomplices with Damodhur Punt, they may l)e so or 
they may not be; they are people connected intimately with Damodhur Punt nocording to 
Punt*s own statement. They are persons who liave gained a livelihood like Damodhur Punt by 
embezzling their employer. But moreover from the time of this inquiry down to the present 
moment they have been in the hands of, and are now in the hand of, the Police. My learned 
friend has not hesitated to call tainted witnesses here ; they have called no other. Why should 
they not have presented Salim? He is not a greater scoundrel than Doinodhur Punt. Wliy 
should they have not brought forward Yeshwuntrao? He is not a greater villain than ilowjee. 
They might have called uii these, which would lead me to suppose, and there is nothing in the 
conduct of this case,, liiat they might have been called if they couKl have been found to confirm 
a singie question. But I say nnfeignodly 1 could never Imve learnt what 1 have done, ns totl)u 
Police in the present case, even if these men Imil been men of a better cast limn 1 believe them 
to be, and even if these had boon anything whatever tluit the Maharaja w’as called upon by 
evidence irom respectable sources to give an answer to, I should have lelt tlie utmost unwilling¬ 
ness and the utmost doubt iij)on the subject regarding the calling of Yeshwuntrao and Salim. They 
would have come out of a custody from which nothing could be safes and unless they could have 
proved some facts of which the Gackw’jir was cognizant, I should have felt the deeposL hesitation 
in putting these men into the witness-box. It is not for me to make out a case on behalf of the 
Guekwar. 1 believe now that these men have lent themselves to proceediugs utterly iin- 
jusiifiablc if die story of thc! dillereni witnesses be true, but these proceedings the Gaekwar knows 
nothing about. No independent nor honest witness has implicated the Gackwar in any way, and 
I will not put into the witness-box men who have boon in the hands of the Police up to this time, 
and who may probably have been implicated in what may have been an attempt 'by one set 
of^K^rsons, although not carried out by another. My Lord, wiiethor 1 am right in that course 
or not, I need not say my judgment has been left perfectly^Vco and unbiassed, and it is upon 
my judgment that 1 act upon this occasion. 1 decline absolutely to put forward these people. 

T refer back to the evidence given, and submit to this court that the evidence is utterly unsatis¬ 
factory, and that the cluirge made against the Gaekwiir entirely falls to the ground. My Lord, 
it is really with a deep sense of gratitude that I thank you for the attention that has been paid 
to the arguments I have humbly and probitbly ipBufiicioutly pressed before you—arguments 
that may be fallacious, but which I have earnestly and in the belief they .are worthy of con¬ 
sideration pressed upon your attention. My Lord, you liuve given, I am sure, and will give, 
the fullest effect to them. 1 have felt thc weight of this and the deep responsibility cast 
upon mo. No case probably has ever excited more general attention—that will bo watched 
with more jealous care*—that will be canvassed by more critical minds. It is, probably, the 
very first exiimplo that I know of, in which a man in tlic position of thc Gaekwar charged with 
an offence of this character, or indeed witli any ofience at all, has'been put upon his trial. We 
know well the histoiy of India furnishes many examples of it, how the Viceroy has frequently 
with a bjgh hand taken upon himself the supposed necessary correction of those, who have 
acted contrary to that which is just, or the view which the Yicer^ has taken on himself to 
think is correct. Hut on the present occasion His Excellency the Ticeroy has felt it right when 
there is a grave accusation against a great Prince in the kingdom that tliat accusation should be 
sifted. He has seen Upon paper probably sufficient grounds Tor an inquiry, and he has instituted 
that inquiry—the first I say that has ever existed in this country and by which English law and 
English ju^ice are called upon to assist in an inquiry connected with a ciiargc against an Indian 



Prince. My Lord, to me, at all events^ thftt is a profound satisfaction,for whiUt admitting and feeing 
deeply my own incompetency—and in that I am not talking from any felse feeling of modesty, 
Iwcausc 1 believe there is hardly a Counsel in the land who would not have the same sense upon this 
matter, and probably justly so, for it requires indeed a great grasp of mind, great jmwer, and 
one would have been glad if one could have brought lo bear upon the subject groat eloquence. 

I have only been able to bring to the subject calm reasoning and sucl» as 1 wished and calculated 
would have an effect upon tbe judgment and minds of the Commission.^ Again, my Lord, I 
thank you for the attention you have paid me—I implore you not lo consider that what I Imve 
said is all that can or might be said upon the part of this unhappy Prince. 1 implore you to 
look into the minutes of tlie evidence. I believe in tlial minute will bo found mutters upon 
which T have not relied, but whicli have strong bearing lo sliow that the Guekwur is entirely 
innocent of this charge. Cast from his throne, exhibited to his people under circumstanceB of 
degradation, not one man scarcely daring, while the investigation is going on, to come forward 
and sav a word in his favour—ho ha*) solemnly decluretl his own innocence, and 1 as his Counsel 
have referred to the evidence given here, and solemnly ask the tribunal which hsis to try him by 
equal judgment and justice of English laws, to say that the veriest pickpocket ever charged widi 
an offence could not have been found guilty upon the evidence by which it issougiit to deprive a 
Sovereign Prince of his throne. 


Th£. AdvoiUxU-Gciteml then proceeded to sum up, which ho did as follows:— 

My Lord Okie/ JuaLice, Your Highnesses, and Gentlemen.—It now becomes my duty to 
offer such obsci’vatiouH as liave suggested themselveH to me u]uui tlic evidence which has been 
recorded in this matter, anduj)on the able nnd eloquent speech which wo have heard from iny 
learned friend Serjeant Balhuitino In defence of His Highnnas the Gackwar; and I feel that 
the task which uow devolves upon me would 1x5 orni almost beyond my strength were not I 
satisfied that the evidence wliich 1 have been able to adduce before this Commission has esta¬ 
blished every one of tlio material propositions whicli 1 stated to you in oiKUiing this case. My 
Lord, it hiiB been a satisfaction to me to find that my learned friend lias leeognised, not oruxi 
only, in tlie course of his address, the satisfaction with which ho and his edient viewed the 
course which has been adojited bv the Government of India upon this occasion. My learned 
friend has recognised in the fullest degree tliat the Ooumrission which lias been api»)uited 
to inve.stigat(i this case is a Commission to which no exception can be taken. My h^arned 
friend has said that the decision at wIlIcU the Commission shall arrive will be one to whicli, 
though he may not agree with it, ho can offer no valid or substantial objection. Of my 
learned friend’s part in the case it is not for me to speak. My learned friend has brought to 
this country a reputation which is not merely English but European. My learned friend has 
before this (Joinmission exhibited thesis rare qualities which have i'ai.Med Iiiia to the foremost 
place in the ranks of the British Bar, and he lias here equally sustained the fame which has 
aceumpauied and preceded liiin. It cannot therefore be said that if the CoinmiHsiou should 
arrive at au adverse decision to Uis Highness the Gackwar upon any ()f these points, it has 
not been for want of ability or zeal on the part of his advocate. If indeed my learned friend 
has introduced into this case sympathy for his client, which is not unnatural under tlic circuiu- 
skinces, and wliich has found expression continually in tlie course of his arguments, that 
sympathy which my Icarueil friend has expressed and felt has not detracted in the Hliglite.st 
ilegrec from the force of his argument. 1 have, I confess, boon somewhat surprised to hear 
that my learned frond has dwelt so much upon a perseeuted Prince; upon tlie circumstance 
of His Highness having been plaee<l in what Sir Lewis Belly very properly called honnur- 
alile confinement, and ujion the fact that the public property of the Sttvto, pending the decision 
of the Government, has been placetl under what is popularly called in this jjart of the country 
attachment. Indeed, it would have been impossible for any other course to be pursued, oi^d 
niy learned fiicnd must lie satisfied that iu subjecting His Highness to suspension from, 
jiower, in so as.suming the tomporaiy atlministration of Sio State, and in providing for tiu* 
protection of the State property, the Govermuent of India would have failevl in its duty if it 
had not adopted the course tliat it has adopted. It should be felt as no haidship by His 
Higluiess the Gaekwai’ that this course has l»oen taken. I am sure that my learned friend 
w'ill bear iu mind that iu his couducf of the case he has mot with the assistance of the officers 
of tlic Government,—an assistance w:hich he lias himself so handsomely acknowledged. The 
defence whiuh has been presented to the Commission on behalf of His Highness is not morel)’ 
contained in tlie argument of my learned friend, but in the statement put in by His Highness, 
a carefully-prepared and well-weighed statement, which is before tlie Commission. That state- 
inent really amounts to nothing more than this; that it is, in elaborate phraseology, a plea of 
not guilty. It is a statement not vouched by an oath or solemn affirmation ; it is a state¬ 
ment, as we must take it, I presumet, made by Hb Highness upon liis honour, and weight 
must accordingly be attached to a dbcumont presented under such circumstances. For my 
own part, I have no desii'e to cavil at the course that has been thus adopted. I had no 
desire to ask tfxe Commission any of those questions whicli His Highness stated at the close 
of his statement he was willing to answer. There seems to me to be no necessity for baras- 
sing His Highness upon any th^fe he has put in, or with any cross-examination whatever. 
Mv leanred friend, following the gofaoral Btatements in that pica, has dissected, witli the 
ability for which he is so remurkablcv the evidence which has been ottered iu this matter, and 
■we find tlmt the defence which ho puts foiword comes really to this: that instea<l of the 
circumstances which your tribunal hf» to investigate being a conspiracy on the •part of the 
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adoptiii". The case really, QkS presented by my leanied frieiul, comes to tb\s, that all the. 
evidence Ut(>rally as to the graver charges imjnited against liis llighnesH has been mnim- 
factured, notnldy by Akbar Ali, Abdul Ali, and (Injanurid Vitliul, the three detective (itHecrs 
cmjdoyed under Mi*. Souter ; and, strange to say, iny learned friend lias not hesitated to aver 
that Mr. Souter was a iiarty to the base and vile conspiracy so brouglit to pass. Now, Ix'-fore 
1 go into the consideration of the case proper, allow me to'say a word or twti on the geneitil 
question iliat this lias been a case made uj> by the police. It will be in llie recollection of 
the Commission that Sir Lewis Telly stated tliat among iho matters that ho was dejmted to 
inquire into wlien ho came to .supersede (.'oJonel Phayrti was this veiy ipiestion of the attempt 
to poison Colonel Phayro. Mr. {^outer's 8er\ic(is wore ap[»]ied for by Sir Lewis I'elly shorfly 
after his arrival here, and Ml*. Souter ciimo to llaroda on the l>t!i .Ueeeinber, just one montli 
after the alleged attempt ha<l taken jilaee, and was then aeconqiniiied, or immediately foJ- 
Itiwed, by the tlireo jioiice olliccrs whose names t liave mentioned. (d‘ these three m(*n it 
may lie poi’mitted me to speak hero one or two words. Akbar Ali is an i^flieer of roi ty-foiir 
yearn’ sei'vice. lie joined tlie service in iSill. JFe lias njceived in recognition of his sei vice.s 
the lionourablo distinction of Khan Hah.adoor, a distinction confen'od by the Oovornmont of 
India, and a distiiiftion not coufeiTcd lightly or without due. consideration. During the. whoh^ 
forty-four years tliat he has been in the ]iublio sorvieo Uien^ was not one event upon which 
my learned friend enuhl cro.s.s-c.\amjno him. There is not one single Instance in liis caieer to 
wliich the research or the ingenuity of those who instruct my learned friend could ]>oint as 
attriboUng to him th(' slightt'st disgraces lie conies biifore the Coniinission ns a man of 
unspotted clinracter whose services have been r(‘Cogiu.sc(l by tlie State, and nothing wdiatevcr 
discreditable to him is on record. And the junior Khan liahadoor, Abdul Ali, he of course 
has V»e.cn for a less pciiod of time in tlie seivice of the State than his fai-her ; but he has also 
gained from the Covoniment of India the honourable title of Khan Palunloor ; and when he 
was put in the wdtness-hox for cross-rA'aininatiou not a single question was aski'fl of him. 
if there hod been anything in his career upon wdilch he could have been cross-examined, no 
doubt my learne.d friend w'ould have questioned him .'is to the character w hich my loariusl 
friend lias attributed to him. No such (pK'.stion was jmt to him, and we must therefore pre¬ 
sume that he, like his father, lias a charaeter nntiirnished, iiotwithstamling the iliflieulty and 
ilelicacy of the services lie hns had to perforin. And the third man, Gujanund Vithul, lui also 
has been for a long time in the service of the )State, and hns earned the corre.sponding distinc¬ 
tion given to Hindoos in the British service of Kao Sahib, Khan Kahadooi* being a title 
coiifiuTpd upon Mussulman ofUeers. And* the only jioint as to wdiich my Icarmal friend <*ouId 
cross-oxamine him was os to his previous charaeter w ith n'gard to the phases of a c.'ise wliich 
was hrmi^^ht, in the first instance, in the District (\mrt of Ahmedahad, ami afteiwants tried 
in the High Court of Bombay, ami is wdial is pojHilarly known as the Koth sncct'ssiiai case. 
In regard to the tinst bnuidi of it—I moan the first investigation before All’, (’oghlan— 
Cuja.nun<l was not conceriie.d in it further than ns a witness, and in the later hrancli ho was 
not in it all. My learned friend was instructed to read «. ])assage from the judgment of the 
Higli Court, which iii no way referred to the jiolici*. 1’hose are the threi* men, old, zealous 
sei*vants of the State, wdiom my learned frieml has been instructed to describe to this 
Coininission as utterly unsenipnlous persons, and as persons engaged in the incejdion ami 
pro.seciition of a vile conspi^acy^ I think tlie Commihsion will bo of oi>inioii that then; is 
not the slightesi, foundation for the charge w'hich my learned friend w as instnicUsl lo make 
against them, and that, in the jiroceediugs in this matter they have done nothing wliieh 
should cause them to lose the good clinracter wdiich they' have .so justly earned. My' Lord, 
my learned friend has frequently in the course, of his aiMress to the (^nnmi.SHion said that 
ho has been tohl this, and that by various persons whom he lias not named. 1 liave no 
doubt that my lc:irncd friend has been told a great deal siiKie he eanic to this country 
that Jio w'oiild nut have rejieatod had he been better ai qiiaiiited with this country ami 
the peophs of this country, and with the jiavticular imlivi»luals wlio are (roncerned in this 
case. There are no douht here, ns everywhere, a largo number of people wdio have a 
bad opinion of tlie police, and that ojiinii :i I have geneially found t o be eq^.crtaim.‘d by 
persons who have at one time or another been in tlie hands of the police in connecLiou with 
a cliargc made against those jicrsons. The criminal classes all over the world have a great 
objection to the police; and no doubt .some of the information which has been conveyed in 
niy learned frieml may have been derived from peojde wiio Ijave im reason t.o speak with 
pleasant recollection of the days w'hen tliey liad to pass through the hantls o( tlie police. 
J^ut when my learned frieml, not satislied with ascribing to tlic three native ollicers whom J 
liavo nicntioncd an active part in tho^eoiispiraey which ho hns been instrucied to suggest in this 
case, went to to say that Mr. Souter‘deliberately left, tlie room at the time that Kowj*'e‘s la-lt 
was about to bo examined, knowing that lie left the examiimtion of that belt in the hands 
of an utterly unscrupulous person, notwitlustanding thn expectation that sometliiug Avoiild 
come of that inquiry—which something did come, a.s my learned friend said—and that 
Mr. Souter wa.s called in afterwards as a cunq»ai*atively^ respectable witnc.9S to testify to Romc- 
thiug having heen found in the licit, I think niy learned friend was misled by tb<)se wbo 
gave him the information to misjudge not only tlie audience »'l this court ami all who licard 
him, but 1,0 misjudge also the CoTinnissinn themselves. Mr. Souter is a man widl-known 


thron^^hout this side of India. He has been an officer in the service of the Government for 
nijiiiy years, and his servioes have been recof^nisod by Government by confeiTin|? upon him the 
StaiMtf India. My Lord, he wears, tltongh in a lesser rauk, the same decoration that is ao 
worthily woi ii l>y iliree of the niernbf'rs of yonr Ooininission; and even if it were not the 
C'lSt! that Mr. Souter is pemonally known to tlio m(‘n)hcr.s ot the Comiuission, surely the fact 
hat be is an Kn^Iish gentleman ought to have preserved him from the imputation which my 
learned fi*iend was instructed to cast uj)on him. lint Mr. Souter has a reputation as dear to 
him as luino is to me, and ns my learned frieiaVs is to him ; and I have no doubt that it my 
learned friend knew Mr. Souter better he would hud him to he a gentleman of honour and of 
honour os uularnisbtsd as Mr. Serjeant Ballfintine’.sliiiiiself, an<l it does not recommend tbn wi.so 
])ut forward by tlui flefeneo to liave it .suggested hei'o in open court tfiat a gentlenuui ol M.r. 
Souh-r’s position .iiid t!harii(;ter—I will not say a pupi>et in the hands of (htvermjient, hut one 
of their servunts now eng!ig'‘d in a vile conspiracy for the jmrposo of mining His Kighness 
l.he Gaekwar. Ibid Mr. Souter’s clinractor boon ca}»ablo of being attacked, there is no doubt 
th;it it would have been attacked in the course of Ids ci'OHS-examiuation, Imt it was not so 


attacked, and it was with a feeling of great pain that 1 heard my learned friend attack it 
yeHt(‘i-<lny. 1’he character tiu'ri of tla? police otticers sp(!cially deputed by (Toverument to 
innuire into this e.ase.—for it will bo vomemifemi that these tlirtu' native*, officers wore men 
whom Ml' Sontei* well knew—one of them the Kao Sahib, had served luidev Inni many yt'ars 
ago in the mofussil, and the other tw(» are at the head of tin* <lotective Iti’anch of the police 
forci* of Bombay—the elmrn<!t(T of these men ought to havi5 siivi'd them from the imjmtation 
cast upon tluan. Another consideration also wliich 1 tliink if fully and fairly wiaghed, woidd 
have Kiived it is this—what interest could three or four ]>()lice officers of the Horn]>ay police 
have in aceusing the Gackwar? My learned friend has not come down hen^ to say that it 
was a ])art of the policy of the Government of India to drive His Highm^ss Mulhar Rao from 
the gnddee an<l to get rid of him from Baroda. If those who insfmc.tcd eould have ventured 
to suggest tliai such was the policy of the Government of India, there might have been found 
ill that an explanation of a desire riii the part of the Bombay police to cai’ry out the behests 
of the Supreme Government. But no such suggestion is »ir can be made, and I doubt if tbi^ 
sugge.stinn that my kvarnisl friend threw out, and which he deemed well wortliy the attention 
of tlie (Nuumission, IB a good one—one which is waiTimtcd by the circumstances of the case. 
Surely, if it were noee.ssary to find some culprit to whom the attempt to jioison Colonel I'hayre 
could have been traced, it would have lieen much eH.sior to have fixed upon Hamodhur Punt, 
•IS my learned friend appi'ars to hav(* tloiie, as the person by whom th<* ]>lot was initiated 
and by \vlii»sc instrumentality it was carriiMl out. But tliose wlio instructed my learned friend 
imist have felt that the accusation was justly ami truly made. I think, therefore, i may ask 
the (^omTiiission to ilismiss from their minds, so far as the character of tlie jiolice evidence, 
and so far as the pridiahilities of the ease are concerned, the wild theory of my learned friend, 


that this ]h a case which has been got u|) by the officers of Government. Had it been got uj» 
hy the police, afb'r ihe eoin])limcnts which iny learned friend has paid to the mgeiiuity of that 
body of nuui, after tlie enormous [>raisi* which he paid to them of siJ])jM>sing that they could 
have invented and eanhs! out a cous{)iracy of this kind—sni'ely wo miglit have expected that 
the evidence would Iia vt* hung togetlu*r more eom])lcte]y than it has done ; that if tutored at 
all, the witnesses would have l>ceu so tutored as to .‘igree exactly in the statements they had 
to mnkc : that there would have hecn none i>f those discrepancies in the evidence to which 
my h ariied friend hns also advi rted, and certainly none ofthosi; hitches in regard to documents 


which my leanif'd fi-jend lirtsS eudiiavoiired to make out—we might, in fact, have exjicet-od 
a piTfc*ct case had the ingmiuity of ihe police, and the ingenuity of the police alone, been 
e.Npcndcd upon it. But, my l^ord, T Uiink it must be perfectly clear, from the history of the 
investigation of this case at Baroda, that ila* police have done nothing more than tJieir simple 
duty in emicavouriiig to trace out, from sliglit indications at tirst t-o more iin])Oi*tarit inilications, 
the autliors of the a.tt»*mpt inmle to poison Colonel PJiayre. I tlnnk if tJie Commission rider 


to tlie dales to traci* the sei|uencc of the evidence from the time that the cart-drivej’ took the 
ayah U) 1 la* Palace up to tho time that J)a.mudhur Punt supplemented all the evidence pre¬ 
viously recoi'ded, I think this CommisHion will bo able to come to no conclusion but that what 
the (loliec’ lias been doing has boon to record carefully from day to day what has been done 
with ri'gai'd to tlie progress of the discovery of ibis utl-empted crime. But not only in the 
seipienck in which the witnesses were examined and brought one by one before the j)olico 
cliarged wish this inijuiry, but in tlie circumstances xinder which this inquiry was conducted, 
will the Conrnii.saion. T think, find irrefragable proof that my learned friend’s theory cannot 
hr supported. W<* have been informed that there is another kind of torture beside, that of 
the tliuiub-riMik and tho screw, and that torture has been ajiplicd in this case by tho police. 
It. is strange, if this was so, that om^ of the rooms at the Residency should have heen selected 
;us tla^ scene of these operations of the Police. I a]>prehond it would never enter into the 
minds of those who have instructed iny learned friend to suggest that Sir Lcmun Ptdly was a 
to this conspiracy, and yet, unless it is intended to be so suggested, it is difficult to 
know why it was so much insisted uj)on by my learned friend, when this torture was corn- 
mitt'cd in ihe very diuijig room wliioli forms an anto-room between the reception room of tho 
^h^sideucy and the nHice, and between which there must have been the freest aci^oss. But 
-.invintr regard to those circumstances, T do not think the theory put forward by niy 
learned friend wilt lie accepted hy this Commission; and if that is so, J . fail to see 
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iiess. Before I leave thin part of the case, I may refer to oue other point. Sir Lewis 
Pelly stated that he was on the point of going to Bombay tor the Christmas holidays, 
and he asked Mr. Souter to accompany hint, and this was before Ruwjee’s statement 
was given. This shows that they did not know of that statement, and it uiny be 
that if they had left for Bombay, Kowjeo’s statement might nevei* have come to 
light. I think this circumstance should show that there could have been no desire to 
make a police case of it. Tliat statement was made only in the most natural way, and 
it was in consequence of that statement that the proposed visit to Bombay was de- 
feireih My Lord, another point which I may mention, as it was very much dwelt upon by 
my learned friend in the opening of his speecli, was this: thfit the material witiieHses who 
were called in this case to prove the guilt of His Highness were occfunplices, and my lemued 
friend asked that upon that ground tlieir evidence, if not rejected hy you, should l)e uitej-ly 
discredited. Of course, every oue familiar in the slightest degree with the proceedings td 
courts of justice in this country, and every man of common sense, must know tJiat thej c is a 
gmve degree of Ruspieion always atbiching to the evidence of accomplices, hut 1 juii not aware 
that 1 introduced these material witm«se.s to the attention of tlie Coimuission otherwise than 
as coming iiere with the disailvantago that tluur evhlenoo (uight to he regarded witjj a certain 
amount of care. J am not aware, at the same time, that tliere is any law existing in India 
or hhiglarid which renders the evidence of an accomplice inadmissibUs. In India it is custo¬ 
mary for judges to tell Juries iu their summing up, in cases in which tlie evidence of aceuiupliccs 
has been biken, that it is not safe ft)r them to act upon tiui evidence f)f accoiujdices unless 
that evidenc(i is corroborated in some circumstance that aHects the identity of the persons 
.'tcciised; hut at the same time it is hy no means necessary for judges to otfer that advice. 
As your Lordshi]) is j)robahly aware, there is a rule stating that it is no misdirection on tlit' 
part ol a judge trying the owe to omit to give that caution to juries. By tlio Kvidcnco Act 
it is stated that an ig^comjtlice sliall bo a competent witness against the accused person, arni a 
conclusion is not illegal merely because it ]>rocceds upon the uuoorroborated tostimuny of tvn 
accom[>lice. That is a ])oint in Tiidiaii law whicii is, 1 am sure, familiar to at legist three of 
tlui gcjiitlemen sitting on this eomuiission, but 1 liave deomeMl it desirable to mciiition it, 
because. I thougiit tlie impression might be conveyed to the public from the otldress of my 
learned friend that unless an accomplice is c(UTohoratHd it is impossildt^ to lirnl an iu^cusiid 
person guilt^'^ against whom he luiH given his evidence. I think, however, 1 shall siitisly this 
Commission that in this case there is no particular necessity for hearing upon this rule ol’ 
liidimi law, bexynise the corroboration (exists in vjist ({uaiitities upon the vmy points wljich 
hhiglish iawyei-s have hchl such coiToboratioii ought to be directed. The identity of tlie 
Maharaja is a fact beyond all })ossibility of doubt. Berliaps, also, I may lie pennitted lo 
adveit. to auotlier «f t!i(5 points dwelt ii])ori by my lesimed liiond in the early part of bis addii^ss, 
and wliich is a point of much importajice, namely, Lo the conduct of His Highness the Oaekwai 
after he was informed that his name had been mentioned in coiuiection with this attempt 
to innrdov (.lolonel Pliavre. Thi* (‘ommission will remeinbei' that afuir the eviclcuct' of Uowjee 
was taki'n, an<l biiforu the statement of Nnrsoo liod Ijeen made, His Highiies.s paid one of lii.s 
tjereuionial visits to Sir Lewis Bully, On that ocea.sIon Sir Lewis Pelly reijuesUHl Mr. Soiiter 
to comuuiiLicato to His Highness the purport of the ewidenco given by Bowjee, and the 
Onokwar, being advised thereto by Sir Lewis Pelly, stated he would willingly give every 
a»sRistance iu his power towarils the detection of the criniiiuds. My Jeai’ned friend lias said 
Unit from that time forward His Highness did so, and that by Ida deineanoui* and Ids readiness 
in giving uji Salim ami Yt'.shw'unti’ao he was proved to bo arx innocent man. But I am not 
disposed to attach much importance to the surrender of Yeshwuiitrao and Salim. 1 do not 
sec how' their surrender could have been i*efusi.‘d. Moreover, whether it w'as an act of tlie 
Gaekwai- personally to surrender tliese prisoners, is not apparent. An a])})Jication for their 
Hurrendcr was made to Mr. Dadabhoy JSowrojee, anil tfaji commuideatioiis on the subjeet, in 
whicli tlie (laekwav may have concurred, were through Mr. Dadabhoy Nowroji'c. No <loiil>t 
Mr. Dadabhoy wouhl at once have advised the suvrernler of the man, and I Jiave no doubt 
als<» it would occ^ur to His Highness that the surrmuler of the two men was a thing which it. 
would be, not only wise not to do, but which could not be helped. If His Higlnjos,s hail 
disregardod the advice of his Minister, and refused to siirionder tlie prisoners, what w'ouUl 
have been the coiisoipienco ? He would have placed himself in open hostility with tlie British 
Government, and lie would either have hot! to ^ ield or light. So, my Lord, there eiuinot be 
tlie slightest doubt that there was nothing extraordinary in 1-iis Highiies.s’ conduct in tln^ 
matter of sending the men, and I do not seo that any jiowerful aiguiutiiit can he put forward 
in favour of His Highness hecausc he did not refuse to give up the men. Mi.ooove-r, os to the 
rest of th(3 conduct of His Highness from the time ho was informed through Sir Lewis Pelly 
that he was said to he implicated iu the attempt to murder (Jolonel Phayru until the time 
he was suspended from power by the orders of the Government of India, I fail to seo what 
there was in the demeanour of His Highness from which a conclusion can be diawn oiihei' 
one way or another. No doubt it might have been possible for His Highness to raise the 
standard of revolt, but tliat would procticaUy have boon an admission of liis guilt. I think 
that the course he adopted wsm a course that would have suggested itself to any man, namely, 
to stand by and abide the consequences of his own act. He could not have taken aby active 
measures which might not have amounted to proof positive of his guilt. He therefore remained 
passive, aqd if we read his conduct hy the light of Damodhur Punt’s evidence, we can under¬ 
stand why he did remain passive. Not only did he know beforehand that an attempt to 
poiaon Culuuel Phayre was to be mode, but on the monxing of the 9th November before he 
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sfiw Oolonol Plmyre he knew tliat the attempt had heen made and failed. He had followed 

he inquiry which was instituted by ’Ooh»riel Phayre, and he was 


by day the jno^'ess of the inquiry 
Ici pt informed of the progims of tlint imjuiry. Damodhur Punt has described to us the 
jtltoriiatiuitK of fear and hope that filled the l>reast of His Highness. He luis told us how lie 
|iraiscd the sagacity of Kowjee, and rejoiced uvcj‘ that witneas’ liberation ; he has told us liow 
again wlu'n the Konibay police came to liaroda he enjoyed a nioineiit of elation because 
Veshwuntrao and Salim had been pcruiitted to return to the Havcii from the Residency, 
whither they hml been sexit; and again how he did not permit Salim and Yesliwuiitrao to be 
•ent back in tlie evening to tlie Residency without having jireviously cautioned them to say 
xiothing. That the confidence reposed on those men was not misplaced and was justified is 
proved by the fact that they have said nothing, notwithstanding that my learned friend on 
behalf of the defence has given them up as scapegoats. My learned friend says they have 
said notliing. though iji the caj’<i oi’the pi>liee, and we may accept tliat as true, but 1 say tliat 
tliere is iiotbing to show, nor can you find any proof, that tliis is a iiolicf; case, iioi' can you 
fin<l anything to exonerate His Highness from the charges inqmted to him. These charges 
may be conveniently referred to, because they grouj) themselves into tw<» heads—in regard tt) 
one of* whiitli my learned frieiul has not uiado much contention. He has expressed himself 
nnablo to understand the meaning of the charges, and he has not set himself to disprove them. 


'fhe first is, ’‘That the said Mulliar Rao Gaekwar did, by his agents and in person, hold secret 


“ (;i>mmuriiC!itiona for improper puqioscs with some of the servants emjdoyed by Colonel 
“ Piiayve, the Resident at Raroda, or attaclied to the Residency f* the second, “That the said 
“ Mulliar Rao Gaekwai- gave bribes to some of those servants, or caused such bribes to be 
“ given.’’ The third and fourth charges relate to the attempt to poison, and, as you will see, 
the other charges relate merely to the bribing of servants af. tbe Residency by the Gaekwar 
or Ills agents Ibi* tlic purpose of obtaining information which it was not proper be sliould 
fibtain. bet me read to you wliat His IJiglmcss the Cbujkwar himself says upon this matter : 
“•1 declare that I never ]>ersonally dij’ected any of tlio Ih^sideucy servants to a<jt as spies on 
“ tlie Resident or report to me wliat was going on at the Residency, nor dijl 1 ever ofi'er or 
“ caust' to be paid any money to thorn for the same purpose.” lie does not say, “ he has 
“ never jioi'sonaliy or hy my agents/’ as be has said in the jirovious luiragriiphy. He 
limits Ids denial to Ids own ]>erson5il acts. lie proceeds: “1 say notliing as to the 
“ ]jr(!sc.nts that may ])orliJips have been made to servants of the ib'ssidency on festive 
“ occasions, such as marriage and tlie like. Information on trifliTig matters going on both at 
“ the Kesiiie.ncy or at my own Palac(‘. may have been mutually communicateti ; but I did not 
“ personally bold any intercourse with those scirvants for tliis purjioso, nor am 1 persoiudly 
“ cognisant of any payments for tlie same liaving been made ; nor did 1 auLhoriso any measures 
“ hy which Hcciets of the Residency sliould heconveycil to mo.” This, I think, eontaiiLS a very 
mateiial admission. It simply comes to this—that the Maharaja denies that ho porsoiiall^' 
had any coimnuniryition with the Residency servants for improjicr pur[Kwc«, but that inoiicy 
wjus given to Residency servants which, i think, may he considered as hribos. He also tficitly 
admits that such coiiimuidcatious may have been made by bis agents with these Residency ser¬ 
vants, and that sucli ]iayin(:nts were made by his agents to tliese servants for the purposes men¬ 
tioned in the charges. M y Lord, iti-< not for me to discuss wliellierornottlierei.sany<liifereiieo 
between the infurm.ition which Colonel I’liayre received and tbe infonaatioii the Gaekwar 
receivcil. It appears to mo that tluire is a wide tliffcreiiee between a Rritish Resident at a 
JMativo Court receiving voluntary information (Vom ])ersons wliu go to visit him and a Native 
Sovereign lending himself to bribing the servants at the Resiliency iu order that they, juight 
ctinvcy information to him of what was going on there. I think that the dilfcrcnce need 
only be suited to be appreciated. But that the Maharaja did establish oommunicationH with 
the Uesideney servants for inijirojicr juirposes, and did pa}'^ those servauis for the communi¬ 
cations tiny give liim, is, 1 think, (istablished l»eyond all doubt, not only by the admissions in 
bis own ]ilea to the Viceroy, but by the evidence given in this wise. .1 don't think it will 
strike tbe ( kunmission as iuqirobable that persons in tin* jiosition of the Residency servants 
sbouKl have been iiitroductid into tlie presence of His Highness the Gaekwar. 1 don’t think 
the (’nrnmisMon will be of opinion that there is anything in itself improbable in that which 
the Residency servants have told. T am tolerably sure that the Members of this Coiiimissioii 
who have visiietl His Higlincss' PaUuje, the ohl Havcii iu the city, will be satisfied that the 
accounts these sei'vaiits have given of the way they were introduced into the Palace by a 
door aliutting on the Nuzzer Bagli, and then going up a series of stiiii-s to the room where the 
Maliaraja sat, and who remember that the room had miiTors iu it and that the re was a bench on 
which His Highness used to sit,—1 ciuinot think that the Members of this Commission will be 
of ojiinion tliat the stoiy, so far as relates to the Maharaja's room, is an invention. It is not 
suggested by my leanidl friend that tlie.se servants have been taken to tlie Haveli since they 
made their statements to the police. On the contrar 3 ’^, tliat they liave not been taken to tbe 
llavoli since they mad© their statements appears clear from the evidence recoi’dod. That the 
rooms at the top of the house at that pai'ticulai* corner of the Palace w ere the rooms occupied 
hy the Maharaja is admitted by Hamodhur Punt; that the Maharaja would be likely to be 
'build there in sults aa a natural consequence from tlie fact that tliese were the rooms which 
hr ujMiall^" oceu]iied. Although my learned friend lias given up Yeshwuntrao and Salim, it is 
posit,ivel)' certain that tliese wore two of Mis Iiighnes,s' attendaiitH, and were most frequently 
iu {\m‘. habit of aeconipuiying him on his ceremonial visits to the Residency, am} thei*efore 


Ilesidoncy soi’vantri. ITy learaod friend admits that lie in not in a position to quarrel with 
the account given hy tbo gharry-drivors who accompanied the ayah whoa she went to tho 
Ilaveli. It was fron\ the statement of one of these gharry-drivers that a clue to this whole 
story was obtained. It cannot he doubted that the ayah went to the Haveli upon the uccusious 
she has deposc^d to, and although niy learned friend has suggested that slic may have gouo to 
see some of the seiwanla of the Palace, 1 think that tliat is a suggeHtion based ratlier on my 
learned friend’s idea of what would be a likely state of circuinstancus in a European Court 
than from what we know ai*e mattoi’s of frequent, nay, almost daily, occurrence in tlio Native 
Courts of India. Tlio servants in a Native Courts stand on an entirely different footing fnmi 
tliose in a European Court, and as Damodliur Punt himself has said, he did not live in tho 
Palace. There was nothing to show that there was any fiiendshij) existing between tho ayah 
and any of the Palace w^rvants except Salim and yosliwuntrao, and as those she had constant 
o])portunities of seeing at tlu^ Hcsideucy, tliore could be no occasion for her going to tho 
Palace for tl»e purpose of seeing them. Moreovo’, unless it wore to see some one of greater 
importance than the servants at the Palace;, is it likely that the servants at tlio Ilesidoncy 
would have made tho journey from the Residency to the city at the dead of niglit ? You will 
remember that even Rowjoo sahl that he folt so much alarmed at g<dng into the town at 
night, that he induced )>eople—at onetime duggii, and at another tinwj Kabhai—to accompany 
him there. My learned friend does not suggest that tho Maharaja was pcrsonate<l on the 
oemsions when at these late liours the Residency seiwants visited the Palace. Such a sugges¬ 
tion it would have been impossible to make. There could be no mistake about His Higliness 
with any one wbo had seen him. His appeamuce is sufficiently reinarkahie to render liim 
ro<H)gnisable by any oiJe who has seen him even once, while those Residency servants having 
an op]H>rtunity of seeing him often could make no mistake about his identity. Tlio suggestion 
tlierefore that any one could have personated the Maharaja U])on these occasions would have 
been but a wihl suggestion. T lake it that it must be held to be catablislmd beyond all qiuwtion 
that th(i ayah dnl on thciie three occasions go to the Palace in the city for tho purpose of 
having a interview with tlie Maharaja. No doubt the evidenoo as to the personjd 

interview rests upon the statement of the ayah and of those who accompanied her on those 
f)of;a8ionH into His Highness’ preaence—Faizoo on one occasion, and Kurriiu on anotlnn*. .But 
then.; is important corrolioration of their story upon these ]K)ints to bo found in the Ictbu's of 
tlui ayah, which were admittedly genuine, 'idic.se were discovei'ed in the house of the ayah, 
and passed between her and her husband at the time when one was at Maliablesliwar and 
tho other was in Rombay or Rai’oda. 'fhis is a branch of the case to which J don’t think 
my li'ariicd friend will extend his argument that the whole of' this is a fabrication by the 
]»olice—not even the ingenuity of a policeuian could at^count for the prcHcuce of post-marks 
upon HOinti of these letters which were exhibited. Exhibits A, R, C', and I) show be^'cmd a 
doubt that f-ho ayah was in communication with Ycshumutrao and Salim in regard to tin; 
jiiatters affecting the Maharaja that passe<l at the Residency ; and that sh(? was (wen in 
tliroct eoinmunication with tho Maharaja himself has been proved by tin; evidence ofSyed 
Abdool. Tho letb;r which was written to the Maharnja does not a[)pear t(> have btsui for- 
wNirded, because the husband of the ayah found no opportunity of deliverijig it to the pemon 
for whom it was intended. But it shows, does it not, tliat tliis .'lyali was in commuTiicatioii 
with Hi.s Highness upon juatters of p(ditical jin})ortauet! ? She mentions—and this is Just one 
of the things that might be expected in the case—that her master and mistress had been dining 
at (jovormuent House, and she .•vlft;cts to give an account of conversations f.liat took pJnci* 
thc.i'o, and no doubt these were the kiml of communications timt Ihe Maharaja, would bn 
<leHirous of receiving. That that letter was transmitted appears not only from the evidence 
of Syed Abdool, but also in tlio referenvo imulo in that letter 1): “I <lo not know whether 
** or not you have delivered tlie note (cfiiftl) unclosed in niy last letter to the ])CTSon for whom 
“ it was inteiide<l. That person was, tlie ayah says in lier evidence, Ills Highness the (laekwar. 

1 take it therefore as established u|»on tin; evidence, aiul established clearly, that these com¬ 
munications di<l exist between the Residency servants and His Highness; that these com¬ 
munications wej ‘0 held in secixit, and for improper jiurposes. I do not suppose it could be 
contended that it would be a proper thing for a Prince to set household servants to rejieat 
to him anything that ])aHsed at a British Resident’s liousc; and when it is romembiu'od that 
those communications were C‘st.ablislied abouu tlie time that General Meatles (kmimissLoii was 
assembled at Baroda,and continued during the time tliat that CommiH.w!on sat, and were continued 
afterwards,!a)»prehcnd thei*c can b(; no doubt in the minds of this Ooiriinissioii that what the 
Maharaja desired was to pick up from what might fall at tlie Resident’s table or from tho mouth 
of some of the Membei’s of the Commission some private iiifonruition that might bo useful to liim 
in shaping his coui’se in reference to that investigation. Then, letxis look at the nature of thest; 
communications. One of these ncws-letteis is in evidence, and another is referred to iu nstfijc- 
ment by Wasuntrao Bhow—not a willing witness against his master, and a m«m who had 
been director of the State banks or shroffs’ shop-s which had been e-stablished hero and oLse- 
whei’e by the Gaekwar, and a man who jumped at the suggestion put to him by my Jeanu;d 
friend, Mr, Branson, that he was kept in jail for mendy reading these lettem, although the 
fact is that he is kept in custody by »Sir Lewis Pelly upon charges of a serious nature. This 
man says that lie was once called upon to read one of those letters that Hamodhur Punt 
has told us about. Hamodhur Punt tells us that these letters were passing day .after dny 
between tho Residency and the Haveli, and that as sixm they were received they weri* 
destroyed. These payniouts were not inercly for the repeating of conversations that might 


take place at the Kesidency table, but they extended to other matters; for we have it on 
the evidence of Damodhur Punt that IVjwjeee, at ^(►wsaree, brought an important dcKmment 
to tlie Mahai*aja“iu» leas a document tliau a petition addressed by Jumnaboce, the widow of 
Khimderao Maharaja, to the Government of Bombay—and that document was copied by 
Bamotlhur Punt by the orders of the Gaekwar, and then rcstoml to Rowjee, who took it back 
again to the house of his master. Can it be said, my Lord, that these communications wore 
i‘or the mere resporting of idle gossip ? Can it be said tliat tliese punkawallas, havildars, and 
other servants, the inleriority of whose position protected tliem from suE^iioion, were engaged 
by the Maliaraja for the more purpose of gathering idle cUattor? In the short experience 
that I have ha«l in this country, it strikes mo as not at all unnatural that His Highness should 
einieavour to enlist the sympthy of the ladies of the Kesidency on his behalf, and for that 
purpose should seek to get tlie ayah to communicate with those ladies. This may appear 
unnatuial to the OommiHsiim, but I don't think it will Nor does it ai)pear unnatural that 
His Jligliness sliouhl wislj to enlist on his side Pedro, who had been a long time with the 
Kesident, and from his position as waiter at the Resident’s table would bo perfectly cognizant 
of what was going on and able to repeat it to tlie Mahai’aja. It does occur to me also that 
the very men whom las would be anxious to get over to lus side would bo tlic headmen of 
the Resident’s office establLsJiment—tlio jemadai’s and havlldai's—men Jwho could have access 
to the private oitice at all lioui's of the day ; men who would be left iu charge of that office 
during their rnash^r's al«euce, and might select any papers they might fancy would be of 
uso to their empJoy(us. If you consider as to the sums paid to these men for the servicjes 
they rendered, can you say that these sums are not bribes ? My learned friend says that 
five hundred ru]>ees is a small sum. In some points of view it is a small hmixi ; it migiit bo a 
small sum to the Mahaiaia, but it is a largo sum to pay to men whose monthly pay is about 
ten or fourteen nipetjs—it is more than four year’s jiay to them. The payment of that sum 
to tlic witness Rowjeohas jiol been disputed. Re gob it from Yeshwiuitrao, tlirougli his clei'k, 
^lio prove<l the jiaymeiit in the witness-hox, and that clerk, 1 may say, was not cross-examined 
by my learned fruMid ; so tliat that ])ayinoiitniust be taken to be proved beyond a <loubt. l-^et 
me ask what inducement could there be lor Veshwuutrao to ]>ay this sum of money? My 
learned friend says that Yeshwunlrao is an inferior creature, juid might be in the service of 
Damodhur Punt. Then what inducement was tliei’e for Damodhur Punt to get this infor¬ 
mation for which so much money was ]>aiJ? My learned friend’s theory only goes so far jis 
to say tliat it might have been worth while for Damodhur Punt to jxnson Coioncl Phayre, 
but not to get infonnation. My learned I'riond can only say so far that it might have heon 
worth Damodliur Punt's while to ]>oisou Golonel Phayre, but he cannot go so far uh to say 
that lui had any interest in oblaining information. Yet these five hundred rupees were givisn, 
and, as my loarmiul friend says, long before, luid not after, the poisoning was attempied. Wi* 
have it in evidence that Ycsliwunirtu) was a eonfidoiitial servant of the Gaekwar, and knew 
the Residency sei vants. Does it not mccmj beyond all jiossibility of doubt that that psymenb 
was not made by Daimslhur I’unt, Imt by the Gaekwar himself, through the hands of Yesh- 
wuntvao ? But, my Lord, tiiat paymout was nut the only payment which Rowjee received 
for giving this inlViiiuation. H<5 ilivided eight hundred riijiees with Nuiaoo iitimediately afttM- 
their return from Mowsaree, and immediately alter Jmunabuee’s petition to the Cioverumont 
ol’ Bombay had been given to the Mahaiaja. You have here two largo payments to tln.'se 
men in less than six months. I say that these )jaymeDls were small as compared with the 
Maharaja H revenues, but they were enormous imleed compared with the legular salary of 
the iKjrsons employed. ’ 'J’heii there is I’edio. Pedio is a witness upon whom my learinwl 
friend relied very much. Pedro admits a j)aymeiit of sixty babasLai ru]jees made to him 
when lie was about ti» go to Goa, but h does not appear why that money should be given. 
Is it not likely that it should have boon given for some services rendered ? Then we Jiavc 
Shaik Kuri'im, the chobdar, wlioui we find admitting the receipt of a hundred laipec^s at 
the same time that a hundred rupees were jiaid to the ayah. Again we have another 
payineut of lifty rupees to the ayah. Now, ou referring to the entries put in by Damodhur 
Punt, you will fiml that payments corresponding, or nearly so, iu amount to those bidbcs 
were made through the Khangee Department at the very time that the servants say tlmt 
they received those bribes. [Tlie Advocate-Gcnoml here refem to Exhibit E.] This Exhibit 
shows that on the JDth of Juue 1^74 six hundred rupees were paid to Yeshwuntrao and 
were j’ceeived by the hand of Salim. That would be about the time on which five hundred 
rupees were jiaid by Yeshwuntrao by the hands of his servant, Dhulput, to Rowjee, and us 
for the balance it would be consistent with what one would expect to fiud in a case of tliis 
kind, that some money should remain in the hands of Yeshwuntrao: so the Maharaja pays 
six hundred rupees, and Rowjee receives five huDdi*ed rupees. Then again as to tlie eight 
huiuhcd rupees paid to Nursoo Jemadar, and which he divided with Rowjee after their retui'ii 
from Nowsaree, Your Lordship will find that A 1 is a second jmyment made out of the 
tmasury to the extent of one thouaand rupees on the 8tb of June 1874, and that would be 
vcL*y shortly after the return ^of His Highness the Gaekwar and of the Resident fk>m Now¬ 
saree. Your Lordship will remember that that took place some time iu the end of May. 
Agaiu, M 1 is a payment of two liiindred iiipees on tlie 15th of May 1874, wliich cori'esponds 
very nearly to the payment of the two hundred rupees to Kurnm and the ayah; and iu 
following up these docuuieuts further, I think 1 may state that we find shown ou the records 
of the Khangoe Department, payments out of that Department to Salim or Ye^li^vuntrao 
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tho time that the servants profess io have received those i)ayTnents. Now, my Lord, 1 do 
not think it can be reasonably suggested that all these payments were made by Dnmodlinr 
Punt to servo his own pur|K)so8. I do not tliink it can be suggested with any show of reason 
that Yeshwuntrao and Salim wore merely agents of Damodhur Punt in this matter. No 
doubt the money was passed out of the treasury by Damodhur Punt, but the disbursements 
w(ire made, I apprehend it is clear beyond a doubt, by tho direction of the Maharaja. Of 
course there could bo no i^eason for Damodliur Punt wishing to obtain information, and pay 
ing for it in this way, for himself; but there was a strong reason why ho should wish to do 
80 in tho Horvice of his master. Tliat Rowjeo had money is tolerably clear, bemuse it >va« 
ono of the matters that fimt directed the attention of tlie police to him. Tlioy hatl fouiid 
out he had been making largo purchases of Jewellery in the fbiizaar at tho time those monies. 
wci*e paid. Exhibit V is tho list of ornaments put in, and you wdll n^momVior at w'hat time 
thes(5 ornameutrf? were made. The first set of ornanjeiits was nnule in 0(;tober, Kebriiary, 
and March (golden bracelets mid rings, anJ so forth) ; an<l in the month of Juno when 
the payment of eight hundred rupees was made, and divided between Nursoo and Rowjec, 
a silver anklet was purchased of tho weiglit of over seventy rupees, and subsiMpieutly tf> that, 
and a])parently about the aame time, a necklace of gold Venetians appeal’s to liave been bought. 

I tliiiilc there con be no doubt that the money was Kii])}>iied to Rowjoo by the Maharaja 
the Oaekwar's directions out of tho Qaekwar’s treiasury for the ])iirj) 08 c of obtaining 
iiifoniiation of the character to which the witness has deposed. Cou])le th«,t fa-ct with tho 
stiitement you find in llis Highness* plea tf> the Viceroy, wherein he says that he nover 
'perHonally had had communications with the Resiliency seiwaiits—he does not deny that they 
mode these communications through his agents—and 1 think tlie Commission will havo no 
doubt whatever that the first two dnirges against His Highness arc satisfaetorily established. 
My Lord, my learned friend has suggested that an Oriental Prince is likely to be sun’ounded 
by evil counsellors, and to have things attrilmted to him for which bo cannot justly be held 
responsible. There con lie no doubt that His Highness the (hiekwar was to sonic extent nm 
surrounded by evil counsoliers. I am not here to defend the character of Damodhur Punt. 
Nothing iliH-t my learned friend might say about that man w'ould excite my indignation. He 
is not a man whom I would put forward as one whose uncorroborated evidence should be woithy 
of your great consideration, n'berc is no doubt, fi’om what lie lias a,<lraitted ho has done, that 
ho is a very ba<l man; but when wo find that a man of that character is retained by His 
Highness the Oockwar as Ins private secretarj^ as his most intiinat-o confidant, as his most 
trusted servant, and when wi; find him, oven alter the attempt to poison (/olonel l^hayiii was 
made and bruited a>)road and under investigation, introilucing that man to Sir Lewis Polly at 
the Ihisidency as his jirivate secretary,—I must say that 1 <Jo not think His Higluiess can come 
befoto this tribunal with any serious expectation of being held entirely irresponsible for any* 
thing that that pci’son might do or say on his behalf. My learned friend has redbrred to 
Yoshwuntrao and Snlira .os likely to obey tho behests of Damodhur Punt, but they would, my 
liord. V>e more lik(‘ly to obey tho behests of the Maharaja than that of tho Maharaja’s private 
soen'tary. Thoref(»re, if you find a series of witnesses coming forward liorc, and if 3 ' 0 (j find one 
of f.hcse servants testifying tliai. he issued ordci’s by tho diivcttions of his master tho Maharaja, 
though wo may looU upon that man with suspicion, and though we may dcsii’c not to believe 
Inm, yot nevertheless, looking at the probnhiliti^'s, I apprehend it is difiicuifc not to give him 
credence for telling a certain amount of what was true, espooialiy as to his merely olteyiug his 
iiiaHter in the matters to which he refers. My learne<l friend hus a(Uuitiod tluit Damodhur 
Punt, Yeshwuntrar*, and Halim are the three persons likely to take pnri in any such attempt as 
is allmled to here in the Viccu’oy's notification in the third and fourth charges against His 
Highness. 1 think that is going a gr<‘.at way. These charges arc, ‘Hhat his jiurposcs iu holding 
“ such communications anti giving such bribes were to use the said servants as sj^ies upon 
“ OoloTicl Phayiv, and thereby improperly to obtain inforniaOou of sctjrtjts and to cause injury 
“ to (lolonel Phayre, or to remove bini by means of jioistm ; tliat, in fact, ati nttoiiipt to poison 
“ Oolonel Phayre was rnadt' by persons instigated thurctu by flir* saiil Mulliarrao (}aekwn!‘.’* 
We have therefoi’e this—that in regard to this most senoiis cluirgt!, my learned friend admits 
if that His Highness was so concerned, he could scarcely have found three better iustruiiients than 
his private secretary and his two confidentinl attendants. Now, my Lord, before 1 go into the 
investigation of the evidence which connects the Gaekwar witli the attempt to poison Colonel 
Pliayrc, lot mo briefly refei’ to ono or two matters on which my learned friend has als** dwidt 
at considerable length. I think my Icanied friend suggested rather than argued tliat tins Com¬ 
mission could come to no other conclusion than this attempt to poison Colonel Tfliayre was not 
in point of fact made by some one on the 0th of NoA^emlicr when he asked if the Commission 
were satisflod that such an attempt had heen made.' I don't tliink that ho himself could dis]mto 
that such an attempt was made by some one or another. Nor do 1 think that my learned friend 
could have seriously contended that that attempt was not made hy amcnic and diamond dust. 
A good deal was said by my learned friend upon the colour of tin? sediment which C’olonel 
Phayrci noticed in the glass, and which was also shown to Dr. Heward j hut I think that the 
(Commission, looking carefully to tho evidence upon that point, can come only to tliis cnnehision 
that, although a good deal was said upon this branch of the case, tliere i*eally is not much in it. 
Colonel Phayre no doubt ^lescribes the sediment that he noticed as being dark, and undoubtedly 
to him it may liave apjioared to be such. Some of it wns at the liottmn of f ho glass, aud the rest 
was trickling down ttio side of it. Tliat glass bad previously been filled with a preparation of 
pummoio juice, which is of a reddish or pinkish colour. Colonel Phayre at the time he 




iit)ti(MKi the BOtiimcnt nt the bottom of the glass was under the influence of poison, if 
poison was there at ell; and one of thti effects produced upon him by the poison ho imbibed 
wiis, as you will roinomber he stated himself, that his head was dizzy and swimming round. 1 
will give your Lordship the exact words, heeauso they are of considerable importance: “ I felt 
“ a sort of dizziness in my head, and as if my head were going round slightly.” Tt may be 
that Colonel Phayre seing the light through the coloured fluid, would be very likely to attribute 
to the sediment n tlarker colour than the more practised eye and loss excited observation of Dr. 
Sewai’il would attribute to it. Again, the liquid in which the sediment was contained was dark 
or darkish and even a white pow<ler put into a dark liquid wmdd x>roperly look dark until 
separated from the fluid ; and supposing the liquid to have been dark, it may be quite natural 
that Colomd Phayre shouhl see that dark which Dr. Seward, aftei* separating it from the liquid, 
would consider to bo a biwny or fnwii colour. My letimed friend has made a suggostion which 
is a perfectly fair one, and which T accept as a possible explanation of this affair. He says 
t)»at Home people have not that sharp perception of colours which otlicm have, and it may Ins 
(juito possible that Colonel Phayre has not that perception of colour winch Dr. Seward luia. 
Another thing is, that if Colonel Phayre held the tumbler against a dark table or something 
dark, tlie darkness might appear to bo coramnniented in some degr<?e to the contents of the 
glass. But whatever the iinx>ression produced iqxui Colonel Pliayre’s eyes may have been 
utidor the circumstances 1 have detailed, I apprehend there can be no doTibt as to the impression 
produced upon Dr. Seward. He had not imbibed poison. PTo came over at once to ilio 
lbi.sldcncy on l)eing called, and ho could calml}' examine the contents of tluj glass. He says ho 
lujld the glass against the light and then detected this iawn-coloured powiler, which may Jjavo 
boon wdiat would naturally follow a calm investigation. Rowjeo describes tho powder lie 
j’oeeivod as of a dark colour. We all know how natives in this country in 8j)eaking of colour 
do not express tho gradations that Europeans are. aceustometl to. Anything in the slightest 
degree dark would be hda to a native. While Rowjec*. used this word hahy he qualified it by 
pointing to a sun-to])ee u])on the table, and said it was like tliat. The to})ee ])oint(Hl out was of a 
bluish grey colour. Rowjeo (|u.a)ificd that again by saying that, although it was like the hat it 
was perhaps of a still lighter hu(i. 

Serjenat UaU<ivikw. —OIj, no. He. said it was darker, 

Thi Advocate-OenemL (after refen-ing to the notes)—My learned friend is^’ight. T remember 
that some emery powder was shown to Rowjeo by Mr. .lardino. But at all events tijo darkuoKs 
he meant was only a little dtuker than the hat ho pointed out. As to Dr. Sewaid’s evideiux^ 


upon the point, I think tlioro can be no dinjbt wdiatcvtM' about its correctness. He (^xamiiu'd 
the x>owdi‘.r with the care of a man of science who would afterwards have to experimental iso 
upfm it, and if tho glass were found by him to contnbi any deleterious matter, its prosenco theio 
would of (joursc be a subjeot of close exannn.ation. In fact, I tliifik Dr.. Seward’s evidence 


.should be accepted as pcrlbctly conclusive. That that Hcdiinent w'as found to contain the two 
ingredients—arsenic and diamond dust—I a])prohcnd there can ])e no doubt. Dr. fSoward by 
his own expevhiicnts detected arsc’nic by means of the reduction test and the diamond dust by 
means of microscopic investigation. The j eduction test, though one of tho sinqdeat tests, is at 
the Hfuae time one ol‘ the surest tests fur the discovery of ajsenic ; and though the metallic 
ring he saw was not reduced into crystals of arsenic, there can be no doubt whatever that that 
metallic ring by itself established, unless disproved, an almost conclusive i>roof of tho jn'esence 
of nrsenie in the substance from wliicli that ring had been evolved. Dr, Gray subjj'cted tho 
Hodiinent sent to him to the nmat rigorous investigation. He was not sati.sfied with the 


reduction test, although on applying it lu^ found x»r(.‘oisely the same sort of metallic ring lhat 
had been found by J)r. Sewanl; but be adopte<l a number of other te.sts, wlucdi I shall not 
w'cary you by describing. But liavitjg by tliese tests }oduoed tlie sediment to vaiioiis chemical 
substances, he from these substances evolved tho pnro .arsenic again. There can be no doubt as 
to that. . ^ 


Pretiident (refen’ing to his notes) .said he was not 
done that. 


sure whether Dr. Gray said ho had 


The Admeato-GcnnuL—Yi'i^y my Lord ; you will find it at ])ngo 08 of the short-hand 
waiter's notes. Dr. Gray was asked wdiether lie had extracted the absenic bodily Irom parts 
of the i)OW(ler, though not by the roductioJi process, and lie replied that ho had done ,st» by 
the test cal](sl the sublim.ation test. In regard to Dr. Sow'ard, I may mention that ullhough 
he; dal not reduce the metallic ring in tho form of arsenic, yet by another tost ho discovered 
ocUhodral crj’stals, which is one of the surest indications of the presence of arsenic. [Pago 55 
of the short-hand writer’s notes i*eferred to.] There can be no doubt whatever therefore 


reganling this sciontific evidence, which has not been coiitradictod in any way, that in the 
sediment extracted by Dr. Seward on the morning of the fftli from tho contents of Colonel 
Phayre's tumbler .arsenic was cxtriujted to tlio extent of about a grain, though Dr. Seward’s 
apjdiancos did not enable him to determine the exact amount. If tliese tests were not 
conclusive, there ia aTso the other circumstance which Dr. Seward noticed—namely, tho 
liowdery film that -was created by gently shaking the fluid in the bottom of tho tumbler. 
'Hus film w'as noticed iKiforetlie addition of any water to Dr. Seward's glass, and it is regarded 
as a very sure sign of the presence of arstmic. Upon the medioal testimony recorded here, 
1 do not think the Ccanmission can come to any other conclusion than that arsenic had been 
introduced into Colonel Phayre’s gloss in very considerable quantities. I hardly think that 
my learned friend Would ask your Lordship to hold that in tlie water i>oured into the sediment 
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morning he had filled the hx^k firom vluch. Dr. Sewaxd took the mter a. 

■which wafi kept for the general uae of the houae. Alihoa^ my Veamed fidend aaked 
tiuestions upon thU auhiect, 1 do not think the OomTaiBsion .will oonbLude that in 
tumbler there was'not arsenic or some deleterious sahefonce on tho morning of the 9th. Thelw 
is no question whatever that Dr. Seward took every prec^tion he could in sending : the 
packet to Bombay, and that the examinations conducted by Dr. Gray and liimself coixdbo^j^ 
each other. Though diamond dust does not ofier the same ready means of detection lU 
arsenic, yet Uiere are some processes by which a dear conclusion may be arrived at to show 
its presence. First of all, there ore the particles themselves, which, Seward has told us, 
are distinguished by their lustrousnoss and their hardness, and hero they are known by tho 
way they withstood the severest test under the spirit-lamp and several powerful chemical 
agents. Kotwitbstanding their exiguity, he was able^ by rubbing one an^l piece of glass 
with another, one of which had a small portion of the diamond upon it, to produce a scratch 
U{x)n the glass. Dr. Seward said that besides diamonds he knows only oite other substance 
that will sciatch glass in this way—namely, collodion. My learned friend was referred to 
Dr. Gray for information on tho subject of collodion, but in the cross-ezatnination of Dr. Gray 
not a single question was asked about it. The microscopic test which was o^red to the 
Commission is still available, but I think that the statements of Dr. Seward and Dr. Qray, 
boUi men of science and perfectly inde])endent, will be accepted as conclusive evidence u^xiu 
the point. Without having had any communication with each other, both of these gentlemen 
camo to the conclusion that tho other substuiioe found in the sediniont besides arsenic was 
diamond dust. Dr. Gray’s attention to it was not called until he himself had written to inquire 
whether or not the substance was diamond dust. This conclusion occurred to him independently 
of any information from Baroda. Colonel Pliayre’s communication from Baroda, in whitii 
ho iiientioDe<l tlie probable juesenco of diamond dust, crossed Dr. Gray^s letter of inquiry 
on the way here; so tliat, as I liavc said, it was his independent observations that led him 
t<> conclude that he had diamond dust befoi’e him. [Dr. Gray’s letter, Exhibit U, refeiTed to], 
r think that the further investigations of Dr. Gray BU])port most conclusively the result of 
his examination of the sediment sent to him by Dr. Seward from Baroda. You will remember 
that Dr. Gray, being puzzled in his mind, writes to Colonel Phayre and reminds him that 
ho had said he threw some of the contents of tho tujiibler out upon the chuiiam verandali 
outside of his office. Colonel Phayre proceeds there at once, and in his presence traces arc 
found of the marks of the shei-bet wliich lie ha<l thrown out of the window on the momin^l 
of the Otli. Ke scrapes up a portion of the chimam, |mt.s it into a^^uper, seals it, and sendt 
it to Dr. Gray, by whom the same substances ns before were disct»vored. • Unless it 
ctuileml(5(l that Dr. Gray deliberately put diamond dust and arsenic into the scrapings senl 
to him from Baroda, it must be ndmittod.that they formed part of the cuntonts C)f the tumbler 
111 fartt, L have ho doubt whatever that diamond dust and aiMenic were introduced iuU 
Colonel Phayic’s tumbler on the morning of the 9th November. [Kefers to Exhibit T.] Thai 
is a letter to which I have referred in tho course of my remarks. 


Nineteenth Wcdfiesday, March 17. 

The Advocate-Gev-eral resumed his address as follows :—M.y Jjord, in tho ob-servations whicli 
I addressed to the (•oimuission yesterday, I endeavoured to show, and 1 think 1 di<l establish, 
that the first two charges contained in the Notification j)f His Excellency tlie Viceroy had been 
made out—namely, that the Gaekwar had communicated for impi’opor purposes with certain 
of the Ke.sideuey servants, and had given them bribes through his confidential attendants 
Yeshwiintnio and Salim. My leaimed fiiond has alrciuly admittti<l that DamcKlhui’ Punt, 
Yeshwiintrao an<l Sulim were fjcrsons proper to be entiustod witli such a crime as is here 
charged under tlie third and fourth heads of charge; and I have shewn, 1 think, that on 
the 9th of November, in point of fact, an attempt to poison Colonel I’hayrc was made; that 
deleterious iugredient.s were placed in his tumbler of sherbet. One of these Iia>i boon 
pioved to be arsenic, which i.s certainly a poison, and the other is diamond dust, which, 
my letu’ned friend was fain to admit, is by some persons, or a certain class of persons 
out liere, believed to bo a poison. 1 may in, wjiinection with this, J think, UMifulJy* refer 
to one point in the ca.se which has^ always ap])eurcd to me to bo rather a small point, but 
on which my learned friend having dealt, J must deal with as briefly as may be—-and it is 
this. It appears to me v'ery clearly on the evidence that no (>ther deleterious ingredients 
tlian ai'senic and diamond dust were iuti’odutjed into Colonel Phayre’s sherbet. It will 
bo in* the recollection of the Commission that Dio suggestion was thrown out as having 
boen Ciinvoyed in an intimation to Colonel Phayre by Bhow^Pooniker, who had himself 
received it from onia Buiwuntrao. that another ingredient, namely copper, had lieen in¬ 
troduced along with the diamond tlust and arsenic. But the scientific investigation of 
Dio sediment discovered in the tumbler has shown conclusively Dint no trace of copper 
could be found in it by analysis. My learned friend dw-elt upon the fact that among 
tho symptoms described by Colonel Phayre as proceeding from the admiiUKtiatiou of poispii 
to him, was the experiencing of a metallic taste in Die roouDi. My learned friend aJsc 
twtablished, by the evidence of Dr. Gray, Diat if copjier, or a preparation of copper, is taksE 
into the mouw, the taste is experieucod at once. Colonel Phayre s evidence is perfecDy cleu 
that the metallic taste did not at once present itself. It was not until some 20 luinufos oi 



half an ho^r ate ho luad . teen te ctytti^nui^ petvajved iho 

metallic iaate in bis mouth. Hiitd-there be^, oo|q)er, or » prepwratic^ m coppor, Dr. Qray’e 
evidence ahows that Colone) PbtTyre iv^ould at emoe have experienced a metallic taste^ but it ia 
very clear that he did not expenence this iminediatelyr and it was not until about half an 
hour afterwards.that he had a" feeling of nausea and the other symptoms that he described. 
Tlie ©vidwice upon that point is very clearly given by Colonel Pbayre at p^es 48 and 59 of 
the shorthand writer’s notea At pago 48, my learned friend asks Colonfd Phajn^, ** You said 
proviously, didn’t you, that there was a coppery taste in the liquid that you had ? ” And 
Colonel Phayre replies, '* No, I said to Dr. Beward that there was a copper taste in ray moutli 
“ niter drinldng it.” And again he says, “ I did not taste it in the liquid, but in ray mouth 
“ afterwards.” It is perfectly clear , from tliis that there was not such a metallic taste produced 
by 0<^nel Fhayre d rinking this sherbet as would have been produced had there been any 
preparation of copper put in with the other poison; but, as 1 say, it was not till afterwards 
that Colonel Phayre experienced this coppery taste when he felt th& symptoms produced by 
taking the sherbet. That a metallic taste in the mouth is frequently experionoed, or some¬ 
times, at all events, by persons sufiering horn arsenical poisoning, is shown by Dr. Gray’s 
evidence at i)age 88 of the shorthand writer’s notes, where ’after being asked whether a 
metallic taste was produced by taking arsenic, he replied, “ In the course of my experience as 
Chemical Analysei*, regaiding arsenical poisoning, a metallic taste is often experienced.'’ 
’I'hat answer is not very C(»Tectly taken down ; but what Dr. Gray meant was that he hml 
known persons suffering from arsenical poison complain of a metallic taste as one of their 
.Symptoms. I think the whole of the evidence disproves the suggestion that there was any 
copper introduced into Colonel Phayrci’s sherbet, or that anything in )x)mt of fact was 
introduced but diamond dust and arsenia 1 may now refer to the quantity of arsenic found. 
Dr.. Gray states that in the two packets submitted to him—one from tho tumbler itself, and 
the other scraped from tho verandah—ho found 2^ grains of iirsenia Dr. Seward, in tin; 
portion examined by liim, says he found between one and two grains. (Page (il of notes 
referred to.) We have here therefore between three and Ibm* grains of arsenic diKcoveroj.1 by 
the chemical analysts in so much of the sediment as was recovered: and how much raor(3 
there may have been in the sherlwjt before Colonel Phayro threw some of it away, it is 
impossible to say. The quantity discovered, however, was more than enough to constitute a 
fatal dose—a fatal dose, as Dr. Gray told us, being alxiut 2J grains of arsenic. Another 
small point to which T may refer in regard to this ]>art of tho case is, that it is shown per¬ 
fectly clear by Oolonel^hayre’s evidence that from the time he put down the glass after laking 
one or two siiw of sherbet, until the time when he handtxl ovei* the remains of the sljevbc't 
together with the se<liment to Dr. Seward no one had any opportunity of tjimporing with that 
gloss, of approaching it, or putting anything into it. Colonel Phoyre’s evidence on that point 
is at page 52 of the notes, and is in tliese terms :—" From the time that you first noticed 
** this black sediment at tlie lx)ttom of the tumbler until the time wheu you handed tho 
“ tumbler to Dr. Seward, had anyone access to that tumbler?—No one came into the room. 
“ There was only myself in tho room until I gave it to Dr. Seward. No one had access to 
“ the tumbler.” It is tliorcfore clear, if Colonel Phayre is to be believed, that from tho time 
he first took a sip of the sherbet until lie handed the roiiuiins of it to Dr. Sewaad, no oiw' had 
accosK to the tumbler, and it is equally clear that the. jxjison must have been put in before* 
Colonel Phayre had roturno<l from his walk, and before he took a sip or two from tho sherhet 
ho found prepared for him. Tlie-next point to which 1 would invite the attention of tho 
Commission is ibis:—Taking it to bo established thatarsenio and diamond dust wera dejH^sited 
by some one or other in Colonel Phayre/s sherbet on the 9tli November, what is the evidence 
06 to the soui’ce from whicli tliose two articles were obtained? A vulgar poisoner, or one who 
had not tlie command of considerable moans, wnnld not be likely to resort to diamond dust, 
albeit he might be likely to I’csort to arsenic: and the possession of diamond dust would 
therefore argue the possession of considerable wealth, as well os of an intention to employ, no 
matter at what cost, such means as he believed would bo capable of effecting his object. Now, 
ui>on the theories that have been put forward by ray learned friend, either ^at Bhow Poonikur 
or those who were acting with him, or Domodhur Punt, and those acting with him were the 
persons by whom this dose of poiso|i was sought to be administeiad, I think it is unlikely 
that'such an expensive article as diatnond dust would be resorted to by these persons. These 
suggestions are sufficiently improbable for other reaaons to whicli 1 shall afterwards call the 
attention of the Ooramission. But there would be no improbability in a person in the position 
of the Gaekwar employing such on texpensive ingredient as diamond dust, supposing him to 
have entertained the belief in its poisonous qualities which Dr. Clievers asserts to be prevalent 
among the natives of India. Froia his position he would be perfectly well able to procure 
cither of tliese articles. He could Easily procure arsenic, as indeed most people can in tiiis 
country. I do not see,myself that tibere is much difficulty in getting almost any quantity of 
arsenic that is required. We hsva beard recently of a man, without any apparent reason for 
it, buying in a shop 8 lbs. of arseitic, and I suppose it may be taken for granted that if a 
man wants to get arsenic in baa|ar8 of India he can get any quantity. In Baroda, how¬ 
ever there is a ^eater difficult^. learned friend brought out the fact that in Baroda arsenic 
could only beobtanued from the Foizdoree, upon the special order of tho Maharaja himself; 
ami Damodhur Punt has produced mi order, not from the Maharaja indeed, nor as ray learned 
frii'hd eoJTiewhat luiuiouratoly *t^id, hearkig any endorsement of the-Maharaja^ though it does 


oxhibst iS, and 5 b at p«^e llS^of the ^orthand wnter’s notes v tW dat® ef. it is 
4 th October 1874. Now Datnodhur Trimbuck saye thab that order was wi^tteu by him 
the directicm of the Haharaja Xh the eodorsezaent which w«s made by the Fouadaree ollioaF 
u]ion that documont we had that the tuuno of the Maharaja introduo^. The signatoi'e .i^ 
I think, Guupatrao BulwUut, and tha order is addrea^ to Oatatria, wtio says that hOi 
areeuic waa, in point of fact; iBaued from the Fouzdareo on that order. He eaytt aieo thivt 
there would have been no difficulty in furnishing ai-uenic upon that document, had the person 
in whose favour it was drawn out oome and applied for it. But DamcKlhur Triiobuok shows 
clearly why it was the arsenic was not supjdied on that order. Ho says that Mr. Hormunjee 
Ardasir Wadia, who waa then Fouzdar, refused to issue arsenio upon it till he had.conx- 
municated with the Maharaja. Mr. Hormusjee is a gentleman of high posiiaon and reputation, 
lie arrived in Baruda at the end of last week ; he is now sitting at this table ; and he has not 
been called on by thu deduce in regard to his reasons for not Kupplying the arsenic. 1 appi.'e* 
Iteiid that if it had been possible to disprove Damodhur Punt's Htatemonts u|>on that ^>int, 
Mr. Hormusjee Wadia would have been put into the witno8»-lx>x. I tliipk, therefore, that 
Damodhur Punt may be taken to bo most materially corrolK>rated by the document to wjiioh 
J have refeiToil. I would call the attention of the Commiasion to thiH—tliat the endorsement, 
which i.s not the endovsoineni of the Maharaja, but simply Ihe oudorsemont of one of the 
officers of the Fouzdaree department, is in tlieao terms: “SliHinmit Sirkar." No doubt my 
h*arned friend Wiis soiiuiwiiat misled wlicn be stated that the Oaekwar had endorsed tliif 
order. It is not so. Tbore is merely an endorsement in which the Gaekwar’s name is 
mentioned. But when my learned friend says that the obvious amswer the Qaekwiir would 
make any objection on the part of Hormusjee to deliver out arsenic ujk>u the order in 
»£uestiou would bo, “ Why, all the arsenic in the Fouzdaree is mine. Go and get it I ” Wfien 
my learned fj’iond puts that argument, it would be a perfectly good one if it could be shown 
that the arsenic was for the purpose specified in the order—namely, medicine for a howo. But 
it does not apply hero, as the arsenic seems to have been wanted for the purpose of poisoning 
C^>lonel Phayre. 1 can uiulorstand tho Maharaja having no objection wlmtwvcr hi putting Jus 
name to a paper which was merely to waiTant an order for arsenic for medicine for a horsoi 
but he might well hesitate to put his name to an order for arseTiic for. a human being, and 
might woJi, as Damoilhur Punt says, be anxious to get the arsenic el«ewhei*e. My learned 
friend uses the argument:- If the Oaekwar had been desirous to use poison, the last thing 
“ on earth tliat he would liave done would have been to put his name upon the order.’’ But 
ho has never used that order, and I use my learned friend’s argument against himself. Tlien 
sigain, as to the obtaining of diamond dust, my learned friend, feeling no doubt that diamond 
ihist would be an article at the command of His Highness, sought to show tliat had diaimmd 
dust been required ff>r llie purpose of poisoning Colonel Pliayre, nothing could have htJcn 
easier than ibr him to hav(» siippliini some diamonds out of his stores for that purpose. Now 
it is no doubt true, as stated by Nanajee Vithul, that diamonds are kept in the jewel depart¬ 
ment at the Palauo in considerable (piantities, that jowcdlerw’work is jilways going on, and 
riint at the period to wln<jh these transactions refer a .sciibbaid and the hilt of a sword w^n*© 
being eiicrusttMl witl? tiiamomls. Hut 1 think it will occur to tho Native Members of tijc 
(Aanniission, jvnd ])robably to all tho Members of tho Commissiou, that wl>eri in tlie jewel 
department ()f a Native Court diamonds are being used for the purpose of ornamentati<»n, a 
very strict account is ro(iuii‘od of the manner in which the stones are applied. For their 
own pj'otoctiou the workmen nvjuiring these stones would be desirous that such an account 
.shonlil be kept; .and if a stone was taken away, they would desire, as a safeguard to them¬ 
selves, to see that it should bo entered in some document or other. Moreover, it does not 
iVillow that because a scabbard and hilt were being encrusted, <liniu<mfJ chips of the small size 
;ind oonijMU'atively inexpensive <juality that are alleged to have been used on this occasion 
would not be turned to account. It may be veiy well to—take small chips and |»onud tliem 
u)> by some means or other; but it would be a different thing to take stones of value and 
pound Uicm up and reduce them to powder for the purpose of using it for nefaidqus purposes. 
And I do not think that tho mere fact of diamonds being used about this time foi- the puriiose 
of ornamentation Ciiu countervail the ovidono© in this case, having consideration to tlie fiict 
I have just suggested that a strict account, of aH jewels is kept in Native Courts, and tliat 
wojkuien employed among them vmuld, if any were withdrawn, require an account of it. 
Even according to tho evidence of Hemchund Futteychund, whom my learned friend jmt 
foi’ward as a thoroughly trustworthy and ta-edible witness, as a witness whose mistakes and 
errors were on tho same footing as the mistakes and eri'ors of Colonel Phayre, tliougli whnt 
errors are alluded to on the part of Colonel Phayre I do not know—at-all events, tliie 
Hemchund Futteychund, whom iny leained friend put on tho same level of presumable 
veracity as avi ofiioer in Colonel Phayre’s position says he was asked about the time of the 
Dusserah to bring small diamonds to tho PiJoce; and that he and other jewellers did so bring 
small diamonds to the Palace, allwit he says these diamonds wei-e returned to him. We have 
it, therefore, perfectly clear, accoi'diug to tlio ovidoiiee. of this unimpeachable witness, tliat 
diainond.s wero required for some purpose or another at the Palace. Tliat they were pur¬ 
chased, that they were retained, is proved not only by Damodhur Punt himaelf, but also by 
Nanajee Vithul, tho head man in the jewel department, and by Atmaram Baghooaath^ 0^4 
of tho ]ninoipal clerks omjdoyed there. It is a^ perfectly certain that whatever Dame^uv 
Pont mi^ 'Itay 4ii ^ker mattwsj he is perfeoGy correct, aoocirdiBg to -Hamcihand^ in Bus state- 


itaeni that slnall ditUno&d chips bookkie *’) were required at the tiiue of the Buaaendi, that 
i.s at or about the 2 OU 1 October. The only ^y the diamond clii^ so required at the Palace 
can bo disposed of on the part of tbe defences is by the evidence of Hemohund, wIjo swears they 
were returned to him. As to the value of that evidence, I shall have something to say hei-e- 
al'fcer. Here, however, we may rest assured that the diamonds likely to be employed for a 
purjjose of this kind were sent for inspection, and (as we say) pui’chased at the time to which 
these transactions relate. We, therefore, have, at all events, the possession of the two in¬ 
gredients found in the sherbet by persons in the service of the Maharaja during the time that 
Rowjw^ and Nursoo say the paokete were delivered to them. This is shown by incontrovertible 
evidence. And as I am upon tliis point, 1 may as conveniently liere as at any other part of 
my argument, refer to the case of the Borah Nooroodeen, from whom, Damodbur Punt says, 
the arsenic was obtained, and who, my learned friend says, haM not been called. My learned 
friend is quite entitled to the benefit of any inference he may draw from that circumstance. 
But there was nothing to prevent his being called by my learned friend himself if he wished 
to contradict Damodhur Punt’s evidence on this point. In a certain view of the cross- 
examination by my learned friend, I might have been placed, under the necessity of putting 
Nooroodeen into the box. If there had been a challenge whether .Nooroodeen did supply this 
arsenic, tliere would not have been the slightest difficulty in getting him to give evidence, 
lint there was no such necessity. I liear niy learned friend, Mr. Branson, making a sugges¬ 
tion on the point, and I will meet it. He says Nooroodeen was an enemy of the Oaekwar. 
I do not know how tliat is provetL It is proved that a Borah named Nooroodeen was a 
complainant before the lost Commission ; but it is not shown that his complaint was not then 
redressed ; and that being so, there is no reason to show that his hostile feelings had not dis¬ 
appeared. But at all events, cmemy or no enemy, this much is certain that the propriety of 
calling Nooroodeen here as a witness Iiad not suggested itself to my learned friend, and 
Dnmodhur €*rirabuck s statement on this point remains entirely uncontrndicted. The attornies 
for the defence liave had full access to Nooroodeen and everybody else whom they wished to 
see in regard to this case, and, no doubt, they satisfied themselves as to whether it was 
desirable to call Nooroodeen and others. The result of their discretion is, however, that no 
witnesses have been called ; and the Commission will, of course, dmw siicli conclusions as it 
thinks just from that fact. Now, my Lord, the next point to which I would refer, having 
shown that there wa.s in point of fact an administration of arsenic to Colonel Phayre on the 
day in question, and luiving shown that at all events the evidence points to the possession by 
servants of His Highness, under His Highness’directions, of these two aiticles at the time, 
we say they were obtnine<l by order of His Highness. It will Ixj in the recollection of the 
Coiumissioii that the evidence shows that Kowjee was the pemon who received certain ])ackets 
from Salim, and dejjosited the contents of one. of these ])jukets in ( Colonel Phayre’s glass on 
the 9th November. Jt is not suggested that any one else but Rowjee put these packets into 
the tumbler. My learned friend, fertile in suggestions though he has shown himself to be in 
the course of thi.s case, did not suggest that any otlior hand than that of Rowjeo’s was 
employed for the pur])f)8e of putting the ai'senic and diamond dust into Colonel Phayre’s tumbler ; 
and so, thcrefuie, wo may take it as a fact, undisputed in the case, tliat Rowjees was the liaml 
by which this was placed in Colonel PhayiVs sherbet. Now, my Lord, comes a very inqiovtaut 
class of considerations to wbicli I beg to draw the attention of the Commission. Whose 
object could it be to make this attempt upon Colonel 1‘hnyre’s life? Who C(*uld be 
interested in ivdniiniKtoving poison to him ? Four classes of witnesses have been suggested 
as being likely or possibly concerned in tbe attempt, and tbe first class is the Residency 
servants. Now my learned friend made that suggestion only to answer it. H<* said with 
jiorfect truth that they could Jiave no oliject in administering poison to a man who was a 
good master, from whom they received wages, and against wliom it is not shown they bail 
any cause of complaint. I may take it, therefore, upon my learned friend’s own admission, 
that the Residem^y servants were not tbe concoctors of this attempt for any personal reasons 
of their own. Then the next claas of pemons who it is suggested would be likely to engage 
in a conspiracy of this kind were Bhow Poonikur and those who were acting witli him. Now, 
my learned friend was very haixl upon Bhow Poonikur. He willed him—on what grounds 
1 fail to discover after a careful pornsol of the evidence—^the Gaekwor’s bitterest enemy. 
Ho said he was the man who hnd Colonel Phayre entirely under his control; that he Was 
a spy; and that, in all human probability, he controlled all the actions of Colonel Phayre, 
My Lord, the evidence shows that Bhow Poonikur was examined in this case as well as 
(’olonel Phayre in regard to this point; and that Bhow Poonikur is, at all events in Ctdonel 
Phayre’s opinion— and no evidence to the contrary hus been produced—a perfectly honour¬ 
able and trustworthy man. He has lived in Boroda the greater part of Jiis life, having come 
here when a child ; lie has held varibiis appointments, to not one of which anything discredit-, 
able c«uld be attached. At present he is employed as agent to Mr. Hope, the Collector of 
Hurat, in regard to a' ward of the; British Government named Meer Zulfukkar Ali, the son 
of a gentleman whom your LordshS^i will very well remember, the Nawab of Surat. This 
young gentleman has consklerable _ estates in tbe Baroda territoiy, and Bhow Poonikur, 
it apjxsars, had such confidence rej^osed in him that he has been employed by Mr. Hope to 
look alter those estates. He came with a letter of introduction to Colonel Pha 3 rpe from 
Mr. Hope; and Ido not think Mr. Hojie is a man who would give letters of introduction 
to uersons he did not consider periecily worthy of them. Bliow Poonikur has sot only to 
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tilaiiy of tke sirdars aiid sovoars in the Baroda territoiy, Jle iias the iwu^gen^ent i>f theit; 
a£&iirs as well as of those of the son of Mir Ja;ffir Ali« He lives in Baroda; his life }ias been 
open to inspection, and not <me single thing has been alleged against hiin, except that in 
representing the various interests 1 have enumerated, he found it necessary to bring forward 
at Colonel Meade's Commission four cases on behalf of his employers. I cannot see anything 
in that to warrant the conclusion that iny letirnod friend has drawn, tlmt ho is the Ga^war's 
bitterest enemy. Surely sometiiing more than has been adduced hero should have been 
brought forward to warrant what has been said against him- As to lus influence over 
Colonel Fhayre, that entirely exists in the imagination of my learned friend. He put the 
question to Colonel Phayre: ** Was he not in the habit of seeing you ilaily ? "—and Colonel 
Phnyro admitted that ho did use to come to liini almustdaily upon business of one kind or 
another. But because one man comes to see another daily, it is luther a non »eqyuUwr to 
argue that therefore he controls the actions of the person he visits. It has been alleged also 
that he it was who gave information to Colonel Phayre about the preparation of the klmreeta 
of November; but there is nothing extraordinary iu that, Bbow Poonikur says that he 
heal'd of it from two or three people connected witli tlie Durbar and then mentioned it to 
Colonel Phayi'e, and it must be remembered. that those .sirdars and sowcaiiii by whom be was 
employed would naturally kn(»w what was going on at the Gaekwar's durbars, and certainly 
those persons, going or coming from the Durbar, would know of any matter of importance 
that was being discussed. It is not surprising, therefore, that he should inform Colonel 
Phayre that a khureeta> was in course of preparation, although his information did not enable 
him to go so far as to say, because bo did not know, what the nature of it was. I ctiunot 
see that there could be any impropriety in telling Colonel X^liayre about that khureeta, 
because any khureeta either to tlie Government of Bombay or the Government of India 
would have to pass through the liaiids of the Kesidenl before it could be forwarded. Colonel 
Phayie baa already told the Commission tliat kliureetas were to be sent to the Britisli B«sideui, 
accompanied by an English transhition, and it was his duty to forward it to the Government 
to which it was addressed, together with such observations of his own as be deemed it 
dftsirnblo to make. At page 50 of the short-band wviter*8 notes the Coininissinn will 
in tlie cross-examination, the statement to which I have just referred. Now, surely tho3e 
ciroumstancos, which are all that can be urged against Bhow Poonikur, are a very slight 
foundation indeed upon which iny friend would be entitled to build liia sweeping Hasertion 
that Hhow Poonikur was the Oaekwar’s bitterest enemy, that ho controlled Colonel Phayre h 
jictions. and tlmt he was Colonel Phayre’s spy. Hard Avords tliese, xxu doubt; but I do not 
think tliey will produce much offwt, and 1 think the Commission will prefer to form thcjir 
own opinion about Bhow Poonikur without accepting my learned friemPs harsh ami entirely 
unwarnintod account of him. But liaviug regard to the I’elations between Colonel Pluiyi-e 
ami Bbow Poonikur, as desoribc<l by the evidence, docs it not occur to the OoTmuission as 
ludicrously improbable iliat Bhow Poonikur or those acting witli him—the very men who, 
ho says, had Colonel Phayre in their hands—a j)uppet, the wires of wluch they could pull 
at any time—does it not .seem improbable that these men should desire to see him either 
removed or killed? Tt would be to the interest of Bhow Poonikur, whether or not ho was 
an honourable and trustworthy man, engaged in the performance of respectjible duties or 
whether he really was a wirepuller of the puppet, Colonel Phayre—it w ould be bis interest, 

T say, and that of those associated with him, to koe]» him alive in Baroda I'athor than eon- 
spire to lay him in his grave. As for the utterly wild suggestion that Bhow Poonikur only 
wished a sham attempt to be made ui>frti (?olonel Phayre's life, and then step iu mid ajipear 
as the JJeiifi ej: tiutckhw. who was to savi; him from the danger ho appeared to he in— Uoav 
dues tliat consist with the facts proved regarding the enormous quaiitity of ai’seiup, more 
than enough to kill him, that wiis introduced into Colonel Plm^ ic s glass ? And liow does 
it ctmsist with the fact that Bliow Poonikur instead of nishing on to the secim in the nick 
of time, snatching the poisonotl goblet from Colonel Pbiij^re’s uplifted hands, ami tliisliing it 
to the ‘.rrouiid, does not appear until several houm afterwards, when the sodiment hiwl been 
given to Dr. Seward, and then does not say a word about the aflair until Colonel Phayre 
mentions it liimself? I think the suggestion that Bhow Poonikur Lad anything to do witli 
this crime is one which tlie Commission will dismiss b om their minds. Then we come to 
a Ruggostion which iny learned friend, though not putting it forward as a matter ho under¬ 
took to prove, novertholesa put forward, not once but several times, t<» tlio otfect that Dainodhur 
Punt was the person whose interest it was to get rid of Colouel Phayre, and who therefore 
might have made the attempt to poison him. My learned friend’s argument upon this point 
rested entirely upon an illusory basis. DaimMlhur Punt, says my learned fiiond, had been 
(ruilty of gross frauds and embezzlements of the. property of his master. He, according to 
my l^ned friend, knew that Colonel Phayre was sifting everything iu i-egard to everything 
about the Palace affairs, and in order to prevent Cidouel Phayre from overhauling his 
accounts he determined to try and poison him ! Now, I cannot imagine ujion what inform¬ 
ation my learned friend was proceeding wlien he suggested that Colonel Phayre was likely 
to do any such thing as overhaul Dautodliur Punt's accounts. It certainly does not appear 
from the evidence that Colonel Phayre entertained any such idea. On the contrary, as must 
bo perfectly well known to at least four of the Membera of the Commission from their 
own perso^l experience, and proliably also to your Lordship and Mr. MelvUl, to overhaul 
the Maharaja’s khangee or jirivate accounts would be entirely btwond . the jiower of 
Colonel PKhyre. There could be nothing in the duties devolved upon Colouel Phayre by the 




Kritish Uovermne^t woai<i<3ntU^ Inm tO'inteKer^ ^vitbrish^'Mialwc^ja's 
r«.i;(ir(3in.J5 which Damo^kur IHmt’tt *iccount« entirely related. Diwaodhifr ^ttfc -hadr thora-* 
i'ore nothing to fear ^oxa Colonel PhayreB inventigatioaSi The only investigatkms whk^ 
Oolcmel Phayre could make would relate not to private acoounta^ but vatbex to the political 
relatione existiiig between the ruler of Baroda and ilie British Gtovemmcnt^ Nor is 'there 
anything iu the whole courne of the evidence laid before this Commiarion to show that 
Colonel Fhayre had even anything to do with the examination of the Qaokwai^s state 
iiccounts at thtj time when these transactiouB occurred. Moreover, it is aii entire assumption 
on the part of my learned friend to say that Damodhur Punt had been guilty either of mud 
or embozsdement. No frauds or embezzlement have yet been traced to him. No doubt there 
is iu Damodhur Punt’s character ground for supposing that a man supposed to be guilty of 
attempting a murder would lend himself to fraud on his own behalf. But no such mud has 
been pointed out. There is not the slightest evidence that anything of the kind occurred. 
And though my learned friend made a great ^Toirit when he asked Bamodbur Punt, ^'Have 
« you a single jjiece of paper to show that you had the Maharaja’s authority to expend 
“ money ?” And Damodhur Punt said ho had not. I do not think that Damodhur Punt 
could be expected to h^ve any such writing. Ho told us tliat the Maharaja was not ■ in the 
habit of signing accounts, and it wiD be* consistent with the knowledge of the Commission 
that the Maharaja would not be likely to sign those accounts. Damodhur Punt told us tliat 
amounts were k(?pt in live different places, nnd he explains how tliis was. My learned friend, 
no doubt following English ideas on the subject, and supposing a Native OouH to be the 
same ua an English bnnkuigdiouse, had good grounds for the suggestion he ma<le; but 
according to the principles of Ujok-keeping tliat prevailed in the Haveli, Damodhur Punt 
was perfefjtly right in silying that he harl every moans of clearing himself in tbt» event of 
inquiry. He liadthe acw>unts; he produced them here, and you would' sec that he producetl 
the fidlest vouchers. Your Lordship and the other members of the CommisHion will doubt¬ 
less remember tlie form of tlie yads” that Damodhur Punt 8how(5d us. There was on them, 
first of all, a statement or memorandum by a clerk stating the jiarticulars for which the sum 
of money is to bo expended. Following that memoran<Umi you have the endorsement of the 
Khangeewaila himself, stating that the permission of the Giiekwar has been obtained for the 
expenditure. Then you have the receipt of the person to whom the payment was made. You 
will see thei’ofore that Dannxllmr Punt had in these yads the best vouchor ho could have liad 
for the expenditure mmle through him, when Im possessed the receipt of the person into wliosc 
hands the loouey had piissod. When he spoke of five places he hud doubtless tliis in his 
mind, that although it would l>e easy to forget a meinorandum and get a receipt put upon it, 
yet as the payment of all tlioso accounts passed through several hands, and was rocorded in 
several books, it would Iks etiay to stve whether the money liad been expondi*d as the yad ]>ro- 
fossed. There was not only this yad, but an account of the yads was projmred iu t he trea¬ 
sury daily; then a monthly account or thalibuiid was prepared from the ‘luily accounts ; and 
again an annual stattnneut was conjpilcd from, the monthly accounts. Any jiayracnt made 
would therefore have to be traced through five places, and according to the native system of 
book-keejling tliat would afford anipU* means, from one point of view, of discovering whether 
fraud or ornbezzloment luid been practised, for iu order to do so the whole of these books 
would have had to lie falsilied, and the whole csiabli.shment ina<ie parties to the att«m})teil 
frautl in order b) prevent it from being dob^ctK5<l. It may be that the seiwant^ of the Uaekwar 
were not of so high and ljono\irablc a cliaracter as men iu tlioir position ought to be ; but it 
seems to be rather hard, upon my learned friend’s suggestion, that the wliole establialunent 
should be tainted wdth vice, so that amongst them all not one honest man could be found. 
I think therefore that the notion tiiat fraud and embezzlement had l>een committed by 
Damodluir Punt is one tliat must have etimuate<l from my learned friend’s imagination. H‘ I 
am right in the contention that there was n(» danger whatever of the private accounts of 
tin* Maharaja being overhauled by {.V)l(»nel Phayre, my learned friend’s theory about Damod¬ 
hur Punt falls to the ground. Damodhur Punt could only have been anxious to get rid of 
Ookmel Phayre, because Colonel Phayixi wo.'? obnoxious to his mastcu’. The evidence is that 


he bad no acquaintance with Colonel Phayre, for although be accompanied the Maharaja on 
His HighnesK’visit to th^* Residency, he used to got out of the carriage at the Shriwak’s 
Dhurumsala, and get into it again when the Maharaja returned. Alfliough the Mnhaiaja 
introduced him on one occasion to Golouel Sir Lewis Pelly shortly after his arrival here, he 


had no acquaiutiince with Colonel Phayre. He eoold not thei'cfoi’e have wished b) get rid of 
the Kesi<leut on liis own acxjount, ohA my learneil friend’s theory upon that subject will no 


inoit* hold water than his theory aiwut Bhow Poonikur can. Now, my Lord, we come to the 
last person lueutioncd ill connexion with this matter whose interest it might have l>een to 
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get rid of Colonel Phayro,—T moan the Maharaja himself. My learned friend has tqld us that 
in opening this case b) the Commission I did not say anything in rogai’d to the motive which 


Ji'jpubjd to His Highness. Jf the Evidence which 1 was instructed to lay before ibis Com* 
mission were true, tliat evidence would disclose in case of the MaJmraja material iixna 
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ftomated.; aod l thiiijc tbai ihe e^doooe. iiAs oonoKiAve]y >8hQW3L, partioidarl^ 

eyidttiioe additced by my learned fiaead, yidjat strtmg motives in tbe mind of the mahj^- 

r^a fii^r d^sinng to get rid of Colonel Pbayre,' A^urt from ike VjiiitneeaeB ocmoerned iok ihe^ 
transactions, my leamed fnend has referred to docnuxientH WHen, I thinks establish in 
olearert manner how eager in his desire to get rid of Colcmel Phajore His Highness was, and 
upon this matter I need.scaroelydo more than refer ip the khureota-of the SndNorentbar ISTA 
put in by my learned friend, and which is marked No. 1, , In that khureeta His HJghn^ 
oesoribes Ccdonel Phayro as his pei’seoutoT’^his pei'secutor with a deterioined and strong will 
Bind pmyosa—and says, that he should now be nmdo to sit in judgment upon me is, I must 
** submit, simply unfiur.” In the, same khureeta His Highness is made to say that “ his efforts 
to carry on the administration according to the advice of the Viceroy would bo liopoless if 
“ Colcmel Fhayro were to continue here as representative of the paramount power witli his 
“ unot^promising bias against me and my officials.” He oomplaijM also of the harassing and 
obnoxious treatTnent he wna receiving at the Keaident’s hands. It is pretty clear theretore 
that although His Highness does not in this d<KJument say he has any personal enmity to 
Colonel: Phayre, yet he had the greatest objection to his remaining here as Besident, and con¬ 
sidered it was unfeir to him tliat ho should be retained in his position. It is difficult in a 
case of this kind to distinguish between a political and a personal objection. In the plea 
which hft« been put in on l>ehalf of His Highness he states the iu»>tter in these worrls: " J 
“ never had, nor I have now, any personal enmity towards Colonel Phayro. Jt is true that 
“ I and my ministers were convinced that owing to the position taken up by Colonel, Phayro 
“ during his Residency, it would be impossible satisfactorily tt> carry out the reforms I Itad 
" instituted, and was endeavouring to complete in deference to the authoritative advice con- 
“ veyed to mo in the khureeta of the 25th July 1874, consequent upon the report of the 
** Comtiiission of 1878.” When Colonel Phayre was in the witness-box not a single question 
wiis put to him—and indeed ho question could be put to him—as to whethei- he hmi hani- 
)»erod or interfered with His Highness after the khureeta passed at the conclusion of (Joloncl 
M cadets Commission. Although I see now in tliis Court the three gentlemen mentioned in 
the Ichui'eeta, Mr. Tladahhoy Nowrojee, Mr. Bala Mungesh Wsgle, and Mr. Hormiisjee Ardaseer 
Wsdia, I liavtj not seen one of these gentlemen plac^ in witnass-box to conx>i)orate the 
statement that Colonel Phayre was interfering with their efforts to refonn tlie State. 1 p»iti 
only assume, what 1 apprehend to be the fact, that there was no foundation whatever for 
such statement on the |>aTt of His Highness. His Highness goes on to say : *''lliis conviction 
** was shared by all my ministers, and was strengthened by imr knowledge of the severe 
" censure wbioh had been passed on Colonel Phayre by the Bomlaiy Government. Tlio 
“ removal of Colonel Phayre on the 25th November 1874 shows that our judgment was not 
“ en*onoouR.*' His.Highness does not condescend to state what that severe censure is, but J 
j)ro8ume he alludes to that mutilated Resolution of the Bombay Government passed in May 
1872 which had come into his hands, nor does ho say from what source he hmX obtairieil it, or 
how it was that his attention had been directed to it. Colonel Pliayre has told ns—and his 
statement will be believed—that a document of tliis kind would not he communicaU«l to the 
Giiekwar in the ordinary course of business. His Highness could have nothing tr) d<t with 
the administration of Upi>or Sind j and this document would not be one that would be coju- 
muTiicatetl to him, especially as it reflected upon the character of the officer who had h«en 
appointed by the very Government by which this Resolution was passed io represent British 
interests, Tt oaiinob be suppfwed that the Bomlwy Govemratmt would ciommunicate to the 
Gaekwar a Resolution so injurious to the chanicter of iis own rc.fmjscntative at this Court. 
Not being told when or how this document passed into the possepsic»n of His Highness, it is 
impossible to say—and in jwint of fact it has not l»een said by His Highness—wlirther this 
document was in his possession at the time the khureeta of the 2nd November was despatcbecl, 
or whether it has coine into bis iiossession since the coinmeucemont of tliese proceedings. 
Certainly, if it bad been communicated l>y the GovernmoTTt of Bombay to liis Highness, it 
would not have been sent to him in the mutilated and garbled form in which it was placed iu 
the hands of my learned friend. In a question put to Colonel Phayre by my loamed friend he 
was asked whether this'document had not-been shown by Mr. Badabhoy to Colonel Pel ly. 
But Sir Lewis Pelly wns not examined upon the point, nor has Mr. Dodabhoy Nowrojee boon 
put in the witness-box for examination regarding, this matfor. It maybe that this oxcer]>t 
fr<»m the true Resolution may have come into the hands of His Higboiws through Mr. J>adal>- 
hoy ; still w© are not told whether at the time of the khureeta of 2nd Novemlier it was in 
the, possessiou either of His Highness or Mr. Datlabhoy Nowrojee; and therefore it is 
impossible to say whether it could have ha<1 any effect in influencbig His Highness in form¬ 
ing that khureeta. If it was obtained before the khure<)ta was passed, it certainly d<m 
aflbrd some confirmation 6f the charges which I i-efeived yesterday, not so much in regard 
to having improper communications with the Residency servants, as to having improper com-. 
mpnications with Government servants other than Residency servants; and in that way it 
oertainly affords strong colour to the trath of the Btatemesnts mode by the ayah, the havildar, 
and others, that they were rotaiHng not merely gossip a t the table, but also t^onveying SUto 
papers of importonoe. But however this may be, it is idle to suppose that either the Gaekwar 
or the firamer of the khureeta, which uiy learned friend has justly described as a document 
admirably wiril composed for the puiposc it was intendiHl to serve, must have been acquainted 
with the existence of the Resolution iMdbre the jwnning of the khureeta. We are, howov^, 
fclirown ba<^ upon this consideration that,-Whatever tiie opinioTi of the Bombay Govemmont 



mig'lifc liave been about Colonel Pha 3 rre iu May 1872, the .Qaekwar and hi« advisers, had 'they 
l>OJM»eBsed the sagacity with which they ought to be credit^, should have known that althou^, 
in Indian parlance, a ” had been adminiatered to (^olonol Phayre, 'Uie confidence 

in him of Qovenunent baa not been shaken, because lie was afterwords appointed by the same 
Oovemmont to a post of greater responsibility and emolument than that which he held in 
Ufjper Sind. It must occasionally happen to many men who are officials to receive censure 
more or less strong and exprossed in merciless terms, but in this particular case we have the 
history of the circumstances under which this censure was passed, and it may be worth while 
to allude to them. The Resolution was passed when Colonel Phayre was absent from Indw, 
and when he had had no opportunity of making an eicplanation. On his return to India, 
some six months later, having in the meanwhile heard that this Resolution against him was 
in existence, ho asked foi‘ a copy and obtained it, and thereupon made such explanations 
i^garding it as, I feel compelled to say, would, hod they been- known before, have prevented 
that Resolution from ever being passed. The result was that he obtained from tliat same 
Government a most complete exoneration fi*nm the censure which hod boon passed upon him 
iu the Resolution of the previous May. The best pi-oof that the exoneration was complete is, 
that although upon a question of pohey—^in reganl to the justification of which your Loixi- 
shi]) probably read in the newspapers the other day—it was not considered desirable that he 
nliould return to Sind, yet ho was posted to Pahhmpore upon the same pay and emolument 
OH ho had iu Sind, and was promoted theiwo to the distinguished post ho held in Baroda 
Now, my Lord, to a sagacious mind, not fully cognisant of the whole of the circumstances 
of tho case, the appointment of Colonel Phayre to Baroda would of itself have been proof 
positive that the censure was withdrawn, and if any pi*oof were necessary that Colonel Phayre 
at tho timo of his employment at Baroda possessed in the fullest degree tho confidence of tho 
Government, it is supplied by what ray learned friend elicited for ns regarding the circum¬ 
stances which took ]>lace at Nowsaree. There wo had the ’marriage of His Highness to 
Luxraibaee. Acting under the orders of Government, Colonel Phayre was not present on this 
occasion, and then tiiis circumstance nothing could have occurred more likely to excite tho 
anger of the Gaekwar. He complriined of it in a khureeta addressed to the Government of 
India on the 9th May 1874 os a mark of want of respect and insult to himself. Then would 
have been the time at which the Government couM have expressed their want of confidence 
in Colonel Phayre. But what was tho result? In spite of this hitter complaint about (Lionel 
Phayre's conduct at the time of the marriage, the Government of India fully approved of 
Colonel Phayre, and informed the Gaekwar he had been acting strictly in conformity with 
his instrtictions. Whatever effect therefore^ might seem to have been croatt^d at the first 
blush by ilu} fact that there was on the records of GovornmoDt the Ri^Holutiou of May 1872, 
oven if Colonel Phayre’s position hen^ had not boon sufficient proof that that censure was 
pi’acticolly withdrawn, yon have the fact that in the Resolution of tho Govornment of India I 
have just referred to it was intimated that Colonel Phayre had done perfectly right. Tho 
Maharaja had therefore the full assurance of Government that Colonel Phayre had done right, 
and would be upheld in his proceedings at Baroda. Now lot mo in this connexion direct tho 
attention of the Commission to an important date. Jt was in the month of May the Maharaja 
was married ; and on the Kith October a son wfis bom to that marriage. It follows that the 
mother not having been recognised by the British Government, the sou, as a matter of neces¬ 
sary consequence, would not be recognised ; and this fact occurring on the J Uth October, at 
a time when we find according to the evidence tluit the Maharaja was complaining to the 
Residency servants that tho Sahib was practising great zoolum, shows pretty clearly how tho 
mind of His ITighneas was working. He attributed it to Colonel Phayre that bis marriage 
was not recognised ; and he woUld also attribute it to him that his no doubt iiiucb-hoped-for 
son would not bo recognised either. He had thereforo the strongest impulse that could have 
moved an Asiatic Prince to desire tho removal of a Resident who had recognised neither son 
nor mother. That date—the Kith October—may be regarded as very much furnishing a key 
to the whole of the conduct of His Highness, Now, my Lord, with this idea in his mind, 1 
think tho conduct of the Gaekwar would be coinpreheiiaible, Jt is tolerably clear that, what¬ 
ever the desire of His Highness for reforms might be, Hamodhur Punt would not be the per¬ 
son to whom he would apply for assistance in that respect; for he would rely in such a matter 
ujion Mr. Dadablioy Nowrojee, while in other matters, apnat from ]mblic affairs, he would turn 
to his private secretary; and it i.s by no means an improbable thing tliat, while, on the one 
hand, he should be, with the a&nstance of Mr. Dadabhoy Nowrojee, writing well-peuiied 
khureotas, he should at thu same tune be adopting a very different, and what to hie mind 
would represent itself as mucli more safe and reliable, course together with Hamodhur Punt. 
There is nothing improbable in that. I think Hiat the evidence points to it clearly tliat, while 
Hi.s Highness was .walking iu ono direction with his minister, he was walking in an entirely 
different direction, led, it may be, Ijy the hand of his private secretary. In point of fact, we 
find that at the very time he wjRs oomplaiiiiug of the Sahib’s practising zoolum he was 
instructing Hr. Dadabhoy Nowrojee to prepare tho khureeta of the 2ud November. Pro¬ 
bably, to judge by the May^ureeta, he did not expect’t<i meet with any great euccess in his 
complaints in. this subsequent khurbeta, and that this was bc» appears to be tolerably clear'from 
}i' passage in Colonel Phayre’s evidence, to which I shall pi'esently refor. In regard to the 
khureeta of the 2nd November, bdbide the general complaint of Colonel Phayre to which I 
have already referred, two particular instances are given in which his interfermces are repre- 
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named Chunderao, and some Sindee cultivators. Colonel Fhayre was asked by me whether 
the statements in regard to theso two charges were true, and he said (soe page 52 of the 
notes) that theso matters were entirely untrue as they were stated in the kliureetii. It might 
have been easy to disprove that statement, if it were possible to disprove it at all. We have 
Mr. Badabhoy Nowrojee here, who bad the means of justifying the statements made in that 
khureeta; but he has not been called, and wc have had no oppurtunify of gaining any further 
information upon that statement beyond Colonel Phayre’s assertion that it was unfounded. 
Now, my Lord, that the Qaekwar had not much belief In the effect of this khureota is clear 
from the conversation between him and Colonel Phayre after it hud l>een despatched. The 
conversation is at page 62 of the notes. Colonel Phayre is asked, “ Had you at any time any 
** conversation with His Highness the Gaokwar with regard to that khureeta of the 2nd of 
** November?—Yes, I had. Let mo ask you this. All these khureetas are translated and 
** sent to you?—All are sent through me, and copies are given for my iuformation. "When 
“ did you have your convorsation with His Highness in regard to this khureeta ?—The fiiut 
day that he caino after I received it. It was on Monday the 5th November—no, it wivs 
“ Thursday the 5th November. Will you tcH us wliat the conversation was, or the substance 
** of it?—I merely mentioned to His Highness about the khureeta, and I expressed uiy 
“ extreme regret to think that such a khureeta had been sent, and the conversation was to 


** the purport that tlie allegations were not correct. What did the Oaekwar sa-y in rt^ga^d 
“ to that?—^The Oaekwar said that it was Mr. Badabhoy Nowrojee, his minister, who had 
written it, and lie was rcs{)onBible for it. 1 tlien explained to His Highness that the object 
“ of allowing him to select his own minister 'was that Ikj himself w»w to bo responsible ftu* all 
“ communications made to His Hxcclloncy the Viceroy and to the Goveminout of Bombay/* 
Wc thus find that within three days after the khureeta was written the Oaekwar, so far ns 


he possibly could, disavowed all resjjonsibility for it. It is ju'etty clear thcrefom that he did 
not attach much importance to it, and did not exjHJct much fruit to come of it. That ho was 


right is shown by the klnireeta of the 25th November IH?!-, in which it is sliown that 
though Government pmctically complied with his request by removing (Jolonel Phayre, limy 
doomed it unnecessary to discuss with His Highness their vcjwons for desiring a change in 
the Baroda Residency. I say therefore, my Lord, that the sugg(;stion that the Maharaja was 
relying upon the effect of those khureetas to obtain the removal of Ooloiiel Phayre is entirely 
unsupported by evidence in the case, and is inconsistent with tho infcrenco to bo drawn from 
that evidence. No doubt His Highness may Ijave considered it desirable, to have two strings 
to his bow—that Mr. Dadablioy Nowiojee should be working for him in a straiglitforward • 
and honest way, while Damodhur Punt should be working in an cntii’cly opposite tlinction. 


But to say that tlie Gaekwar was rtOying ui)on Mr. Badabhoy Nowrojee's exertions {done, the 
evidence docs not support I do not think then tliat wo need look far for motive iu this cnscs. 
Tho only person to whom motive can be ascribed is Ills Uiglmess. Lie knew that at the lime 
this kliureeta was being sent that a progress j’cport w>vs being sent by Colonel l*hayit>, in 
which the steps taken in the progress of reform would be exiiuined ; and it strikes mo that 
the khureota was mueli more intended to do away with this progress report thnn seriously to 
expect the removtti of (’olonel Phayra This progress report aj)j>earB to heai’ the same date 
as the khureeta to which I have just referred. 1 say therefore that if motive is to be sought 
otlierwise than in tho acts proved, we have from the evidence su])plicd by the defence them¬ 
selves ample proof of a motive for His Highness desiring to remove Cf>k>nel Phayre. .1 desiro 
hero, as iu future, to refer to tho conduct of His Highness as conncc’.ted with tho considera¬ 
tions 1 have just put before this Commission, Monday the 0th November was one of tho 
days on which His Highness usually visited Colonel Phayro, Whether His Highness knew 
before reaching the Residency that an attemi>t had been made and failed does not conclusively 
appear on the evidence. It is certain, however, he knew of it as he was driving back from 
tho Residency; and wlien we take into consideration, too, tlio hurried ride of Salim towards 
the city immediately after tho note had been despatched to Br. Howard, it strikes me as 
highly probable that Salini went, not merely to Kowjoo’s quarters in the camp in order to 
secure tho destruction of any trace of tho powdeis, but that his ride to tho city was not 
altogether without a purpose. That he went to Eowjee’s quarters is shown by the evidence 
of Baiiiodhur Punt; and that he went in tlio direction of tho city and came‘back is shown 
by tho evidence of the conservancy peon and the peon Mahomed Buksh, who had been 
entrusted with the letter to Br. Seward. Salim know perfectly well that Dr. Seward hod 
had a letter sent to him by Colonel Phayre, for the Commission will remember that when 
Colonel Phayre felt this taste, he, unsuspicious of poison, thought it must be the puramclo 
juice, and got up and tried to throw the remainder away lest ho should be tempted to drink 
the remainder of it. It was not until he had thrown most of it away that he noticed this 
dark sediment and the dark fluid trickling down the glass. He thereupon wrote to Dr. 
Seward, <dving the note to Rowjeo, who was waiting outside the office aa usual, and would 
therefore have had an opportunity of seeing what Colonel Phayre was doing inside the office.' 
Doubtless he had seen what had taken place inside. Iftowjee gave the note to Mahomed, who 
was intercepted on the way by Salim, who gave him a rupee to get some biscuits. That 
Salim took this ride is beyond dispute, not only from the evidence of the conservancy peon, 
who saw him going off in the direction of Rowjee’s house, and also galloping to the city, and 
again coming back. Salim took this ride somewhere about 8 o’clock, or between 8 and 9. 
Colonel Phayre came in at about 7 o’clock, and it would j)erhapB bo about half-past 7 and 
8 o'clock w^n, after throwing the sherbet away, he sent the pote to Dr. Seward, This fixes the 


time at whi(^ Salim tooV thkVictein the direction of the city. Where hetveni thia thee&fyii 
IB impoEwible to say; what he wcmt fot it is not difficult to divine. He-vras at the BeEddenc^ 
very early in the momiiig; ear^ onoa^ to he infonned of what was going on. He bad spoken 
to Rowjee ; he knew tl^ the Doctor bad been sent for> and then he galoped off to the city. 
Ho had ample time to eommunicate to the Maharaja that sometliing was wrong and to t^ 
His Highness at all events that Pr. Seward had been sent for. This he could teU him before 
he paid his visit to the Hesidency, although as a matter of fact it is difficult to say pontively 
from the evidence whether His Highness knew c/t did not know before he paid his visit that 
the attempt hod been made and failed. I at all events have not been able to find any passage 
that places the Question beyond dispute. I do not put it upon higher grounds than thiB, that 
it is highly pronable that information bad been conveyed to tlie M^araja before he made 
that visit on the morning of Monday the 9th;' .If this is so, we can see nothing at all 
wonderful in the circumstances that he preserved his equanimity on that occasion. My learned 
friend has said that he did not move a muscle of his faoa But when His Highness was ta]k> 
ing to Cblonol Pha 3 rre he had had ample time to compose his features and determine upon 
the course he should adopt. I do not know that His H^hness could have taken surer means 
of ascerfcainitig whether or not the poison, which at all events he may hare had reoton to 
believe had b^n administered to Colonel Fhayre, had produced any injurious effects than tlie 
conversation he entered into with Colonel Pbayre. It is quite true that Colonel Phayre in 
his evidence before the Cotnmissiem said that he thought he had asked His Highness about 
his health, and thereupon a certain conversation in regard to health occurred. You will find 
this at page 34 of the short-hand writer’s notes. Colonel Phn 3 ^e .^nys: “ The Maharaja came 
“ about half-past 9,1 think—his usual hour. Between the time of my giving the renminB of 
the sherbet to Dr. Seward and the Maharaja’s arrival I had received no communication from 
“ Dr. Seward. I had not mentioned my suspicicms of poisoning to nny one but Dr. Seward. 
“ When the Maharaja came I went out to receive him as usual, and led him into the drawing 
“ room, and he sat down. T asked after His Highness’ health, and he said he had not been 
very well, that there was a good deal of fever atMut, and that he thou^t he must have eaten 
“ too many of the sweetmeats usual at that time (the DeWalee). He also mentioned that he 
had had a slight headache and pain in his stomach, but that he was better now. The inter- 
" view was not a long one.” Now no doubt Colonel Phayre there points out that the con¬ 
versation regarding health was commenced by himself, but in the statement made by him on 
the 16th November, at a time when the matter was much more fresh in his memory than it 
■ was when he gave evidence here, he said (page 38 of slwrt-hand writer's notes) that “at about 
“ 20 minutes or half-past 9 a.m. tlie Maharaja paid mo his usual visit. After some oominon- 
“ place remarks His Highness observed that the weather was not healthy, that there was a 
“ good deal of fever in the city, and that he himself had been suffering from purging ami 
“ headache and fever from eating the usual Dewalee sweetmeats, but that he had recovered. 

“ 1 made no remarks, but it occurred to me that His Highness had led the conversation to the 
“ subject in order to elicit some remarks from me.” Now it seems to me that when Coh)ncl 
Phayre wrote upon the 16th November, very shortly after the facts occurred, he was more 
likely to be accurate as to who first broached the subject than he was when he gave his 
evidence here, and no doubt if Colonel Fhayre’s attention l)ad been called to what he had 
said in his statement, he would have modified what he said origirtally upon the subject. But 
however that may be, this fact certainly remains, that a conversation turned upon Colonel 
Phayre’s health this morriing. which was well calculated to elicit from him some desoription 
of his state of health. And this is certain, that on bis drive home the Maharaja in a con¬ 
versation with Damodhur Punt, whom he had picked up at the Dhurumsala as usual (see 
page 113 of short-hand writer’s notes), showed tlieit he knew of the matter then. Damodhur 
Pimt says :—“ As we were' driving b^k, the Maharaja said,' There is a noise or a report at 
“ ‘ the Residency.’ I asked, ‘What for?’ The Maharaja thereupon replied, ‘ Nursoo was in 
“ ‘ the habit of coming every day. He did liot come to-day, and Rowjee made haste and 
“ ‘ put it,* I said, * What was the cause of the baste ? ’ The Maharaja said that * Nursoo was 
“ * in the habit of sitting outside every day, and if he saw anybody coming he used to 
“ * whistle; Nursoo was not outside bn guard for the purpose of whistling. That is the cause 
“ * of the noise.’” It is perfectly cldar that if Damodhur Punt is speaking the truth, His 
Highness knew on his way homo that the attempt on Colontl Phayre's life had been made 
and failed. On the same day, later on, wo find the Maharaja conversing on the subject with 
Nana Khanvelkor and the others af the Palace. I do not think the conversation I have 
just read is one that Damodhur Punt would have been very l^ely to have invented. It 
certainly is not the;3ort of conversation that the police, intelligent as my friend has admitted 
them to be, would put into his mouth. T think there is strong internal evidence that it was 
a conversation which actually did place, and hia been faithlully repeated to‘ the Com¬ 
mission. It is a cbnversation he would have noticed fewr hit own sake as well as his master's. 
Doubtless the bthei’ cUnversatfon, in which Nana KhanvClkar was concerned, also took jdaoe. 
Were it not true; Na& ^kaiivelkar iaijght have been caUed by my friend on the other side 
to disprove it, and to far at tl^' conv^^tion Is Concerned at present it stands proved by the 
evidence of Dafiibdhur Punt, ‘ '’J'akiii|^ it that the €laekwSx knew the attempt had been snade 
oTi that day—and we have, also this Important circumstknee to consider that it was notorious 
over the camp and city on the ofton^on of the 9th that an’ attempt had been made to poison 
the Resident—t^en it occurs to me tliat, supposing His Highness knew nothing of the-eir- 
eumstance befofe the 9th NoveiUber, the natuni thing’fe^'hiin to havb done wouH *have been 


V; 

to get into his earxiage aad hAsten to the Re^ld^^gr {^4 • 9 <>?>^^^.&te Colonel 
his OBCapa It does not seem to me pp^ble if entirely iimooeat of^ 

knowledge of this attempt Im would have: acted as he didL He does nothing till Xiitursday. ', 
the day of his usual visit, and then etp.eaks to,Colon^ Phayre about it amongst other things,oif 
little importance. He does not make any of^ial communication to Colond Phayre upon ^e 
subject until two days after his interview, and then he says in that communicadon d^t ho 
had heard of the attempt from Colonel Phayre, dlthpijigb he does not say that he had heai4 
for the first time from Colonel Phayro tliat the attempt had been made; and under all the 
circumstances 1 think it must be true, as Damodhur Punt says, inat His Highness was kept 
informed of everything that took place. In fact, it is incredible that, being bruited abroad 
over camp and city, as the attempt was, the news should n<$f have reached the ears of His 
Highness. Even supposing tliat Damodhur Punt, Salim, and .Yeshwuntrao were implicated 
in the matter, they would have .cpmmunicated tho; discovery of this atteu^t to His Highness, 
as it was no ordinary occurrence. In this conduct of His Highness in postponing all official 
notice of the attempt imtU Saturday I find matter which, I submit to the Commission, is well 
worthy of consideration by the Commission in connexion with the circumstances to which 
I have already referred as strong testimony indicative of His'Highness' guilt. Well then, my 
Lord, let us consider wliat was done afterwards. Damodhur Pui^t, whose evidence I shall uot 
particularly' refer to because no doubt the Commission will weigh it carefully for iliemselves, 
describes bow it was that the Maharaja was kept informed of what was going on at the 
Residency ; how Rowjee was arrested and afterwai'ds released, and arrested again, and nil the 
rest of it. Nothing transpired to cause H)s Highness niiy anxiety until some time after 
Mr. Souter arrived. Then liis alarms commenced. We find hipi going through the same 
revulsions of feeling in regard to Salim and Yesliwuntrao as he liad done in the cose of 
Rowjee, and on the 23rd December we find him cautioning them on no account to betray 
him. Now, my Lord, during the whole of the time from the 0th November till the 23rd 
December no doubt His Highness had the fullest opportunity of making himself acquainted 
with the proceedings which had been taken to discover the authors of tills attempt. On the 
23rd Decembei' he was informed that he himself was implicated. From then until the middle 
of January he remained upon the gadee able to control his own actions, It is ih&a we find 
him giving instructions to Damodhur Punt dmiug that interval to cause all entries, all 
records likely to throw light on these transactions, to disappeai' from his archives. It is 
during that time we find the clumsy attempt made to erase the name of Salim from the 
roz-ki^adSf and it is at tiiat time we find one of the karkoous tearing up a yad in 
regard to the purchase of diamonds. That such instructions should be given was only 
natural under the circumstances, and ,that such instructions could* xiot be carried out 
fully was rendered natural by the nature of the aocounts kept. My learned friend asked 
Damodhur Punt why he did not destroy the entries altogetlier; but Damodhur Punt’s 
answer was a natural one. He said he did not do so licoause the particulars were kept 
in live places, and because he would have had to destroy the whole record—not mei-ely 
the yads, but the whole system of accounts, from the yads to the annual accounts. If a yad 
disappeared from the duftur tho ros-hl^tul would remain, and if that was destroyed the 
thalijbwnd would have remained, and beyond that there would have been the annual account. 
No doubt the pouring of ink over the entries might have obliterated them, but it was done 
in such a clumsy way that I do not think it could liave been the work of the police. It seems 
to me to be much more like the work of a clerk in the office who, fearing that he was giving the 
entries too mucli prominence, stopped his work ofi obliteration after he had obliterated only 
a few of them. Even clumsy as it was, however, the plan might liave been succcvsaful, for but 
for tho statements of Damodliur Punt it would have b^n iinpossible to follow up the entriea 
Unless he liaukgiven the clue, these aocounts would have boon a sealed book to those investi- 
gating them. 1 therefore say we have here in the Svidence before the Commission ample 
motive to connect the Qaokwor witli these charges, and ample reason to infer from his conduct 
that he was a party to the attempt upon the life of Colonel Phayro. This brings me to a 
consideration of the events on which ray learned friend had so carefully and so ably oom> 
mented. My learned friend says that the witnesses who have been called before the Commission 
ought not to be believed, and regarding each one he has given .special reasons why he should 
not be believed. 1 propose to take those Witnesses one after the other, and to point out the 
fallacy of my friend’s reasoning. Minute criticism, I am sui*e, of the evidence of the ^ 
ordinary run of natives in this coun^ might no doubt be oamud so far as to destroy tbeir 
evidence altogether. 1 ^hmk your Lordship will bear me out when I say that no ordinary 
native witness would probably be found to give l^s evidence in such a way as to withstand the 
tests applied by my leuxied friend, although Im might in ihe main be perfectly truthful. 
They have a loose way of talking, p^icnlarly in to dktes, and in re^rd to de^s 

genen^y, and it. w one of the most difficult, as it is one of the most impokant funetiems 
performed by kribunab in this county, to separate the wheat from the chaff, and learn 
from a general. oonsideratiQn of their evidez^V i^her. than a minute oonslderation of 
it whether or not they are speaking the truth. Now, I apprehend that these witnesses 
who speak to tiansaotions with the Maharaja can none of them, with the exception 
of Damodhur Punt, be ocauddered educated persons. You have the ayah, a couple of putta- 
wallas, and <d)hers, all.oocupying a low rank m the social scale, who deposed to these ciroum> 
stsaGes^' and>i apprehend it is not surjdsipg to find fhet they did not agree iiL deta&ls, although 
tiisy agBs^ BuhstantbUy; peoploarq not so accuratd os KugUah witlieBsos. Take one 


specimen of their evidence. My learned friend referred to it yesterday, and I wiU aooept it 
as a fair sample of the looseness with which native witnesses speak os to dates. It will be 
familiar to the Oommission how difficult it is to find a witness who can fix a date after an 
occurrence. They may I'emembei* the day of the week and so fix it, or it may be at the time 
of jomo native festival and then it is fixed, or they may fix it by some evont in their own 
lives; hut when they come to speak of a transaction, they generally say it is two or four days 
lifter, or five or seven days or fifteen or twenty days. They always allow themselves some 
sort of margin. It is unfortunate they do so. Still, want of accuracy does not 1 think, in 
<Teneral, weigh with Judges in this country as showing witnesses t ) bo altt>gether unworthy of 
credit. Now this third visit of the ayah before the 9th November, whicli was referred to by 
iny learned friend, is an instance of what I have been arguing. She says it was abbut twenty 
da 3 ^s or a month before she heard about the poison being given, which would make it 
about the 20th October. Her Imsband, Shaik Abcloola, fixes it by tlio mouth, and says 
it was about the 10th or 18bh of the month Ramzan, which began on tlie 12th October, 
wliich would carry us to the 2«th or .^Oth October ; and Shaik Ha wood fixes it at three or 
four days before the Dewalee, which would carry us into November, Here we have an 
instance of wliat I have lust mentioned, but 1 hardly think that these discrepancies would 
l>e considered sufficient to justify the rejection of the evidence of tliose three witnesses. You 
liave there a sliglit divergence, but not necessarily an untruth; on the contrary, that very 


divergence appears to mo to be a test of tnith in this way, that it disproves the idea of the 
witnesses having been tutored by the police. The police must have hiwi more than human 


ingenuity if they tuti>red these three persons to mention dat(!s so entirely dilferent. Anotlier 
observation I may make in regard to the general character of some of these witnesses, and 


l>articnlarly tlioso witnesses who were attached to the stnvicc of tlie Residency. 1 ijuite agree 
with my learned friend that it was not probable that the Residency servants wanted to take 
..vtrnv Phnvrft’s life. That is the oninion I l)avo always enteri^iined since I first read 


away Colonel Phayre’s life. That is the opinion I liavo always 
the statements of the witnesses in tliis case. It is very natural that they should not be 


desirous of putting to death the master they served, when they no doubt considered that they 
could render the service required !>y the Maharaja in a less dtuigerous and c(jually effectual 
way. This accounts for wliat Uowjee stated to the Maharaja when the matter of i>oisou was 
first mentioned. He asked if this poistm would take immediate effect, and was assured that 
it would not, but would be effective after some mouths. This is also a perfect exi>lanation 
of what Rowjee did when he got the powders and was told to mix them together. He having 
an idea veiy likely that the white powder was arsenic, puts only a pinch of it into a third part 
of the diamond dust which he put into Colonel Phayre’s glass. It would very likely occur to 
1dm that if Colonel Phayre were murdered at oncQ, there would bo an immediate inquiry. 


There would be a great disturbance; the murder would out; and then lie would come to 
grief. It would then strike him that if he could give Idtn only enough of this 


grief. It would then strike him that if he could give Intn only enough oi tins poison to make 
Jiim ill so that he would have to go home, he would have done what the Maharaja wanted, and 
would get his guerdon all the same, while at the same time this procedure might be a slave 
to his conscience. Of course on this point, I am referring not merely to his not putting 
the whole of the arsenic in, but also to the contents of the bottle which was given to liiin, and 
which contained the physician's stuff as my learned friend termed it. Finding tliat a few 
drops exuding from the bottle produced those unpleasant bli.sters on his stomach, he probably 
iliought, “dear me, if a little of this causes so much pain, it will not be safe for me to jmt the 
“ whole of it into Colonel Phayre’s bath,” and accordingly he threw away the contents of the 
liottle. But not only may this consideration well be borne in mind by the Members of the 
Commission in determining from the evidence whether these servants would not de.sire 
at once and suddenly to take away Colonel Phayre’s life, but it must ^ remembered 
in regard to their readiness, which was much commented upon at the time, to accede 
to the Maharaja’s desire that they should act as his instruments in poisoning Colonel Phayre 
when tlio proposition was made to them in the timt instance. It was not until they 
■e completely in tiic Maharaja's power, until he luwl got them under hia control and had 
rU? them furnish him with information and paid them bribes, that he spoke to them of 


wor 
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adnunistering poison, or that they entertained the proposition. We see it m the case of all 
of them. It is first of all: Give ino information, take money from roe”—two proceedings 
to wliich a colour might easily bo given on the part of the Maharaja which would be quite 
sufficient to ruin the men. It would have been easy for the Maharaja just to send down to 
Colonel Phayre when Rowjee or Nursoo brought him a paper, saying, “ Look here, hero is one 
** of your servants come to me with this paper which lie has taken out of j'our office.” It 
would have been easy for the Maharaja to say, "These men have been applying te mo for 
" money for the purpose of communicating information, and I have paid it to them, and I now 
" send them to you to show that these men have in point of fact^ the^ money.” Deeming tlie 
Maharaja to be an unscrupulous man, they, bearing those things in mind, must have felt they 
were wiinplotely in hifl power; and it is to ho homo in mind that if they speak the truth, the 
method of their employment was singtilarly judicious. The ayah and those working with her 
do not appear to have known directly anything of the fact that Rowjee and Nursoo were 
Working in their own direction on th© part of the Maharaja. There is no complicity between 
the parties. Any one of the infomiknts might therefore have been sacrificed without the 
necessity of exposing the others. In the same way, as I have already suggested, His Highness 
appeare to have been working through Mr, Dadabhoy Nowrojec for the public view* of these 
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Beoret eonspirw^, but ve find bim working in regard to Bowjee and Nursoo as ope dasa, ihe 
ayah and others in regard to another clo^ and Damodhur Punt, though strange to eay, the 
}iead of the whole thing, is not brought into contact with any one of the servants. The Barings 
of this conspiracy, when the machiney is worked, all operate in the same direction, yet the 
motive power is kept hidden in the first instance. In fact there are several hands by which 
the machine can be put in motion, and that 1 think explains many of the t>eculiarities of 
this cose. I think it may be taken to account for what otherwise is a somewhat unaccount* 
able circumstance. Colonel Phayre says on the 6th and 7th of November he sufiered from 
the same symptoms as on the 9Ui. Howjee says that on the 6th and 7th he put nothing 
into the sherbet. It may perfectly well bo that, though Rowjee had not put anything into 
the sherbet on these dates, some other of the Eesidoncy servants in the pay of tho Maharaja 
had done ho, and produced tho effects described by Colonel Phayre. My learned friend was 
fain to suggest that Colonel Phayre's imagination was stimulated by his having heard or 
road Ro^vjee’s statemonta But that is not no, Rowjeo's statement is perfectly inconsisteut 
with Colonel Phayre having formed any idea in regard to the transactions of the 6th and 7th, 
for in his statement to Mr. Sduter ho distinctly says that after the two powders had been 
given to him, and he had mixed them together and put them into the sherbet two or three 
times, when no one was about to see him, that as a few days elapsed without anything 
happening, the Maharaja evidently became iin^iatieiit and sent for liim and the jemadar 
again. It is therefore clear that nothing Rowjee luul said before Mr. Soutcr or before this 
Cumxnisaion could have suggested to Colonel Phayre that his sherbet had been drugged on 
the 0th or 7th. It may be that, considering tho wholesale system of bribery that seems to 
have been adopted with the Residency servants, some other of the servaTits hod drugged the. 
sherbet on these two particular days. Now, my Lord, my learned friend, taking the witnesses 
sei'iatim, asked tho Court not to believe them; and first of all, I will refer to what be said 
about tho ayah Amcona. With regard to her, it is perfectly clear from Mr. Soutor’s ovidonce 
at page 1 75 of the short-haud writer’s notes, that Mr. Soutcr saw tho ayah before any of the 
police had had an interview with her. The ayah, it will be remembered, was seriously ill at 
the time, and her recollection of what took place when she was first examined cannot bo 

expected to be as accurate as the recollection of Mr. Souter. In answer to the question, 

“ Do you remember examining the ayah Amocna in reference to this matter?” Mr. Souter 
aays—“Perfectly. I first saw hor on the 16th December l)etweeu five and six o’clock in 
the afternoon. I saw her in her own room in Mr. Boevey’s compound. On that first occasion 
she did not make a detailed statement to me, and 1 (lid not take it down on that day, 
because she was very ill and unfit to give a detailed statement on that occasion. She 
stated that she had been at the Maliaraja Mulhar Rao’s Palace, and also that she had receivixl 
certain .sinus of money from him. She had higlj fever on at thq time, and begged mo to come 
and see her at some other time when she would give me all the details. Before I saw 

the uj'ali on this evening, to the best of my belief none of my ]>olice fcad seen her.” There¬ 

fore it would appear to be ixirfinitly clear from Mr. Soutcr’s evidence that when attention 
was lirst directed to the fact of the a 3 'ali being driven by the cartman to tho Havelee on some 
day in the month of Ramzan, and Mx’. Souter proceeded to the ayah's quai’ters, ho found her 
in a state of health that did not admit of lujr being particularly examined; and ho was 
obliged to remain satisfied with the statement that she had been to tho Maharaja's Palace 
and received money from His Highness. Two days after this her illness having increased, 
BO that she had to be removed to the hospital, Mr. Souter went and took her statement 
marked D 2. Now, it is tolerably ebar that the police, supposing them to have invented 
whftt the ayah said on tho 18th, must have had almost superhuman powers. They had got 
to deal with a woman who was suffering from high fever, who could not bo in a position 
to profit by their instructions, and they would have, moreover, to make her understand tho 
details of a tale about which they themselves knew nothing, because at that time the only 
information the police had was that whicii was supplied ty Daood the curtinnu. Then the 
a^’^aliH evideiico gave a clue to much that was subsequently discovered. She was able to point 
to the pei'sons who had accompanied her to or into the Palace on tho occasion to which she 
referred, and these witnesses being examined, were found to corroborate her ^ on every point. 
It has not been contendi;d that these witnesses were not substantially speaking the truth, 
and tliey do confirm tlie ayah in regard to these portions of her statemoni But, says my 
learned friend, the ayah’s reference to poison was an after-thought, and he would have the 
Commission suppose that that after-thougiit was suggested by the police. Now, to consider 
the value of that suggestion, we have to consider the state the ayah was in. She was still 
very ill in liospital in a separate room ; at tho door of which a policeman was stationed. This 
policeman was not one of the heads of police but an ordinary sepoy, who must have been a 
peiHOii incapable of instructing tho ayah on a point of this magnitude. Dr. Seward goes to see 
the ayah, and my learned frien(i makes a point regarding that visit which I was surprised to 
hear him make. It seems to me perfectly natural that Dr. Seward should go to see tlie ayah, 
not merely becaufle she bad been under bis care before, but because she was the ayah of a 
friend of his, and it was natural also, considering the evidence she had given, that ho should 
desire to see her well treated. I cannot see anything unnatural or improper in his paying 
that visit, and he knew that his friend Dr. Lewis would not obj^t. When he gets ■ there he 
sees the ayah, and does no more than any other physician of experience would do. He iiotioes 
hei- eondilaon; he does not think her physical condition is sufiicient to acooiint for her state ; 
and it ooours to hitOf as it would occur to any medical man, that she had something on her 


.tumUttlalL iiair ibe' wwriqjwcifcbteigg 
spbkeiLic^ d« 9 uii^-to ooiap\^ %er fiUateia^nt to Soutflir^ Thatitb^m m. Monivaiioe 
betweaniil^ Souter-ai^ ]>. Se^vrazd is.''dear &om this, tbat when Hr. ScHiter webt he loiewr 
HO little of what^aho was going to Bay. that he dhl not ex|)e<it any raKther depoalhion, and 
took^ no writing materials with iiim. When he comes, the womnu makes tha atateinent, 
whidi was reoordc^ by Hr. Souter on the fcdlowing day, the 18th, in which she spraks 
of'the'Maharaja speaking in a guarded way about the poison. Now, my learned mend 
aEdeed the'^mnusrion conipare what Mr.^Souter took down from. W statement on thia 
oocaaion^ with what hhe had said before the Commission. 1 ask the Commisifion to. do Uie 
satoe, and 1 ibink they will come to the conclusion that the two statements substantially 
agree. 1%e words in the statement must be taken to be rather the.words of Mr. Souter than 
those of thh ayah. Mr. Souter does not profess to have literally translated them, but 
has simply given in his oWu language what he understood her to say. My learned friend 
sayS'that be did not think it at.all likely an ayah would use such expressions .as some of 
those contained in the statement. No doubt “throw out a feeler'* is not an exact trans¬ 
lation of the vomaoulor expression used by the ayah, but at ia an oxpreiMuon that is perfectly 
comprehensible and eouvoys the idea it is intended to convey. Wlitn the ayah is examined 
befbm the ComoiiBsioiL she said substantially the. same thing. She speaks about ehoockas 
or 'mu'ntroH, and you find the Maharaja speaking to her, as I Imve suggested be would 
be likely to speak, upon such a matter. Now, asking a native, at all events in the class 
of life to which this woman belongs, about muTUras^ charms, and so on, would be perfectly 
well‘Understood, I apprehend, by every one of the Coimnissiou to bo something very like 
“ throwing biTt a fe^r *’ regarding more than charming. Before this Commission she 

was of eourso examined at much greater length and much more particularly than she 

was examined before Mr. Souter.; but she told the same story, and her statement was 
amply corroborated. Another point with regard to her evidence my learned friend dwelt 
upon was her statement that she had been threatened by the police. Now, I have no 
doubt, though it IB some time ago that tlte oircuiastances under which that expression was 
used by her, they will be clearly in the recollection of the Members of the Oommissiou. The 
ovidenoe^'is at page 9 of thd notes. My learned friend asked her—“ Bid cither Abdool All 
“ dr‘Akbar All say to- you that the Maharaja must liave said something about it? ” and she 
aXkBwereid, “ ^es, t^y ‘threatened me, and said, if anything of the kind was said, do you state 
“ it, and then 1 smd 1 have stated all that I know.** Now, what she said with regard to 
the answer translated threatened was dluim kurra, but she went on at once to say what 
sort of threat it was that had been used, and 1 think that the true rendeiing of tbo expression 
should have l)een “ they threatened me by saying.*'^ Whenever her attention was called to 
the “ threatening by the question whether }ir. Soiltcr threatened lior, she said at once ; “ No 
“'■one' threatened me,** and then afterwards when asked wliat made her say she was threatened, 
she says, “ T did not sfi^ so.** The short-hand writer's notas were read to her, and she said, 
“ I don*t think I saici so; 1 did not moon it.** In &ct, she used the expression not in the 

sense We would use it,' but iu a very much milder sense. 1 think, therefore, that in the cir¬ 

cumstances of the taking of the ayah’s evidence there is everything to support its substantial 
accuracy and nothing whatever to dcti'act from its value in the minds of the Commission^ 
As to the threats, they appear to have been of the mildest character. The question is put 
to her as to whether the Maharaja had spoken on a certain topic; but as to ill-usage or haieh 
ti'eatment, nothing of the kind is mentioned by her, nor does she complain of it. Now the 
next witness, and one who is of course a much more iin]K>rtant one than the ayah, to whose 
evidence I pro]>o8e to direct my observations is Kowjee, whom tho ayali mentioned iu the 
course of her statements; so that the ^>olice had their attention directed towards him, and 
found out that, though a peon employed at the Residency on small wages, he had been 
spending large sums of money in the bazaar. The police made inquiries and found there 
was foundation, at all events, for the story that ho ba<l been spending money in this Way ; 
and accordingly, OU the 22nd of December, he was arrested. His account be found at 
page 80 of the short-hand writer’s notes, in which he speaks of making a statement before 
Mr. Souter, and the riroumstonces under which he made it. The correctness of that state¬ 
ment was confirmed by Mr. Souter. Your Lordship will remember what Sir Lewis Belly 
said about Bowjee’s statement, he was examined as to that, and he tells us how he and 
Mr. Souter, considering that there was no prospect of really discovering any clue as to who 
made the attempt to poison Colonel-Phayre, were going to Bombay on the 23rd, and were 
arrai^ing to spend their Chiistmfts holidays there. Tlmt is very good proof that so far afi 
Ameena*8 statement was concerned Very much importance was not att^hed to it in itself. 
But at this rime Rowjee makes his statement; the proposed journey to Bombay is put off ; 
and Sir Lewis Felly says he would ISce to see the man and judge for himself He sees the 
man on that day, and -hears his statement, and he says the statement was substantially the 
same as had been mven be^re ihe- dbmmission. We have here Kowjee’s dtatemenW^a state¬ 
ment perfectly voluntarily made aild under the most natural rircumstanoes m the world. 
Mr, Souter is obliged to have him' artbst^ ae. it is known he spent mon^ in the bazaar. He 
says nothing to Mr. Sluter vipofi the morning of his art'Oet, hut be is kopt muler sorveillaniee. 
He is in the ResldOhcy oompound a]bt^ w^ the other Servants, uid Ihey-say- to him ** We 
'* have told all about it. Yott had bet&r save yourself-”'—a perfectly goed^Waaeu ta operate 
on the mind of h man like Rowjee. He therefore sends for-a’^rnliue havildar aud^iaeksto be 
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ttiakes a statement 'Sir fiTr. Sbtitor; 

to pursue further* inve^ti^tiDUS. S'he ^t^eht is' recced tf£r%^<&Qg; ijt<^ 
appatenUy made but on tbe ibllp^ng d^y -wiifte Mr; ^ut^r 'fbniid dpp^ '1 may 'here 

mention that Bo^t^ee's statement* nt^de to Sit^ L^WiS^ PeHy and Hr. Soliter, gra,v^ impUebted 
Nutsoo his supeiior offieer* and the jetn^ir was arrest^' the next morninff as'^soon aa 
came to the llesideucy. That was tho 'S3rd. I Bha}i‘ by' arid by sneak of wie Qj^Ksrtunitlefi 
of eommunication which Eo^ee and Ntkrsoo had with eachdt]^er. Ivursoo* being apprehended 
on the 23rd, makes his statement* and makes it a time when it was perfei^ly impossible that 
he could have been coa(rii^ iip as to whritBowjee iubd said, because Bowjee's statement had 
not then been taken in writing. * ^ot only then was there no intei'communication between 
Nutsoo and Eowjee* except that short interview at which Rowjee said, Dikho haha, I have 
** said everything everything up to my neck,” but there was no one in a position to 

state the details of Kowjec’s confession to Nursoo* inasmuch as Rowjee’s confession had mot 
then been reduced to writing. Hr. Souter, Sir Lewis Felly, and the native policeman who 
had heard Rowjee's statement, on the previous day, might have had some general idea as to 
w^hat the statement amounted to* but could scarcely have carried all the details in their 
minds. Nevertheless* m the Commission will perceive—and I shall ask the Commission to 
compare the statements of the two witnesses—it was perfectly impossible that the police, 
from the information they themselves had,'could have communicated te the one what the other 
had said in the detail in which they must hav<^ communicated it in oi*der to render it prac¬ 
ticable for the one to repeat substantially what the other had steted. Nursoo does not look 
like a clever man* and supposing the police to havo had the villainy to repeat and the clever¬ 
ness to remember, point })y point, the details of what Rowjoo said—is it to be supposed for a 
moment that a man with Nursoo’s dullness of intellect could so aptly learn wlmt it is said 
the others had taught him ? The only explanation is* I think, that both men are speakiiig 
subst^tially the truth. Now, there were three main points in which my learned friend 
impeached Rowjeo’s stoiy, and the first of those points to whicli I would refer—for it appears 
to me to he one of the most important—is his story with regard to Podro. Rowjee boldly 
charges Pedro with having accompanied him to the Havelee to see the Maharaja. Pedro as stoutly 
denies that he did so. My learned friend says Pedro is introduced as a truthful witness, and 
must be believed. Well, I do not know that my learned friend is entitled to say he was 
introduced as a truthful witness. He is [introduced pretty much on the same footing os all 
the witnesses were introduced by me—not as being specially truthful or trustworthy. I do 
not think I used a single such expression in regard to him. 1 simply said he would prove the 
receipt of money from His Highness. Tliese witnesses were not introduced by me as being 
special witnesses of truth, but rather as persona who had miule certain statements into which 
the GCvomment of, India had considered it desirable an inquiry should be held. I could not 
vouch for their truth, and it is this Commission that must decide as to their credibility. How¬ 
ever, Podro has, no doubt, the advantage of coming before the Commission as an old servant 
of Colonel Phayre’s, aud so far must be taken to be n respectable man. He denies point 
blank that there was any tinith in Rowjee's story about him. He denied that he had ever 
been to the Maharaja, but it is to be observed that his denial begins as soon as admission 
would be dangerous to himself. I do not think there is anything to be made from the fact 
of his being examined before Mr. Edginton in Bombay. Mr. Edginton, no doubt, fully deserves 
the commendation bestowed upon him. He is Mr. Router’s representative, his deputy, and he 
is now acting for him in Bombay, and he is, as we all know, a very capable and excellent 
officer. But I don’t think that there is any reason to suggest that Pedro gives his evidence 
before Mr. Edginton under any greater advantage than ho would have enjoyed if he had given 
his evidence before Mi‘. Souter. He was taken before Mr. Edginton by the direction of 
Mr. Souter, and by Mr. Souter’s officers. He was taken before Mr. Edginton I may mention 
by the Khan Saheb. His denial of knowledge of 'the.se transactions, however, as I have 
stated, begins as soon os his admission would bo fatal to liihi \ us soon us his* admission would 
havo-invoWed him in connexion with tlie offence ho ceases to admit. There is therefore this to 
be said, that by a denial of this kind he not only 8avc.s ^lis ehfirocter with his master, which 
may be dear to him, but also saves himself, for the mometlt, from being charged with being^on 
accomplice in these transactions. But I must say that it occurs to me os a curious thing 
that, long before the attempt to murder Ccdoriol. Pliayre was discovered, Pedro should have 
been in everybody’s mouth as being in high fevour With the Maharaja, and as the person who 
at the instigation of the Maharaja hfid undertaken to administer poison to Colonel Phayre. 
His evidence is riot conclusive, but it is something when you find a man’s name associated 
not exactly with haaoor gup but talked about by' the RCfiidency servants ns being in the pay 
of the Maharaja ; and when you see this very witness meritioned by the Residency servants 
in their conversations one with another and with porsoris of their own condition and creed, 
who were in the haWt of frequenting the Residency, as being in the pay of the Maharaja 
and being in such favour because he consented te'pcujBon Colonel Phayre—when you find that 
Pedro is associated with Rowjee^tbe very , man who admitted that he himself had attempted 
to poison Colonel Phayre on the morning of the 9th of iJovember—I think these are cinjum- 
stanoes that merit consideration on the of the Commission. Pedro himself shows tl^ 
Rowjee was cognizant of his dealings with the Mohontja) for he flfiys in cross-oxi^matiQn 
toy! learned friend that he told Ro>nee Of the present which he ha^ r^ved froo^ ^ 
'Mahaiaja. ' '*9Vhy should he haVe done that' Unless there was some link between "themf At 
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pa^ 50 of the short-band writer's notes we find this:—^“Did yon yourself ask Kowjee to 
** go with you to the Maharaja? Answer—I did not say anything to Eowjee except us to 
** the payment of Bupees sixty ? " Why should he have told Bowjee about the receipt 
of those sixty rupees unless there was some link binding them both together in the service 
of the Maharaja ? It seems to me to be a very retisonable inference from that answer that 
Pedro knew a good deal more than being in fear for his life, he was ready to admit. Moreover, 
I do not think the Commission can fail to observe that Pedro did not give his evidence with¬ 
out c<^)iisiderab]e reluctance. His evidence begins at page 29. Ho admits that Salim used 
to ask him to go the Maharaja’s, and that it would be well for him if he did. He says, *' I 
*' declined to go,” and being asked as to the receipt of the rupees sixty, he says, " I asked 
“ Salim to give it” * 

Th^ Excuse me, Mr. Advocate-General. Except the ayah’s statement before 

Mr. Souter and the excuniriatiou here, is there anything on the subject of the conversations ? 

The Advocate-Oeneral. —Nothing. It only occurs in the ayah’s statement, and in her 
evidence given before the Coimiiisfiion. It was brought out in the cross-examination by my 
learned friend. Of course I could not ask him anythiiig about this conveimtion. Your 
Lordship will find tliat tliey arc referred to in page 7. 

Mr. JJra'Hso'ii .—She first said it was Pedro and Bowjee who had told her, and then she 
tmned round and said it was Kurrini and the other man. Then Kurrim was called and was 
not asked a question on the subject. 

The Advocafe-General .—As to what iny learned friend has referred to, the mistake in the 
ayali’s remark was so palpable that I am astonished he has referred to it. But the evidence 
is clear here that what she was told by those people was that Pedro and Bowjee wore the men 
who wci’c in high favour with tl)e Maharaja, aix.! that when she he.ard tliat of Pedro and 
Kowjee, and connected it with the jiroposal to apply a cliann to Colonel PhiyTO, she became 
nlanned and entertained susjticious that really serious attempts were heiug meant to takt; 
Colonel Phayre's life. As to wlic.thcr Kurrim knew anything about it^ of course it woulu have 
boen impossible for ino to put the qucstitin in exnmination-iji-chief, and the ])oint was not 
followed up in cross-examination by my learned friend, and I had therefore no opptirtunity 
of putting it ill the re-exainination. Tlio principal thing is tho ayah’s statement to Mr. Souter, 
and tho examination points to this very connection of Pedro with Kowjee. Wo find from 
Bowjee that Pedro had propositions mode to him by Salim which lie was to carry out, and 
you hav(' also to note the inanner in which he gave his evidence. Instead of stating, os one 
would expect a man to do who had done nothing more than receive a casual present, we find 
Pedro saying, "I said to Salim I was going to Ooa, and he brought me sixty rujiees. I have 
** deposed to the particulars in luy depo.Mition,” obviously wanting to just limit himself to that 
deposition, and say nothing more. Now, my Lord, J submit that as lor as his statement goes, 
I don’t wish to Siiy anything about Pedro more than is necessary. He is not hero ou his 
trial, but I submit that upon these circum.stancx5a the CommisHion may v oil doubt, and very 
giuvely doubt, whether Pinlro was. telling the whole truth before them ; and of tiiat there is 
not much improbability, but that, as Bowjee remarks, Pedro was a pei*son acting with him 
in the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre. If Pedro was to do nothing—not to be concerned in 
any way and to be of no use for the Maharaja—it is difficult to understand why lie should 
have got a jiresont of numey from the Maharaja. Certainly, something would be expected of 
him in return for what he had received, and though the evidence is not direct in tho cose, 
there is, I think, quite enough ou record before this Commission to induce this Commiasiori to 
say that tliey are not satisfied with Pedro’s evidence, and tliat the account he gives of lUmself 
is not sufficient. Kowjee could have had no motive to accuse Pedro ; it is not Suggested that 
they had had any (juamil; but Uuwjee, having to tell his story, mentioned the name of Pedro 
as a circumstance just as connecting him and Nursoo and otiici’s with tho same transactions. 

I have discussed, my Lord, tlie effect which the episode in regard to Pedro may be taken to 
have had upon the evidence of Bowjee. 

The Prcaidmit .—Before you pniceod further, there seems to bo some considerable doubt from 
the notes whether Nursoos statement was made on the 23rd December. Sir Lewis Polly says 
that it was made on the 24Ui, but I have taken it down from you that Nursoo made his 
statement ou the 23rd. 

Mr. Advocate-GcTieral .—It was, in point of fact, made on the 24fth. 

President. —Mr. Soutor seems to have left it a little uncertain. 

Mr. Advocaie-Geimml .—It will bo found at page 17(i, that Mr. Souter say.^ ** Nursoo was 
“ apprehended on the 23rd. I think he was apprelieuded on the 23rd—it may be on the 
" 24tU.” The 24th would bo Thursday, and that was the day on whicli the Maharaja paid 
his usual visit to the Besidency. Probably Mr. Souter may bo wrong in saying it was tlie 
23rd, and Sir Lewis Polly would be right. But Mr. Souter, aa your Lordship sees, does not 
sjicak positively ae to the date. He says, " I ihvnk Nursoo was apprehended on the 23rd,’' 
and that before taking his statemeni he mentioned it to Sir Lewis Pelly. 

The President .—Sir Lewis Polly fixes it as the 24tli. 

Mr. Advomte-Qmeral .—Taking ft to be the 24th, that will not in the slightest degi'ee 
interfere with tlie argument I, was presenting to the Commission before Uie adjournment, 
beeause it was not until the 24th that Rowjee’s statement was reduced into writing. Whether 
it would be the 23rd or the 24th, there would still be the same observation, that no one would 
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Nwboo. Now, my IM, Ao next in the ^dsnoe &( 8i?^oe, tipon wHdl 

i^e^d dwelt, wife the e|n]iK)de bf iioe and there I Tenbeim to ihlnk the* 

inefid fell into an entire error. The evid^use of Bamodhta Fust in regard to hot^ w^ 

that after havbg received from Goojaba, Nana Kltevelker'e man, a Uige ho^ eoniididhff 

the nhyfdcian*s stuff, ho poured a portion of the oontentfi of that larger bot^ 

bottle of his own, and the bottle into which tie so poured it was not, as niy learhbd iHdhd 

asBuzned, an otto-de-*rOee botUe, but a bottle in which txtUr was kept-*that is ^e oxphnsioii 

that Damodhur Punt used, that is, at jnige 113—“ This bottle was this length (showing ab(^ 

“ a finger and a half). This bottle contained some medicine. The Maharaja had asked me to 
" pour the medicine into another bottle—which I did. IRie bottle I ponrod the medicine into 
" was a bottle which Ifelonged to mo and used to contain otto of roses.” Now my loaruod 
friend from that jumped to the conclusion that this was one of those tK)ttles whidi We all of 
ns have seen, and which come from Turkey or Persia, which am generally oiimmented witli 
gold leaf, and which have a very slight perforation running down the centre of a solid mass 
of glass, into which one or two drops of the precious uttar b poured—a bottle which could 
not be used for the purpose for which this bottle was professedly used by the witness. Of 
couT^, it could not have been such an ornamented bottle, decorated with gold leaf and con¬ 
taining^ only a very narrow line^ into which one could put in but two drops; but it was a 
bottle sin)p]y which had contained, and which the man had used for keeping uttar in.' In 
calling it an otto-dc-rose bottle the Interpreter used rather a loose translation. The passage 
of which I was thinking just now b at page 129. He says: " It was a small bottle of this 
length (shows finger), and that I poured it into a bottle which had contained otto-of-roses. 
The ^rd uttar was translated into otto-de-rose. We know perfectly well that the tattar Used 
in this country is not the pure otto-de-rose, not the delicate decoction, or whatever it may be, 
that is contained in the small bottles which my learned friend obviously had in his mind’s oye 
at the time. In the statement ho made to Mr. Richey ho merely mentions uttar, which is an 
essential extract from the rose, and a preparation not at all as agreeable to tho smell. It b 
perfectly certain toat my learned friend’s theory about this being an otto-de-rose bottle, such 
as is to be found in the bazaars of Constantinople or Teheran, will not hold water, because the 
uttar bottle that was used by Rowjee is described not only by himself, but also by Damodhur 
Punt in a manner which b perfectly inoonsbtent with my learned friend’s theory. In the 
first place, an otto-dc-roae bottle pro|)er is a bottle which wiH contaTn only one or two drops 
of any liquid whatsoever, whilst this bottle was used by Rowjee to shake up one of tho 
powders which he had prej^*ed from the packets given to liim, in water, previous to pouring 
it in Colonel Phayre’s sherbet, an operation which could hot by any possibility have been 
performed in on otto-de-njse bottle such as my learned friend was thinking of. I tliink it is 
at the foot of page 87 that Kowjee glVes a description of the bottle. “How brge was the 
“ bottle?”—ho was asked—and ho answers—“About the lengtli of my finger, and about a 
“ quarter of an inch in width ; it was a round bottle.” Then Damodhur Punt dc8cribe<l the 
l)ottleH—^the two b^^ttles that were received by him, or at least that wore in his possession^ 
the one that he received from Coojabn, and the other which was Ins own—and he says that the 
one he received from Goojaba was about as long os tliab (pointing to about an inch below 
the forefinger), and that the other bottle, which had contenned the tittar, and which used to 
contain a portion of the physician’s stuff, was about the length of his finger. 

Mr. Serfea,nf BaUantine .—Pardon me, he sa|d about the lengtii of half his finger. 

Tfie Advocate-Geri^nd .—I think my learned friend will find tliat he said that the larger 
bottle was longer than his finger and going down to the middle of his hand, and that the 
smaller bottle was a little less than his finger. But whatever the size of the bottle may be— 
whether as long only as two or three joints of hia finger—it certainly was a bottle larger 
than what would contain but two or three drops ; otherwise the oi)eration referred to could 
not have been perlbnned with it I will read the other jujport:—“ It was about this length 
“ (showing from tho top of his finger to the bottom of his hand). The Maharaja asked me 
“ to pour the contents of his vial into another bottle—a bottle which bad cox^ined otto- 
de-roses. It is a small bottle of this size (pointing to about two joints of his forefinger). 

I kept the bottle in my place.” I am perfectly willing to take it that. it was only the 
length of the two first joints of hie forefinger; but it is perfectly certain that this small vial 
which the man spoke of, could not have been suoli a.buttle as my learned friend had in his 
contemplation when he was speaking about it; it was not a bottle which contained merely 
a small perforation in the glass into which but a drop or two could be poured, but one 
into whiem it was possible to [pour not an inconsideiable portion of the memcine which the 
physician bad prepared, and whicJi was in the larger bottle sent to him by the hands of 
O^jaba. But as to what was the length of the bottle> is not a very material point. There 
is no doubt whatever that it was a small bottle, and there is also no doubt that it was not a 
bctttle of the description that my leanied fidend suggested. It was not an otto-de-rose bottle 
proper such as my learned friend purchased during his passage through Dg^t. 

Mr. BaUantin6ir-~l can assure you that 1 did not bay an otto^e-rose bottle during 

my passsM through Bgypi. 

Jfr. Advocafe-§sueral^Which had contained otto-de-rose, and which he had by hfan. 
It Was a bottle lajrae enough for the purpose stated by the witness: it was a rpnnd bq^e, 
and not construoted in the Way my leai-ned friend suggested, and it was capable of cemtoh^g 
some conedderable quantity of the medicine contained, in the larger bottle, bonded to him by 
Qoqjaba.* No pui^seoould have been served by pouring two drops of the physiokui*i^ stufi’ 


into the not tbe ibAt “botf^o woiiW' tfcto lm 

to tbw)w awa^. I taka H .-that 4t -was an ordinaty vitO-r^aii ordihaiy «l^ boUte^ rhutid 
bottle "wMidi need to njoDitain not' two, fresh drops of the prOciaos Jic^fa/butwbiohebidd bo 
used, if. evideuoe ie true, for ttiG piopoae, as Rowjee saye it was used, namely, ofmatojj the 
powd^ beemsioi'disecdved in water. From a bottle of that kind, not seal^ With eealmg^wax, 
not faatened. wi^ any oork» but simply confined by a wisp of uotton, covered witb' a little 
bees-wax, thnre caxmot be any diihoulty in assuming that; smsething would exude from it 
when placed where the witness says he jdaced it. He tied it to the stsifig'of his drawers. 
We saw when he was in court, the sort of way in which that gto^t was Wn toy ldm, 
and the string Woiidd ^ in immedhite contact With, his skin; and that some soar 0 ^ wound 
existed upon the poTtion of his stomaoli which c«nnea in umnediate contact with the string 
of his drawers in front, was proved hy Di*. Gray., Bowjee says that having tied-bottle, 
fastened it, in the way I have described,, to the string of his pyjamas, he takesbis way lioine‘- 
wards. Wow tlje natural effect of his walking would make this Itottle sway about with bis 
body?—and, bcdng imperfectly frstened, as it was, with boes-wax and cotton, nothing-Would 
be more likely than that some of its contents should exude on to his skin. Hr. Gray has told 
us, and, although my learned friend appeared to entertain some doubt,—the proposition 
may have been novel to him—there can be. no doubt whatever that arsenic'is a caustic r^l 
the works of authority upon that* subject agree in the statement, that arsenic does produce 
such «Ti effect as was spoken to by Dr. Gray and the witness Rowjoe, and that arsenic in 
HtiBpetision, as Dr. Gra^y boa stated, would, if it escaped from a bottle of this kind and found 
a l(Kignient on tlie skin, be calculated to produce the blister which Rowjee spoke of. A good 
deal was said about this being a boil that wtus produced and not a blister, and that was owing 
to an infirmity of expression on the part of the Interpreter, Of which amongst others we have 
had occasionally to complain. His better judgment induced him to call it a blister. There 
is no doubt whatever from the explanation that the witness himself gave that what he meant 
was a blister," but the Interpreter followed rather the language used by my learned friend 
in the course of tlie cross-examination in putting his questions when he spoke of this as a 
boil. The witness spoke it as a " blister,” and if the word ** blister^* had been used 
tliroughout by the Interpreter, as it was used in the fiint instance, I think my learned friend's 
argument on that point would have been a good deal disjmsed of. Rowjee is examined in 
regard to this point. It will be found at page 7S he says,—*' I took the bottle with me. 
“ I tucked the lx)ttle up in my drawers, and it produced a wound or sort of swelling. 
“ Mr. Melviil—Ho said he put it Ivjtween his strings. The Interpreter—His meaning is that 

ho put it between the strings of his drawers and the drawers. Examination continued— 
" The injury was like a IwiL Interpreter—I tliink he means a blister. Witness (asked for 
** explanation)—It was a boil. When a man gefs a bum it produces that kind of thing. 
“ The wound was hero. (Showing his stomach)." Now, my Lord, if there is one tiling per¬ 
fectly in the knowledge of every one in this Court more than another, it is that if a roan gets 
a bum it does not produce a boil, but a blister; and if the interpi-eter had^used the word 
jpoocM, and stuck to it throughout, it would have saved some trouble, for “ boil ” apparently 
there was none. The word “ boil ” was adopted by the Interpreter somewhat unfortunately, 
but the description given by the witness, who sustained it, was that it pi-oducod an infirmity 
not called by the name of *boil,” but rather an injury that is really commonly known by the 
name of “ bUster.” 

Svr Jiicha/rd Mmd ^.—“ Blister ” wa.s what he said. 

The Advo<MU^(knveral.-^hjiA as to the fact that a blister may bo produced by a kind of 
caustic Dr. Gray gave a clear opinion; he examined the man, he found the marks, and bo 
gave his opinion on the subject to the Commission. There can be no doubt whatover, there- 
mre, that so far as Hiifl question of the boil is concerned, Rowjoe's statoment is thoroughly 
corroborated. Now, my Lord, at the time that Dr. Gray examined the person of Rowjee, and 
found upon him tliese signs, Damodhur Punt had not b^n examined, and he gave a descrip¬ 
tion of the contents of the bottle, of the stuff which tlw physician had made, and which my 
learned friend road from tlie statement mad^ by Damodiiur PUnt, before Mr. Richey, on the 
29th January 1875 ; and if that statement be true it jiroves this—that not only was there 
arsenic in the composition which the physician bad made, and which was contained in the 
bottle^brought by Goojaba. ■ * 

Mr. Berjeaint .&afi(»n<ifli«.--There ww no arswiic in the bottle. ' 

Mr. Admca!te~€h'mral.^l be® my ; learned friend's pardon, there was. I will read the 
statement made by Bamodhur* Punt At the same time, namely, when the Resident hod 
“ the open wound; the-big physicianV younger brother brought a bottle of poison made dp 
“ by the |diysi<^n, but as thme werepiiany of us'present, he (Rdhot give it that timo» and 
* he may also have wanted Bomethiz^l'for it. In the evening one day, when Colond Phayre 
*' had the boil on his fopsheo^ the M^nti^a toid-mdio M sbme blister ffiea." Those are the 
same insects wld^h .were, dewribad i* the interpreter new to lar;^ ants. Whether it is a 
blister ffy^r livge/ants I' eauttbt eaw; but the^ saane Word,-has been used by the 
'^vitness both before Mr. Richeyimd r)ifore the Commission:—“ To send to the younger brother 
" of p%sieiam’ He tdd^tne Ac E»ehd‘ through the Pou^aree and have the Wagrebs 

" sent te^eatoh some flies and tidE:eh ^ thd ^^y^oian. I told l^arn^en Ran Wakusker,vadio 
“ is in the Fousdueej acccndin^ly. a The next mmidfig'the Mah^ja told Hariba, In i^y 
" presence, that'the physieipnh youo^j^ brother wanted some snakes td make me^nha." The 



" pbyiidiMi "'Nftmyda^Hatt 'lwq^l^^ tatkezt ^ 

" shov;*«dih€«n te 6M,pBooinl^ Khu^l^r^ «ttX»0 lilUl' 

fihonrod me some biistef iSies of tlm I'teld >bim to teloft 

“ physician's brother aod submit th^i^liis ap^ot^aL Ab(mt‘tlieeame-tuke the Mit^Vi^^fi^- 
“ me that the physician's younger-brotherivaatM tht uriiie'Of Ahlaok horse, and I gaireoidm 
to Bapoojee, the KAmdar-of tlie Khu lna, to take some urizm obcordingly to thephysidut^s 
“brother. At the sttmetinmsmne axoaniewag'^^ven ftx>m the Fouzdaree, but hot throu^ 
“ me. I don't know how much Was ^Ven. Had I known of its being given I would not 
“ have got some more from the Bo^. Scune days after the supply of those artaoles the 
“ physician’s brother brought felie bottJn, as abt)ve stated, not getting what he w^ted for ii 
** ^he Maliaraja wanted the st\ltf> but did not want to give what the’ man demanded, so- sug- 
" gestod to Nana Khanvelkur to get some of the contentu^df the bottle, and a.day or twd 
“ after, about 9 o'clock at night, Qoojaba came to mo with the bottle which tlje physician 
“ had made, and told me that he had taken it to the Maharaja,'and that he had been ordered 
“ to bring it to me, and that I was to take some out of the bottle, and keep ^t rill the next 
“ day, and then give it io Salim.'* That is the poition of Damodhur Point's ovidenoe taken 
before Mr. Kichfey, to which my friend referred as riiowing what the ihgrodients' pf 

the physician’s stuff were. And according to 3>amodliur Punt—and here he most diatinetiy 
says so^that in addition to tdie blister flies, and the snakes, and the test of the things of 
which this struffwas prei)ared, arsenic l^ught from the Fouzdaree is included. I thinks 
therofoio that upon that statement^a statement referred to by my learned friend—1 have a 
right to say that the evidence is that arsenic was one of tho component parts of this horrible 
stuff which the physician is alleged to have made. And taking it as l>r. Gray has t(dd us, that 
arsenic itself is a caustic, and that arsenic in suspension in water would, if t^ water in which 
it was susj>ended found a lodgment upon the skin, cause a blister to follow—especially- when 
we flud that arsenic is connected, as it is in this instance, with other articles of an irritant 
character—^blister flies, large ants, or whatever tltey maybe—and the venom of snakes-^to 
say nothing of the other articles, with the qualities of which I have not the slightest acquaint* 
ance~«that would oertainly apjiear to be sdflicient to produce the eflbets which Bowjee says 
were caused by the exudation of the contents of the bottle on tlie skin of his stomadi. What 
these makkwrpM are I cannot profess to say. The translation is two-fold—Mr. Nowrojee 
Furdoonjee translated them as l^ge ants: they wore translated before Mr. Kiehey as blii^ 
flies. I suppose it can be taken that they are articles which bear some resemblance to that 
article popularly named Spanish fly, or cantboridis, and that they would be likely to produce 
the ascertained effect on tlie stomach of Rowjee which he has described. I have already 
referred to tho fact of Rowjee, probably tfs my learned friend- suggested, not desiring to ^‘v.e 
anything to Colonel Phayre that should produce an immediate effect, and thu» is a strong con¬ 
firmation of that theory of niy learned friend which I entirely adopt. Ho found that the slight 
exudation from this bottle pioduced the effect upon his stomach which he has described, causing 
a considerably large blister, and he said to hiinsf^lf, “ Dear me, if 1 put the whole of this, as 
am directed, in Colonel Plinyro’s bathing water, the effect upon him may lie expected to bo 
“ corrosjamding to tho additional quantity to which he may be subjected, and there will at 
“ once be an iTiquirj% and I may get into trouble.'* And consequently, instead of pouiing the 
contents of the bottle into the bathing water, he threw them away. No doubt he told 
Nursoo, as he says, that lie iioured it into the bathing water. It is not surprising that he 
should liave done that, as Nursoo would havo reported^im to the Maharaja on the next visit, 
for not paying attention to the orders he had received. There cannot bo the slig^itcst doubt, 
1 think, upon the evidence, that Rowjee and Nursoo took advantage of the accidental appli¬ 
cation of the collodion plaster to Colonel Phayre's boil to make up the story they did, tWt 
the arsenic had boon put in it, which, having been applied, burnt Colonel .Phayre and caused 
him to take it off. They seem to have taken advantage^' what Colonel Phayre told ua was 
the effoct of tliis application of collodion, causing him to remove tho plaster, which he did 
with considerable difliculty, and causiug the boil to present an appearance of considerable 
irritation. No doubt that would be a circumstance that would be noticed, aud 'which would 
be reported, and it would be seized upon by these men in order to satisfy the Maharma that 
they hod been obeying his orders, and done, invpoint of fact, sompthing to Colonel ftiayi'C, 
which by reason of the strength of the medicine applied, at once attracted his ktJtention and 
caused him to remove the plaster. 1 think, tbkiiig what Colonel Phayre said (ihout inmoving 
the collodion which he had anpUod ^t6 his head, ii^ connexion With the instructions given 
to Rowjee to administer to him throu^ the medium of his bathing witor or otherwise, 
this jibysician's stuff, the stories made up will redd well together, ^nd tiie one will very well 
explain tlm other, Damodhur Punt, as the Com^ssion will remember, mentions Row^V 
ImVii^ told the'Msdianqa about this, and, in the statement made to Mr. Rii^e, Damo&tEr 
Punt says that at' the time Colonel Phayre had thi^'sore, os'-he it, oh his for^ead 

head, 1 heard, "Salifli talkiiig to the Maharaja in thh nictifre roqm^ and say that Colonel. 
** Phayre had felt it bifri^g, and tom it qff, and th^ thai^V^ b^ause Rowjee had doctored 
“ the plastw/' Now, it is very* difiicnlt Indeed to colh^ye how ^DaJmodho^^ 
invented this stoiy as to Cdonel Phayre*ri having felt'the piaster bton, unlefia he had had .the 
information from me persons'from whom he'profo^d ib ^ve 1^ it. He. could notlufcifo 
heard ai^lpng albout Dr; ^ward's haii'ink cbRodioh^hr; that pdfon^ ^ay^hkd 

rashfy twedlt liirasetf, mrtcAd of waitiug ^for Dk SewaM'^o ewhe' Afld^ nr^ irfie' botl j^knd 


unlew it is true that this rapre8eid)i^^ w«a made by Bo^ee to Saiitt w to ,^ba4 .to tod 
done iu re^^d to the boil and in X>axnodhur PunVs preacam^f it ie very dimoolt UMiew to 
underetond bow Damodbur Punt oouM have got hold of this story. The passage to :which I 
have referred will be found at page 171 of the ahortliUnd writer's re^rt. ^ regai^ the 
bottle and the boil, therefogre, I think that Eowjee's evidence, instead of being in the slightest 
degree invalidated by the argument of my learned friend, comes out of the ordeal perfeeUy 
satisfitetory. Tto date of the giving of the bottle appears to be fixed by the time at which 
the boil existed. Tlw purpose for which the bottle was given is illustrated by what Damodhur 
Punt says of the report made by Bowjee through Sulim to the MaJiaraja as to what he had 
done with regard to the boil, and unless it is to be supposed that tlie police were in tlm wn- 
fideuoe of t)r. Seward and of Colonel Phayre with, regard to the tieatment of the boil, it is 
diifioult to uhderatand how they could have suggested to Damodhur Punt the story which he 
told not only before Mx*. Bichey in the passage to which I - have referred, but also before the 
CommMsion, as will be found at pages 128 and 129 of the shorthand writer's notes* Then, 
my Lord, another episode in regard to Bowjee upon which my learned friend dwelt strongly, 
was the episode of the belt, Now, no doubt, that was a subject in regard to which there was 
an operxing for my learned friend, and an opening of which he availed liimself; but it was 
an opening of which he could take full advantage only by ^introducing into 4he conspiracy, 
as an active agent, Mr. Souter. I have already referred to Uxat part of my learned Iriena's 
argument, and shown what reasons there are, d priori, for believing it to be perfectly im¬ 
possible that Mr. Pouter should have taken a port in the transaction which my learned friend 
suggests. And when we look at the history of the transactions as recorded in the evidence, 
it Hppoors to me so utterly unnecessary for my learned friend to have framed that theory that 
1 cannot forbear expressing my surprise that he should have done sa What is the tiansao- 
tlon ? Akbar Ali, an experienced officer, knowing that Bowjee had kept the powders which 
lie had put from time to time in Colonel Phayre's sherbet in his belt—having heard that 
from Bowjee—wishes to examine it He says to Bowjee, ** What lias become of your belt '{'* 
He naturally would wish to look at the belt, either for the purpose of seeing in what part, of 
it the powders hod been kept, and for the purpose of seeing also whether from the jxockete of 
powder anything Ixad escaped of which a trace could be found in the belt. To suppose that 
on receiving this information from Bowjee as to the receptacle in which the powders were 
placed, he ali at once formed the idea of introduciDg a packet of arsenic into the belt is to 
suppose him guilty of an act of the most shameless infamy—a supposition for which the 
previous character of Akbar All afibrds no justification, and a supposition also which, from the 
circumstances under which the examination of the belt oocuiTed, is entirely inadmissible. 
What was there to make Akbar Ali believe tlxat Mr. Souter would go away into the dressing- 
room to dress for breakfast at the time the belt was brought back ? The Commission will 
remember how it all happened. Boojee said, ** 1 used to keep it in my belt.” Akbar Ali 
says, ** What has become of your belt 'i ** Bowjee replies that it has been given to Bbooder. 
Akbar Ali does not accompany any one to get the belt, but sends a by-standing policeman to 
go and call Bhooder Nursey. He fetches him, and Bhooder comes with the belt on him. It 
cannot be supposed that the police messenger who is sent to call Bhooder could have put this 
2 )acket into the belt, for it is suggested to be tlie work of Akbai* All. The order is given to 
get the l>elt while Mr. Souter is in the room, and he probably supposes naturally, that 
nothing much would come of it, that tho powder had been made away with, and that there 
was very little chance of finding any stray arsenic powder in the belt, and as it was between 
8 and 9 o'clock, he goes into the adjoining room to dress for breakfast. Mi'. Souter told niy 
learned friend, just before he began his address, that there was no reason for his not remaining 
in the room, but that it was near breakfast time, and he went to dress. His dressing-room 
was immediately adjoining the present dining-room of the Kesidency, where he and his ofiicers 
were then carrying on their inquiries, a chick only separating one room from the other. He 
wont to dress ; and while he wos dressing there, and about JO or 15 minute after the belt 
had been sent for, the belt was brought, and the oxaminablon begaa Akbar Ali examined 
the belt. He finds what has been called the slide in it through winch a sword or a truncheon, 
as tho case might be, could be passed, but finds no packet immediately apparent in this belt, 
and he asks Bowjee where the packet was in whiclx these jiowders us^ to be kept Bowjee 
immediately points to the secret pocket which was shown to the Commission the other day. 
Akbar Ali introduces his fingers, until he comes in contact with a substance ; that substance 
proves to be paper, Natui^y the idea strikes him that {jossibly one of these pockets still 
remains in the belt, but of this he at ^at time knows nothing; so he breaks open the threads' 
at the bottom, when the packet of ptper is disclosed. He summons Mr. Souter, who comes 
and find that portions of the threads have been tom by the police, takes out the paper in that 
pocket, a pajier which contained not 9 tdy arsenic, but arsenic possessing precisely the same 
physical xmaracteristios as the arseidc introduced into Colonel Phayre's tumbler. 1 cannot 
conceive anytbmg more rimple than tlxat stoxy. Mr. Souter attached no importance apparently 
to tlxe examination of the not expecting that anything would come of iWnot supposing 
that at that distdAce )pf time wc^d be found in it—supposing naturally enougJx 

that Bowjee wo«l4 Imve tok^ gopd |p<3n8 on the 9th to have got rid of all suspicious articles 
1 : 1 ! might have iiad' About him. surely, if there was nothing in the character of the 

police to protect them agfxinst the sivto^tion that they woidd put the pe^et there^ as they 
are suggrated to have done here, add jf it were not denied by Akbar AJi on oath that he 






alnuMt a^ipeikuBuai, uot oidy thab tiwy the idea, af wAtang tiMk 

in tlie belti bat iha« tbey^should ba^o Wn so eaacaftil «a to tiio furauoSwt tbev 
that it cdiould have prsBented Hinder olri«aicaL aaabnkia exactly ^ aame duttaotenetioB m 
anenic found in Colonel PhayreNi tumbler* A polloeman, su^poeing him to be the abandojEieA 
villain my learned finend would Buppoee him to be, might p^ape think of uuttioff WffBm- 
arsenic in a place of this kind, but would he thiikk that die mioroscope would deteetliim 'if 
he did nob produce arsenic precisely of the tame character as that us^ in the perpetiatioit 
of the o^nce under investigation t That 1 do not suppose my leaned fnend woiud admit 
would be a likely thing for him to do. In fact, it is a thing so improbable as to r^de^ it' 
perfectly incredible. It is much more probable—it is support^ by the evidence and by the 
character of the witnesses—that instead of this being a nefarious conspiracy, as my learned 
friend suggested, that it was a most simple discovery arising out of the careleasness of one of 
tlm principal parties concerned, in having left this packet of arsenic which had remained over 
from the quantity originally supplied to him, in the belt. The belt was taken from 1dm on 
the !:lth liovember; the belt does not go into his possession again ; foom the 9th it is handed 
over so Bhooder Nursey, who certainly had no suspicions os to its contents; it is only by 
chance that it is sent for, not with the expectation of making any great discovery ; it is 
examined, but when it is examinq^* this is found to exist, and the Police Inspector, Akbar 
Ali, did no more than his duty. 1 the Commission will consider, in stopping the 

investigation, as soon ae he found there was something in the belt, in sending for his chief 
in order that it might be examined in his presence. Abdool AU and Gujanund were also 
present at the time, and they have both been cross-examined by my learned friend, but not a 
single question was put to them on this point, although an imputation of a most grave kind 
has been made upon tliem*. They were present and taking part in the examination of this 
belt 

Mr. Serjeant Balla7itine ^Yon put no questions to them on the subject. 

The Advocate-General. —And it was no part of my case to clear them from an imputation 
which I could not think would have been made. I think therefore that the Commission wiU 
come to the conclusion that the finding of this poison in the belt of Rowjoo is veiy strong 
confirmatory evidence of the truth of his story in this case. My learned friend has referred 
to Bowjee's statement given before Mr. Souter, and to Bowjee's evidence here, as containing 
contradictions. I think my theory shows that there is no contradiction at all The presence 
of this paper—this packet of ai*senio—rin the belt, was a matter occasioned purely by Row- 
jee*H forgetfulness upon the point My learned friend road the statement Kowjee made to 
Mr. Souter, in which he said in the first instance, before the belt was produced,—“ A few days 
after this the jomadar gave me two powders, and told me that equal parts of each should be 
administered for. two or three days, and in such quantity us to consume the whole in that 
time. This had also been carefully explained to mo by Yeshwuntrao and Salim in the 
presence of the Maharaja. 1 did not commence to administer the powders for two or three 
days, as no favourable opportunity presented itself for so doing.’’ And then furtlier on ho 
says, Tile packet of poisop which the jemadar first gave me I made into small doses as 
“ directed, and kept the powder in the secret pocket of my cross-belt. The powder taken 
from the secret pocket of my cross-belt this morning (25th December 1874) is one of the 
“ powders made up from the packet given to me by the jemadar, and I used always to keep 
“ the powders in the same place.” It seems to me that if this belt episode was, to use a 
common expression, u “ plant ’* on the part of the police, what they would have found in Row- 
jee’s belt would have been, not pure arsenic, but arsenic and diamond-dust, because what 
liowjeo was .told to do was to ** take equal parts of each ” and administer the powders. If 
this was a police plant, surely the intelligent policeman who could be guilty of an act of the 
kind would not have procured arsenic o^y, but arsenic and diamond^ust. He would say, 
“ Oh, yes, the man said he would administer the powders, taking equal parts; so let arsenic 
and diamond-dust be mixed, that they may lie found in hw belt”—not pure araenio, 
because he would thereby run a risk of being found out. That, however, not having been 
resorted to, proves that this is not a police plant, but a true story as to the finding of tlm 
arsenic. When the witness is asked whether the powder taken from his secret pocket is 
one of those given to him by the jemadar, he says it is ; but he does not say that it is one of 
the packets mode up of a combination of djamomi-dust and arsenic, but he says, ‘^Itis one of 
“ the packets made up from the packets given to me by the jomadai*,” and he explains, when 
be is examined before the Commission, how that packet was made, and he follows the |heoxy 
'which my l^imed friend adopts, and which I also adopt, that he did not wish to poison his 
master, but knowing or believing the white powder, from the eifects experienced by himself, 
was very deleterious, he only put in one pinch out of the white packet into the others { he did 
not put in the whole of it, but merely a pinch, keeping the other back; so tliat would 
account for the remnant of the arsenic being found in his bdt; and it was there found under 
such (nroumstances as to be entirely denuded of suspioion, and to be incapable of bearing the 
ooQstruotiou put upon them by my learned friend. I think a^ oarefol review of the whole of 
the oircumstanoeS connected with'the finding of this powder in Uie belt will go far to satisfy 
the Commission that Rowjee was speaking the truth in r^ard to this point. There was one 
other point in Bowjee’s evidence on whidi my learned frfend relied, and that was this, that 
when ^ was examined by Gol<mel Fhayre on the 9th or l^lth of November, at a later daOe 
—I am not quite certain as to the date—he charged Baizoo with being the person eoneetned 
in this att&mpt. No doubt that was a base and felse charge so for as the evente of 9^ of 


nr KeBmv tOH^,^^ |<|liii)k^ iii liiriUt iiotnbe sfttis&otozy io 4bte 

in any ww. ttey ti»yi^imn 'm.Tii)j^^ . V imaa: o^o 

v«»<cluu^d^ not by ItoOjjee^^Q by.aU 1)be pemuuba.iiond. jbfaay good 

Twtion ioft doing ao* becousa jtthe UOipamiBfiion will not ^1 to rsmemberi ^tbot Foisoo was a nwa 
who was pvacueally i& tho-pay oi tiie Buibor. li^Aizoo Jiad a littio. son, who wtw enroHed in 
His Highoepa’ dsndce os a aowax^ and that he zoeeived the pay of the appointmoDt. He was 
a<!hild when he got the appointment, and at this very time he was very little more than a 
{^ildf being only about ainteen years of age. There can be no doubt, therefore, that he is 
praotioaUy In the Oaekwar’s serviee, or that the appointment of the son was practicallyvthe 
swans of, making some payment to the father. You have it. also stated—^with what troth I 
do not care to inquiro^but it is stated by these servants that Faizoo was a man who had 
been {sevioosly charged witlr improprieties of conduct in regard to various matteia, to have 
been ^concerned in plots, to have had a hand in klrntpiU and intrigues, that ho had a son in the 
Servioe of the Maharaja, -and he was, therefore, a man whom the other servants under the 
circumstances fixed upon as a scape-goat. Faizoo tells us that during an interval of non¬ 
employment at the B^dency, he had himself been in the service of the. Maharaja, and that 
was on additional reason why it was supposed that suspicion would readily and unquestionably 
&11 upon him It was a gross untruth on the part of Euwjeu to say that he suspected Faizoo 
injregard to the imnsaotions of the 9th of November, but it is unquestionably also obvious 
that he had good reason to suppose it would be a device likely to be suocess^l—and he'was 
in point of facts saocessful—in diverting suspicion from'liimself. I don't defend his conduct 
forbid that I should—but it was a natural course for a man of Kowjee's character, and 
ocmcemed as the was in these transactions, to adopt. Now those were the points in Rowjee’s 
evidence to which my learned friend especially referred as showing that he ought not ttfbe 
believed. I think that I have given good reasons to the Cominisaion for holding that not 
one of those objections will be found to be sustainable upon clear investigation. They do not 
go to show that Rowjee is a man of high character, but they do not invalidate the general 
truth of ills testimony; tlmy are perfeetdy consistent with the account that he gives of him¬ 
self, and with the acoount he gives of the tmnsactions in which he took so important a port; 
and unless be is to be-disbelieved altogether by the Commissiou, i say that there is nothing 
in any one of those objections which deters the Commission from holding that in regard to 
these traiifloetions with the Maharaja he has spoken substantially the truth. 

k- 

Twentieth day^ Thursday^ May 18fA. 

The Advocate-General continued his address to the Commission as followsI now come 
to the evidence of Nursoo, and in regard to that witness as with regard to the other witnesses, 
1 put the same question ns I have put already to the CommisBion,^what cause has he shown 
that he should not be believed by you ? My learned, fnend has said that Nursoo was an 
unnecessary witness, and was only brought into the case to corroborate Rowjee, and that as 
far as any services he could have rendered to carry out the schemes with which he is alleged 
to have been entrusted, he might as well have been left out altogether. I think, however, tliat 
the Commission will see upon a consideration of the whole evidence that Nursoo was not only 
a necessary, but an indispensable pcrsoii to be drawn into this conspiracy. His assistance was 
necessaiy, not only in regard to the matter of tlm poisoning, but ^so in regard to the other 
matters which are the subject of the inquiry here. He liv^ in the city, and used to go to the 
Residency in the moJfning. His agency was therefore of importance for tlie purpose of con¬ 
veying from the Rbsidenoy to the Palace those ncwH-lettors which Rowjee was in the habit 
of transmitring from day to day; It was a natural and perfectly simple thing for Nursoo to 
go after his day’s work to Yeshwuntrao’s house In the city, and on arrival there at .the bouse 
of Yoshwuntrao or Salim to deliver <^cr those news-letters to the Maharaja’s agent whoever 
nnd might be. Another reason why bis assistancfj was necessary was ibis—he was the head 
man, the jemadar, under whom Rowjee was employed as a havildar. Had his oo-operarion 
not bean obtained, ho would have been a constant and uncomfortable spy upon all that 
Kowjca was doing at the Residency. No doubt he would have had his attention directed 
to the oonvei'sarioiis- tliat were going on between Rowjee and the eorvants of the Mahaeaja, 
and would also have had his atrimtiim directed to the visits Rowjee was in the habit cMf paying 
to Colonel Phayre’s office v so thiM> he would have had a good opportunity of detocring any 
troneaotion Rowjee eUtdrod into in • rim matter of purloining dements. To secure him 
therefore became a most important o)^ecb on the part of those engaged , in this plot, and when 
we remember what the MaWaja hi^zelf is stated to have «aid to Damodhur Punt, we seo 
bow especially necessary it was iba| 'Nnrsob should be-secured. You will remember riiat 
Hia Highness on the itfomang of the ^rii of Novembeflr afetributod the discovery of the attempt 
to poiicm Colonel Phayw to the a^Bbiroe of Nuiboo from the Residency, for he said that Nursoo 
was in the and whisriifl^/ and he was not there on this 

lAorniag, and riiarefere the discOvMBd. Now, it was very lik^ that soma one on 

this might liaVe seen Rowjdt pBH^ing the frtto the glass .eontainii^ the BherihSt 

when he tunried he^ was seoure^fro^k 'olMerB^lon, and'Bt> Houbt that idea wae present to the 
mind of the Mohon^a when he of riieabsenceof Nursoo. Surely this-shows ycni how 
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aa ^vehftveaeen. : It a|y|)ettxit!^;tbAi tiiit lownittg iNurspct 
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Uiat tluptjdiouH have beesi meutiunad to> theT'Hahafaja,:and meutiouedthe Hidtan^ 
ia rotum.to iha PiiTate Seoretaryv: Xha^ is oae' of the iniima»nd>ie small poiiitB'whkfa^'th 
ray imsudf proves that the etoiy of Dhtoedhtir f out could not have been a fabTiea<^cm miMle 
up between him and the office of the .police, whose case has been so harshly stated by mjr 
learned friend. That Kursoo was not present that momin^is bo afreMhoug^t of his, beoause 
it was stated in the original statemeid that Dabnodhur Punt made before Kr. Bioh<^, and 
be ooold easily have been contradicted by the other servants if he bad said on the subject 
that which'wasnot true. Now^my Lord that was one of the principal grcmnds—that Nursoo 
was an unneoessary witness introduced by the police in order to up Bowjee’s state- 

mente~Hni which it was tried to impeach the character of the police officers. It seems to m e 
that my leamed friend might iiave judged of Nursoo when that witness appeared in the 
witness-box. Nursoo did not strike me as being a man of superior intelligesee; bo was an. 
dd servant who had probably risen to his position at the Residency by seniority ra^er than 
by any qualities of mind, and such -a p^'son, it seems to me, would Jiave been a most diffiocdt 
pupil to learn all that ha^ been said or suggested to him. !My learned friend was also very 
jocose about the episode of the well. No doubt thcro was some considerable confusion about 
the story which the Jemadar told before the Commission in regard to tliat well matter; but 
1 may here refer the Commission to the account which he gives of the circumstance at page 92 
of the shorthand writer's reports: Since my am^st I have been under a military guard at 
'* the Besidenoy. For u shoit time it was a native guaid, and latterly it baa been European 
soldiers. On the very dny tliat my statement wae made and taken down I remembered 
“ going into the garden near the B^ideucy. 1 foil into a well. After a long service this 
*• had happened, and 1 thought I could not show my face to any one after it. That was my 
“ fate. I had taken my me^, and after tinishing it I saw a number of people near the well. 
** I saw my fellow servants of old standing ; 1 said, afteT* my h)Ug service, this is my fa;te. 
“ I fell into the well. I saw a number of people. My head turned, and 1 fell into a* Well.” 
Now, my learned friend made a great point in a part of his address in urging that there WM 
no attempt at self-destractioii made by Nursoo, and that it is idle upon this statement to 
assume that bo fell otherwise than accidentally into the well. To that suggestion I think 
the best answer is conveyed in tlie an%wer which Sir l.<ewis Felly mode to a (][uestion put to 
him upon the subject, in whicdi, you will rememlK^r, he invit^sd the Commission to see the 
well for themselves, and see whether such an a(tcident:il fall could have beou possible. My 
learned liiend was not willing that 8ir Lewis Felly should state particularly what took pllaoe 
when he saw Nursoo taken from the well, and 1 did not press that question; butl think it 
would be impossible for any man, seeing that well, the manner in which it is constructed, 
and the position in which it is placed, to suppose that the witness Nursoo could have 
accidentally fallen into it, or but that to have fallen into it must have been the result on 
his part of a deliberate attempt to destroy himself. 'Pliat that design did exist in his mind 
is perfectly clear from his story, when he says that, seeing his old fellow-servants standing 
around near the Bosidency, and knowing the disgrace lie had fallen into, ho would rather 
die than free that disgrace for the future. I think that is a very strong corroboration of 
the truthfulness of his story. The feelings he entertained at the time were no dotibt such 
feelings as a man of ordinary constitution of mind and heart would b(* likely to entertain 
under Nursoo’s circumstances. Ue told his story simply ; he saw that he was disgraced ; and 
he sought to destroy himself. But, my Lord,! think there was another episode in regtvrd 
to Nursoo’s evidence which occurred when he stood in the witness-box, and which I think 
proves him to be a witness of truth. No one who was present here on the day on which 
Nursoo was examined could forget whilt took place betweem him and 8ir Dinkur Bao at the 
close of his evidence. The man had made his statomeirb, and then from the bench, from a 
ooubtryroan of his own—a man whom he would natural iy respect from the position he held 
here as well as from his whole character as expressed in his face, and his influenoe as denoted 
by the caste to which he belongs—a series of searching questions were put to Nursoo, which 
were in pomt of fact solemn adjurations to whether he was telling the truth ; and I am 
sure every one will remember how that appeal was made to Nursoo by one so venerable, one 
80 worthy of respect, one so calculated to inspire confidence. The test was a most severe 
one*—it was almost an invitation to the man in the box to retiact, if be could, all that he 
bad previously told us ; it was a solemn moment most assuredly, not only for the unhappy 
man, but for cdl who heard him; and, my Lord, how was that appeal met? The story is 
Isund at page 95 of the shorthand writer's notes: 'Bir Dinkur Bao—It is a very serious thing 
to p^son one. Would anybody do such a matter in the presence of ten or twelve persons ?— 
Him were not ten persona- There were two Of his 8*3(i:^antfi and two of onm. Was ^e 
quantity ^ poison used small or large, and - was jt^'hdininistered three times?—In my life I 
have given poieora' A paok^ was giVbn ib mm, and 1 was told to mve it to l^wjee, 
iifid I gave it to him. Tim airrangenients 'as^tD bfrvrmdfAi to use and not lay with Bowjee. 
What servant said^that aoottsotione should be madb against Fainoo t^Noonesoid so. The^ 
mentioned his> name in • the < statements; and fhereibre I also caused it tobe writt^. - Who 
menUoned his mmie f—AlsAedliN, Pedro, and^ homsls^^e or Bix^^pe]tMnra 'a]tegeth»r. At 
tbe'drst meetb)g4he'Mahaikijw>0sliddyou did he eoms^^o' t^UBt y<n&ln 
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MahamjA. Are you a Hindoo What is your oaete Ifelkigea^Cemate^ Are yon 

afraid of the |M>Uoe9-^W3iy? Why diould there to fisar for speaking the truth ? Doyony4nu> 
self believe that yon are guilty ?-—4t is my bad luek 1 also am concerned. If you-^ere granted 
a pard^ would you in the presence of tell the truth ?—It is not because 1 may get a pardon 

that I tell the trnth. Whether or not the Sirkar gives me a pardon, they are my parrats. 
Mr. lielvill—T^t is not a correct interpretation. What the witness said was, ** If 1 were oSered 
“ a pardon, 1 would speak the truth. 1 am speal^g the truth now. (Question repeated.) 

** WitnesB-^I know nothing-more than this which is true.^' The Fresident-^ir Dinkur Kao's 
question, as 1 understand it, was, whether if the witness were offered a pardon, he would tell 
a more truthful statement than he is now £pving. Repeat that question. (Question repeated 
by Interpreter.) Witness—What was truth I have said. Besides that there is no other 
truth. The Sircar may kill me if they lika By Sir Dinkur Rao.—You have served a person 
thirty'four years, against whom you have done basely. Kow, as if you wore in the presence 
of God, state the truth. Do not bo afraid whatever is in your mind state it without fear in the 
presence of God ?—1 Imve stated without fear what 1 had to say. The President (to Interpreter) 
-—Put the question in this way—In the presence of God will you tell the truth ? (Question 
repeated by Interpreter.) Witness— In the presence of God 1 have stated what was the truth. 

I have not stated an untruth.'* My Lord, it is scarcely possible to imagine a man of the dass 
of life of the class of mind, and of the character of the witness, Nursoo, exposed to a more trying 
ordeal than the one I have now read to you, but, in the presence of God and on a solemn adjura> 
tion, he speaks tho.truth—and even when told that there was a prospect of pardon for him if 
he told the truth, he only replied that he had already told the truth, and that other truth 
there was none. There can sairoely be a greater corroboration of the truthfulness of tho 
witness than is furnished by tiiat which 1 have just read from tlie reporter s notes. Now, my 
Lord, I come to the last of the more important witnesses Whom my learned friend dealt wi^ in 
his address to the Commission, and that is Damodhur Punt. He was, as my learned friend 
has said, a man of a different stamp from the other witnesses. He was a man who was in the 
confidence of His Highness the Gaekwar; he held the most contidential position that it was 
possible for a man to find in the Gaokwar’s employment. It is not suggested that there is 
any quarrel between Damodhur Pant and His Highness : on the contrary, it is perfectly clear 
that at the time the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre was made, Damodhur Punt, if possible, 
was higher in the favour of his master than he had ever been before, for whereas the Gaekwar 
had not taken him to tho Keaidoney during Colonel P^ayre’s time, he introduced him to Sir 
Lewis Pelly as his private secretary. There is, therefore, no intoiTuption of conlidenco 
l»etwcen the Maharaja and his secretary, by I'eason of the attempt to poison Colonel Phayre 
having Ikjou discovered, it has not been suggested that there has been, since the time 
he was introduced to Sir Lewis Pelly up to tlie present time, anything to disturb the 
cordial relations existing between Damodhur Punt and the Maharaja, (Tp to the time of the 
Mabanijja’s arrest tliei*o doe'i not appear to me to be any gi'ound whatever for supposing 
tliat the conlidence existing between the two had been broken. He was arrested on the 
same day as his mastei*, at tho Pahice, where ho was discharging his ordinary duties. There 
could, therefore, be no reason why Damodhur Punt should invent a story to the detriment of 
bis master, such as is described to us in the evidence. There would be more reason why he 
should liold his tongue rather than invent such a story, because, by holding his tongue, if the 
charges against his master were not proved, he would have every expectation of receiving a large 
reward from a grateful muster. There was nothing in any prirt of the evidence that was then 
on record, at the time of His Highuess* arrest, to implicate Damodhur Punt in the attempt to 
poison Colonel Phayro. It is a curious thijig that, although there were many strings to be 
pulled in this business, all the various persons, who wei'e to be moved were not aware that they 
wore engaged in the same plot. Thus Damodhur Punt knew nothing about the visits to the 
Palace of Nursoo and Rowjee, and the only occasion on which he saw Rowjee was at Nowsaree 
when Ranee Jumnabee’s petition was brought to the Maharaja. So far os Damodhur Punt is 
concerned, the aircst he was put under at the Palace on the I3th of January was only such an 
arrest as the various other persons at the Palace were kept under. They were not kept in 
any coutiuement, but "were simply looked after, and that by a guard of the Gaekwar’s own 
tnM>ps. There was, therefore, nothing for Damodhur Punt to fear—^nothing to implicate him 
—^nothing to show that he had any concern whatever in these transactions. After remaining 
for some days under a guard of thle Oaekwar'a troops in the Senaputtee’s kutcherv in the 
Palace, he was removed to the Residency, and there placed under a European guard. That 
there was reason for that step, we may well imagine, though those reasons probably had 
nothing to do with any investigation relating to this case. He remained under this guard, with¬ 
out any interference on the part of the police at all. He is brought one day from the European 
guard, under which he was confined,, to a tent in the Residency compoimd, in order that he 
may be present at the time that certain papois, which had been sealed up at the Palace, noight 
be investigated, and the seals broken before him. He is present at that investigation, but 
does not appear to have taken any very aotive part in pointing out the documents found in 
the pa^ets then unsealed. The clefks e^o^ed under him were there, going through the 
papers, unconnected with ^ t>oli|». He is present, apparently, when those four casli 
books, or on which the blotches of ink had. been made, are discovered. The 

-apiiearanoe of thesa may have led him to suppose that somethii^ might be discovered in 
regard to him alsq, and upon that ssme^oooasion he is spoken to by one of the police oifioers, 
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he kn6^ ftt «U abc^t the 0 ^^ Kotbxti^ more, apparenbly, hi «i^: t6 him. ' ' 

retuhis to^his confinement under the gimra; he reminns there for tiyo daye^ maldz^' 

up his mind perhaps, and then cdrnmnhiofftes with Giuanund Vithul, sapng that if ho geta’' 
a ^rddn; he will speak the truth. He adoerdingly gets an offer of pardon and makes hit 
statement, not to the police, not to Mr/ Souter, not to Akbar Ali or Abdool AKi not io^ 
Gujanund, hut to Mi^. Bichey, the Aasiatkfit Besident, who records his deposition, I appr^ehd 
these are facts which vnll weigh , with the Commission, in considering whetlier or not 
Damodhur Punt ought to be believed. He has told us that, although ho knew that l^wjed 
and Nursoo had been arrested, and had made ilmir statements, ho did not know what they 
had stated, and that, I apprehend, is a matter which may be taken as one of almost al^luto 
certainty. Up to the time Damodhur Punt was arrested, the' statements modo by Nursoo and 
Bowjee would be most eareftilly guarded. These were the materials upon which His 
Excellency the Viceroy had to act, and it cannot be supposed for a monent that the nature of 
documents so important would be communicated to any one: on the contrary, it may be 
supposed that these documents would be most carefully gtiardod from inspection by all persons 
other than those who had a right to see them, Damodhur Punt makes his statement, and 
his statement is in evidence before the Commission. As I have already stated, he does not 
implicate Bowjee and Nursoo in regard to the visits to the Palace, b^ause, as he sayn, ho 
knew nothing about those visits, and all he does is to give evidence which most senously 
implicates the Maharaja and gives it in a manner which shows that it could not possibly be 
the result of tutoring by the police or Damodhur Punt's own imagination. #The police could 
not have had the slightest inkling as to the matters he speaks of, and knowing that Bowjee 
and Nursoo had made statements, he could not possibly have given to ^hese statements the 
corroborHiion be has given, unless he bad been speaking the truth. Let us suppose that it 
was a police conspi^ac 3 ^—would not the first thing that would occur to the police be to say to 
Damodhur Punt that “Bowjee and Nursoo wein in the habit of going to the Haveli, and 
“ used to say that they went in b)*^ the entrance at the back by the Nuzzer Bagh, and used to 
“ see the Mahamija there. You were about the Palace from morning to night, and you must 
“ have seen them there ?’* He does not describe the whole affair at all, and truly a remark¬ 
able characteriMtic of his statement is that, although he speaks mostly as to his own statements,' 
and matters passing between himself and the Maharaja, ho makes no attempt whatever to 
cfmiiect Bowjee and Nursoo with the matters then the subject of enquiry, except stating 
that ho saw Bowjee at Nowsarec, and mentioning a packet that he had to give to Bowjee. 
hut Nursoo he does not mention at all, and the ayah he does not mention. In point of fact, 
none of the other persons who visited the Palace from the Besidency are mentioned by him, 
so that he dt>es not mention oven that Bowjee visited the Palace to his knowledge. He only 
stiys that lie heai*d Bowjee used to write loiters almost daily to the Palace of what was going 
on at the Residency. It is impoHant to notice that all lie says about Bowjee is that be saw 
Bowjee at Nowsaree, and that he was told to give a packet to Salim to give to Kowj^, and 
that he did so. Now, it has been sought hero to discredit the evidence of Damodhur Punt by 
the evidence of Hemchund Futteychund. Hemchund had made a statement to Mr. Souter, 
which statement he had repeated to Sir Lewis Pelly. To these officers lie liad declared that 
his statement was true, and had appended his signature to it. But when he came into the 
witness-box here, he was so eager to siiew that he had come to unsay all that he had said 
pnwioiisly, that it wtxs (piito painful to notice the obvious perjury he was committing. The 
evidence of Hemchund will be found at jiage IS? of the sliorthand writer's notes. I may best 
convey an idea of Ida (>agcinoss to depose against his former statement by reading the fimt few 
answem he gave: My name is Hemchund Futteychund. 1 live at Baroda. I cany on 
business as a jeweller. I know Niinajee Vithiil well. He is in the service of the Oaekwar. 

I have never taken any jewels to him.” Mr. Inverarity repeated the question.—“Have 
you never taken any jewels to Nunajeo Vithui?—Witnei^^Of what value?—Have you ever 
done so ?—At what month or what date ?—About last Dusscrah.— No, I didn't take anything 
about last Dusserah. I never took any diamonds to Nanajee Vithui. I have not taken any 
diamonds to tho Haveli lately. 1 did so about tlit^ time of the last Dusserah. Nanajee 
“ Vithui said, ‘ Bring some diamonds.’ ?did take some, but they were given back to me. 

“ 1 took them to Nanajee Vitliul from our house. I never tfsik these diamonds back to the 
“ Haveli again. I never wont back with any dhnnomlH to the Haveli. After that occasion 
*' I never took, any diamonds to the Haveli. Aliout the time of last Dusserah no diamonds 
“ were purchased from me by Nanajee Vithui. I liave never received any money in payment or 
“ in part payment of diamonds from Nanajee Vithui. Jn the montli of Kartak Muoksa (corres- 
“ ponding to October and November) I received from Nanajee Vithui a sum of money that wa» 

“ due to me.” He began by saying that he had never taken any diamonds at the time of the 
Dusserah, and then he says that he did so. In fact he is so eager to unsay what he had 
previously said, that he forgets to discriininffte between that which he might admit without 
any danger, and that which he might not lulmit without danger to His Highness. He stiy^, 
that when the diamonds were returned, he never took diamonds to the Haveli, but he goes 
on to say : “ I know Veneyekrao Vonkitish. I have taken diamonds to him at the Palace. 

“ I took them on the 7tli or 8th of Assuo-vud (Slst Ootidter and 1st November, 1874). Vena^ 
yckrao is the brother-in-law of Nanajee Vithui. He is employed at the Qaekwaris jew<d- 
“ khana. I gave these diamonds to Veneyekrao at the jewelkhamu I took them Hiere by 
“ Venayekrao's direction. On that occasion 1 t(x>k ttvo packets of diamonds to TenayekfOio. 
“ These packets were not bought. The diamonds were rose diamonds.’' Then my learned 




friend, with the pemiaem otthe Conamiewon,’ pnt.to bim the 
Mr. Souter, and read ottt the paaBageB to bini aa they bad been takei^, dpwn hy 
from the deposition which Mr. Soate said had been tahen down, and he wa« naked, “ Bid 
« you make tliat flta«ement to Mr. Souter ?He answered, “ I did not-., Th^y caused me to 
write wliat they liked.** ** Who are thoy?** “ I mean Gujanund Vithui.** “How muclx of 
“ that fltatoment that baa been read to you is incorrect V *’ Answer, “ It is all fitlse.’* And 
altbongh at the beghming of his evidence, after all the quibbling and shuffling to which 
I*have just called yotir attention, he admitted that a great part of it was true, reliance 
upon the evidence of a witness of this kind is perfectly impossible. He does not dis¬ 
criminate between what is -true and false. He boldly states that aU he hqd stated before 
was false, and at the same time admits that a considerable part of it was true. Hem- 
chund has been shown to be a man having very large dealings with His Highness— 
not only in made-up ornaments, but also in looser precious stones. In fact, he appears 
to have had his best customer in His Highness, and doubtless he had a great desire to 
do him a service, if he could, even at the risk of his conscience, and he has rendered that service 
in the way I liave described—a way which has deprived his testimony of ail value. He says 
tliat all that was recorded in his statement by Gqjanund was put down by himself, but that 
there is not a singio word of trutli in it. It strikes me as singular that when his deposition was 
was read over to him before Sir Lewis Polly, he should not have tunuid round and said that the 
police had forced him to make it, and that he wonted to l>e protected. Had he made such an 
appeal, it would have been listened to, and the result would have been a most aeai’ching inquiry, 
which would have been of greater service to the Mahan^a than his sulwequGnt conduct has been, 
r pass over the obvious falsehoods he told us about not knowing Hindoostanee. The innocent 
air with which he asked “ What is Hindoostaiu I "-^apparently not knowing that there was 
such a language at all—was astonishing, the fact being that Mr. Souter addressed him in 
Hindoostani at the time when he tot saw him. I merely mention, m/- pasmni, the way in 
which he equivocated about the statement ho had undoubtedly given l)efore Mr. Souter. He at 
first said that the signature did not look like bis, end tlien afterwards, he admitted that it was 
his signatui’e, and a variety of other matters in his evidence showed him to be a man utterly 
unscrupulous £(hd incapable of distinguishing between tnith and falsehood. He professed tliat 
ho did not recognise Mr. Souter, aluiougli Tie was told to look at him in the presence of the 
Oommission. Now the more important jiart of his evidence to be considered is his stoi-y about 
his book. He says this book was made up for him by the police. Here, again, one is called 
on to express extreme surprise at the extraordinary stupidity of tlio police. Supposing my 
learned friend's theoiy is true, can one imagine a police officer so utterly ignorant of what 
was plausiVde under these circumstances as to make sucli entries in Hemchund’s books us 
Homchund says Gujanimd caused him to write? These two entries at the.end of the book, a.s 
the Commission will rcmembei*, appear under date the 7th or 8th November 1874. Now, fbe 
Hvidonee of Hemebund is that the omanients were taken by him to the Palace and. would be 
entered in his Vunffud Ncmd, or Book of Ornaments, taken on approval to different parties. 
The evidence sliows that the date on whi(;h he says he took these jewels, would be about the 
7th or 8th of the Dusserah—that is about tlie 27th October—anfl can any one suppose a 
police officer causing a man to write in his books any entry which did not corres|Mjnd with 
the evidence that he proposed to adduce before the Court ? I must say tliat 1 cannot under¬ 
stand a police officer causing a man to make an entry in his books which did not corre8}>ond 
with tlie statements that the ^lolice officer intended U> bring forwarfl. Yet that is what iny 
learned friend would seek to lead the Commission to infer from Homcliund Kutteychiind’s 
story. Now, the witness Hurjeewundasa, who was called as an expert, showed perfectly 
clearly that this Ynngvd Nond had been tampered with by some one in a very serious and 
<,H>mprehensive way. There were five piz whicli were genuine—the former part of the 
original book. There was a sixth juz, the i>apor of which corresponded with the pa))er of the 
first five^i-s—from which one leaf was niiasing—and then came these two jv^y the 7th and 
the 8th, composed of different paper, which, according to the opinion <»f tliis expert, must 
have been put into the book at a time subsequent to the making of the book. Now, to give 
colour to the man's story about the police making these entries, the Commission must 
suppose that tlie whole of the alterations from the end of the 5th juz were made by the 
police. The fifth jnz ended with a part of an entry which was continued on the sixtJi 
Juz, in diffei-ent handwriting. This perhaps is not very impoitant, because, the witness 
said that he used to gel anybody that was passing his shop to make entries iii his books 
for him, and that may account for the difference in the handwriting ; or, all events, 
it may have occurred in this way—supposing the sixth to have been tampered with 
he was obliged to destroy the writing between the last page of the fifth Jus and the 
sixtli, and could not get tlie same man to continue the writing on tho sixth Juz* But, 
liowcvei* tliat may b^,' tho Commission has the fact before it that the Ixiok has been 
tampered with, aocortog to the statement of Hemchund Futteychund before Mr. Souter 
and Sir Lewis Felly. Tho story that he gives os to this tampering is contained in page 189 
of tlie shorthand writer's not^ bat that fitatomont is certainly not in accord with the 
condition of his books, and is not in accord with the story he lias told us here. It is not 
pretended that the (mtries on all the pages of the last juz, with the exception of the two 
entries at the end regarding the diamond chips, were not geuuiue. He says they are aD 
gemdue on the and they are also all genuine on the sixth juz, and they are also all 



attempt to Aocomii for. He sa^rs that all ibe foUowt&>g entriea ore perfectly trae, tmtil yoa 
get to the laet onee^ vhioh he says he traR oompalled by Qaja&und to make. Nov, 
hisfstory ia to hang together consisteatly vith the evidence he has given, and the evidence 
given in the matter before the Commission, it is perfectly dear that all the jnaseii alter thC^ 
fifth should have been snbjeotod to manipi^tion % Gnjanund Vitfaul, but ho says that was 
not AO, bat that all the entries aro genuine until we get to tbe last entries in question. Now 
it seems to be much nxoce probable that this original story was the true one, and that the : 
missing page was removed in order to conceal the ordinal entiy about the diaincmds, and’ 
that he put down the time of the year in subsequent entries in <^er that he might not be 
without some retjord of his having taken these diamonds to the Palace, and that at the same 
time there should be nothing to.sliow but that he took these diamonds at a time when no 
improper purposes could be attributed to Uiem. Now there is only one page gone from the 
sixth and the whole of the 7th jm is new. It is perfectly clear that either upon that 
page, or upon some part of the following jva, this transaction as to the diamonds should have 
been entered. Now my learned friend, in regard to the evidence of this witnest^ urged it 
strongly as a reason for believing that the police should have labri<*ated tlie two entries, that 
the hoondees were not mentioned by Oujanund in the statement which he drew up for Hem- 
chund to sign. My learned friend obviously knew all about the transactions of the hooiKlees, 
hoin which it is reasonable to suppose that HeTuchuud had been in communication with those 
wlio are instructing him. These lioondees are entered as of the date of June, they l)ear on tlie 
face of them the following month of July, and the transaction is closed long before we come to 
the time of the Dusserra or Dewalee. No doubt he had a record of a transaction with one 
Sivchund Khftoshalchund, and he says the account belongs to Nannjee Vithul with reganl to 
some omamente; but that transaction was closed with tlie hoondees. The purchase nirrtiey 
was Rupees 7,000 and the amount of the hoondees was Rupees 7,000. But it became 
necessary, in order to conceal these transactions in regard to the diamonds, that Sivchund's 
account should be taken up agaiu, although there were no transactions with that person 
sulwequently to July. In order to divert attention from the transaction in regard to the 
diamond. cUi}>s, it became necessary, as 1 have already said, to continue this account of Sivchund. 
Sivchund is a Poona man, and the mention of his name in the books would itot l>o likely to 
attract attention. These payments thus sworn to by witnesses here to have been made in 
regard to diamond chips are entries in Hemchund^s books, in account with Sivchund, notwith¬ 
standing that there was no iiccount with Sivchund at the time. Hemclmml says that the 
account which continued in the name of Sivchund was really the account of Nanajee Vithul. 

J think I have made- my.self perfectly clear that the transaction referring to the jewels as 
punthased by Nanajee Vithul fj-om Sivchund was the cause of this account, hut that this 
jiccount was closed, so far as Nanajee Vithul was concerned, and there was therefore no 
further acc^ount in the book of Hemchnnd to which Sivchund was a party. It is peifectly 
clear, therefore, that that payment was made in regard to the diamond chips. There woi*e two 
payments, one of 2,000 rupet)s, and another which amounted to J ,000 ruf>ee8. The former waa 
really a payment of 2,000 rupees, but the latter was accounted for by a hoondee for Rs. 750, 
and was In favour of Venayekiao Vonkatesh—a transaction with which Sivchund had nothing 
whatever to do; it seems to be a tiunsaction entirely for the convenience of Venayekroo. The 
other jjayment was credited to Sivchund. When we^e those piymonts made? One in December, 
and the other in Januaiy, long after the attempt to [v»ison Colonel Phayre had been discovered 
—^loug after the attention of tbe Maharaja and his servants had boon called to the necessity of 
not allowing any pecuniary evidenw) to exist which might implicate His Highness in the j)lot. 
Wc have had distinctly shown by the books of Hemchund tliat these payments were on the 
dates stated, but from wliat funds were those payments ma<le ? Not from the private funds 
of Nanajee, or any other private fund, but from the State funds of His Highness the Gtw^k- 
war, the payments having been mode by a oarkoon in chaige of the Dunmla Mahal, a public 
t»fiicer. My leiimed friend says that tliis man Nanchund'Talluckchund was not called, but 
liaving before us the admission that tlie payment was made, it was quite unnecessary to call 
him. Nanaiee Vithul says he gave instructions to Nanchund to pay the money, and it was 
|»aid. Furtlior proof would not be necessary. Nanajee was not asked a question by my 
learned friend as to whether he had embezzled this money, and I think it has been admitted 
that it was paid out of the Qaokwar’s funds. Then we have Damodhiir Punt's statemeut m 
to how the Rs. J,0()0 paid to Hemchund.was obtained. He has shown you the two entries 
that were made, the two ycuU that were ptepared, one exhibiting a saving on the lighting 
account, and another exhibiting the proceeds of oertain coins received as numirtma; and he 
says that by the order of His Higlmess that money was directed t-o be appropriated for the 
payment of these diamond chips. Rupees 3,6()(> was the aggregate of these savings, and out 
of that amount Ra 8,000 was [uiid )>y Nanajee Vithul in the way I have descril)cd. The 
method of concealing the payments in Hemchund's books I have already described. They 
were said to be paid to Sivclmud, although the latter had nothing whatever to do with tliem, 
and detection of this fact would have bc^n almost impossiblo bad it not been for the original 
statement made by Hemchund. Your Lordships will remember that these paymejita fjf other 
diamonds w^ ordered to be entenni in the Ge^kwor's books as for a Brahman feast, but the 
priest of the Swamee Narayen temple has been called, and bo has proved that no snoh pay¬ 
ment was made. 1 think, my Lonl that after what 1 have stated you will agree tliat we 
books of Hemchund, so far from vouching for the truth of his story, absolutely disprove it, 


an<J that the explanatione mven by Damodhur Punt and Nanajee Vithid. show clearly i^diat 
the transactions were and Sie ingeniouB moans employed to conceal them. The entry m the 
accounts at the Palace was easily made to disappear. It consisted of a yad nearly at the time 
the attempt to poison Colonel Fhayre was discovered. There was no receipt on the face of 
the yad because no nionoy was paid. TJiei-e would, therefore, be no entry of payment in any 
of the ordinary books of the Palace. The record of it, so far as the Palace was concerned, 
existed simply in the yarZ, and when that yad was asked for at the time of the discovery to 
poison Colon^ Phayre, the witness Atmaram Rughoonath, like a veteran oarkoou, asks why 
he should give it up, and Nanajoe Vithul tells him tliat the jewels had been returned to 
Hemchund Futteychimd, which of course was a natural excuse, though Atiparam evidently 
had his doubts upon that subject, for ho told us here that he did not know whether the 
diamonds had really been returned or not. As to the blotted daily cash-books, it may be as 
well to remember that they were sealed up in the Palace on the day of the Maharaja’s arrest, 
in the presence of Damodliur Punt, to whose department they belonged, and that no one 
except the militaiy guaids over them had anything to do with them until they were brought 
to the tent in the Residency compound, and opened in the presence of Damodliur Punt. 
Damodbur had made no statement at the time. It was not expected; he was asked to be 
present simply that he might say whether Uie seals wore intact, and whether the documents 
belonged to his department. He comes and sees that the seals are intact; and you will 
bear in mind that when one of these obliterated documents was discovered, Qujanund Vithul 
went and told Mr. Souter about it. Mr. Souter comes and three more are discovered in 
like manner os the first. Now, it certainly is very remarkable tliat these documents should 
have been discovered in the way I have descpiboil, unless they really existed in that state 
at the time they were sealed up in the Palace, They were not discovered by the police, but 
by tbe Palace caikoons wlio were examining thorn. My learned fiicnd suggests tbit this 
obliteration was done by the police, but as I have already said, that would be a singularly 
clumsy device to adopt, and it was more likely to have been done by some clerk who had been 
told to oblitei’aie Salim’s name from the duftur, and stopped doing so wlien ho found what a 
clumsy job he was making of it. Why it was desired to obliterate these entries is tolerably 
clear. The obliterateil daily cosh accounts refer to the yads which are in evidence as N J, 
0 1, P 1, Q 1, the very first of which relates to the payment of Rs. l,()i)0 to Salim on the 
8 th Juno 1874, which I have already referred to as corro.««pondmg to the payment of Rs. 800 
to Nursoo and Rowjee. This document, for instance, must have appeared to Damodbur Punt 
one that it was very desirable to get rid of. Indeed it seems to me, my Lord, that the only 
reasonable explanation that can be given of these obliterated cash accounts is the one 
Damodbur Punt bis supydied, and any otlier suggestion legarding tliem is so incredible tis to 
be undesei'ving of serious attention. I have already referred to Hemchund^s evidence Jis being 
evidence on the face of it utterly untrustworthy, and 1 think it must have been clear to all 
who heard liim how lie came to give it. He was not under the charge of the police, but lived 
in the city, wlicre he was therefore accessible to tlic influence of any injudicious friend of 
His Highness to alter the stntoinents he had previously given. It seems to me to be a matter 
of almost necessary infiirenco that he, being capable of being worked upon by some 
injudicious friend of His lligliness to come here and ])erjure bimseltj came and did S(» in 
the way you must liave noticed. Now, my Lord, 1 have gone through the particular portions 
of the evidence of these four witnesses to whom my learned friend referred ns supplying a 
reason w'hy they should not be credited, and 1 think I have answered every one of my leamc<l 
friend’s arguments in regard to these witnesses. It must bo pe»fectly clear that eju;h of the four 
inaterial witnesses mode (>ne statement deliljemtely and completely ignorant of all knowledge of 
what the others had said. I oill attention to the statement at page HO of the notes wliere Rowjee 
alludes to the only communuaition he htul with Nursoo after his arrest, and to page 91, at 
which Nui’soo^describes the interview at somewhat greater length. Akbar All’s evidence on 
tbe point at page 10(J, and Gujanund’s at page 1G4, are also worth referring to. O'lien, again, 
Sir i^wis Felly’s evidence (page 17.9) as to iJic manner in which Nursoo gave his Htateineiit 
ought to show conclusively to tlie (Commission that it was given witboxit any pressure of any 
kind and after considerable time for deliberation had been granted to him. It must bo 
remembered also timt Nursoo has always been under charge of a military, and not a {hiUco 
guard. My learned friend said—and no doubt there was a certain amount of poetical jiistit'e 
in his complaint—that it was hard that Nursoo, V'ljo was probably the least villain among 
tlie chief witnesses, should have been the only man who was refused a jiardon, but wliat 
would my learned friend iiavo said if Nursoo had come here also to give his evidence with a 
pardon, of course he would liave said,—why all tliose men have agi*eed to ruin the Maharaja 
because they know they are free from all fear of punishment. There is a great deal of force 
in the observations made by my leanied friend as to the undesirability of having sititemeuis 
made before the police. In the regulation districts of India, ]>rovi8ion is made that that 
shall not be done, but special cases require special procedure, and it must be remembered that 
this was an iinjulry under special instructions frem the Viceroy, wIki sent the police here on 
this special duty. There was no Magistrate before whom all these witnesses could have been 
token. The Maharaja 'was siiQ, on tkc gadee in possession of his ])ower, and it would have 
beeij, I won’t say improper, but indelicate, bad Sir Lewis Felly undeitoken tho duty of 
hearing all def>ositious in the case. 

£>... w'.... t.\ ____ii..._i. ____.• i_* « 


The Advoeost^Qmmd .—There wae the Gantoxuaeiit Hagistmte, Dr. Sew&rd, but he ;hae 
jurisdiotion over the Kesidenoy or the City. ]t would have been iuconsistent with ^ Xiewi^ 
Felly’s position to take any active part in the myestigations, and it was in opnsequence ot 
his own desire and feeling that it would not Ije right for hint to do so that Mr. Souter WM 
appointed to come here on special duty. Besides the general work of administration in 
relation to the State was quite enough to occupy the whole time both of Sir Lewis Felly and 
his aaaistantj Mr. Bichey. Now, my Lord, 1 apprehend that having regard to the fact that 
the person incriminated was in uncontrolled exercise of his power, and that this was an 
inquixy into an attempt made upon the Besidont’s life, it is perfectly obvious that; that 
inquiry could not havo been left to the officers engaged iu the course of their political duties 
with His Higlmess or to Dr. Seward, who, l>eaide8 having no jurisdiction beyond the limits 
of the Cantonment, was also a material witness in the case. 1 think, therefore, that, as far as 
this port of the question is concerned, the observations of my learned friend lose all,their 
lK>int, and no fault can be found with the special procedure in this case. My learned friend 
has said that in pursuing their investigations, the police really practised torture on. the 
witnesses. 1 fail to find, on the reeoid, evidence of any statement or expression which can, in 
the slightest degree, justify that phrase, unless we me to take it fJiat leaving witnesses by 
themselves, and telling them that other witnesses had spoken the truth, was torture. There 
is a toi*ture, no doubt, to which these witnesR(?8 who may have taken an aotivo part in the 
conspiracy, may liave been subject—^biit that was the torture of their own consciences, and 
not a torturti inflicted upon them by the police, other torture there was none—the torture, 
as 1 have said, was th<*. torture conscience could place upon men who luul put themselves 
in such a position. In regard to the observations made by my learned friend os to the inipro- 
priety of telling one person or another who was apprehended that others who had been engaged 
in the same transaction liad made a couf(;ssiou, and that tlierefoi'e the persons mo inforiijed 
should themselves speak the tnith, although, no doubt, iu post years, under tho decisions of 
the Courts in Kngland, it was held that it was improper to tell a witness that ho liod hotter 
tell tlie truth, 1 think the doctrine so laid down has lung ago been exploded. 1 do not wish to 
refer to any cases iu England, and I have refrained from doing so throughout tl«c case, but 
on this particulfir point J may quote the case of the Queen verms Jervis, which is reported iu 
the first *volurne, Crown Cases, Beserved, in the new neriea of the Law Reports at page 00— 
tlie Coinmiasion will find there a most elaborate judgment of Mr. Justice Willes, to which 1 
have referred, in which he holds as perfectly paradoxicid the theory that U) mlvise a person 
to Hpeak tho truth, and that a confession made upon that, is not perfectly good iu such a 
case. 

Tim Prmide'id asked as to the date of the case alUidtHl to. 

Tim Advocote-Gemral said that his memory was not clear upon the point, but that he 
thought it was in IbOS or 1809. 

The PrcMeat also asked the Ajlvocate-Genoral if he knew who the person was who tohl 
tho witness to tell tlie. trutli. 

Tilt; A dvocate-Gemral said that he could not remember at tliat moment who liad said that, 
and lie requested leave to read from Ta^dor’s well-known work on evidence with regard to the 
case holmd juKt referred to—“ But when confesHions have been reject<‘d in consequencje i>f such 
“ expi-OMHions as the following having been used :—‘ ft will l)e better for yon to speak the truth ; 

“ ‘ It is of no uso for you* to deny it, for tlicrc Ju*o the man and boy wl»o will swear they saw 

‘ you do it‘ Now Ix) cautious iu Uie answere you give me to the questions J am going to put 
“ ‘ to you about this watch‘ Wliatever you say will be taken down and used ogaioMt you 
“ ‘ Do not say anything to jmyiuUce youi*self, os what you say I slniJl bike down, and it will be 
** ‘used for you or against you at your trial ‘What you arc charged with is a very heavy 
“ ‘ offence, ami you must be very careful in making any stateim'ut to me, or anybody else that 
“ ‘ may tend to injure you ; but aujrtliiug you can .say iu your defence, wo shall bo ready to 
“ ‘ hear, or sent to nasist you in these and the like cascH, it is only too appai'ent, that justice 
“ andcomiiioii sense have been sticrilicodon the shrine of mercy. Indeed, the jmlgos tUeniselves 
“ have of late years come to tlii-s conclu-sion, and after solemn discussion of the subject in the 
“ Court of CriuiinalAppejil, they have expimsly over niled tlie last tliree decisions cited above, 
“ as cuscH wliich arc discreditable to the law. So anxious was the Court at one time to exclude 
“ evidence of confessions, that exhortatiouH not to tell Iich, hixt.to speiik the trathj havo been 
“ de('ined likely to induce a/<//«« acknowledgment of guilt; and consequently, admissions made 
“ after such exhortation-s htivo more than once been rcjeiited. But this paradoxical opinion is 
“ now happily exploded.” Now, my Lord, tlioro is nothing more shown to havo taken place 
here. The witnesses liave l>eea severely cross-examined, but nothing more has been shown 
tlian the witnesses wero confronted one with another, and that Bowjee said to Nursoo 
“ I liave told the ti’uth up to my neck,” and that tho only ^idvice given to Danuxlhur Punt by 
Gujanund was to the effect that he should tell the truth; iind so cautious, I may say was 
Damodliur Punt oa to the promise of pardon, that Gujanund had to show him tho jiart of tho 
Criminal Procedure Code which relates to the grunting of pardons. 1 say tlmt there is nothing 
whatever to justify the assumption of my learned fiieud that this is a police cose, or that it 
was got up by tho police or that the witnesses luive been subject to intimidation, iSo far as the 
statement of the witness Ameena Ayah was concerned, and the statements of the other 
witnesses by whom she was corroborated, these statements related to diarges which the {lolico 
were not then engaged in investigating—^for they were then only engaged in trying to find out 
who had attempted to poison Colonel Fhayi'c, and it was not until the GaekWar.Uad been 


Ruspended that the charge of holding, improper (wmmuiueationa with the Besidiemf^ aervimte 
was brought forward. . , w. 

The AaAH><H3ie~QejMfral ooncluded his address as follows Lord, 1 think that upon a 
review of the mere circumstances under which these statements were made to pcdioe 
upon a consideration of the evidence which has been given before the Oommhwion^ and upon 
a companson of that evidence so given under circumstances which allowed to 'ti>e defence 
the fullest opportunity of cross-examination, upon a comparison of that evidence with the 
statements oiade by the witness Kowjee, I think this Commission cannot hut come to the 
conclusion that the witnesses examined here have substantially spoken the truth. That my 
learned fnend's ingenuity should have found discrepancies in their evidence, I am not sur¬ 
prised, nor I believe, are the Members of the Commission; but that these discrepancies do 
not affect the main ^ts of the story will be abundantly clear to the Commission when they 
come to review the evidence. The only witness who has not adhered to his statement, is 
Hemchoud Futtychund who has peijured himself in the face of the Commission, peijured 
himself under oirourastanoes which, I think, fully justified the police in detaining the otlier 
witnesses in such a manner that they also should not be exposed to the outward influences 
which have obviously been brought to bear upon Hemchund Futtychund. Against the mass 
of the testimony brought forward here in support of the charges against His Highness the 
Gaekwar, not a single tittle of evidence has been adduced. I have in the course of my address 
to tite Commission pointed out the numerous matters in wluch it should have been possible and 
(tasy for my learned friend, had he been so advised, to have produced witnesses to contradict the 
statements put forward by the witnesses called by me. Not one of these witnesses was pro¬ 
duced by my learned friend, and the Commission will draw tlieir own conclusions from thjit 
circumstance. As to Yesbwuntnio and Salim, my learned friend has stated that in tlie exercise 
of what, I am sure, was the soundest discretion, he had decided not to will thorn. My learned 
friend wns not able to speak in tenns of mtich approval of Yeshwuutrao and Salim, but when 
it is remembered that these two men were the coiifidential servants of H is Highness the 
Gaekwar up to the time of their arrest, arul that ever since tlieir arrest they have been kept 
under a military guard,Ithat they have had no commuuicatiou whatever with the police, au<l that 
since the arrest of His Highness, his solicitors have been allowed the most unrestrict;^ private 
communiaition with them, I must say that it strikes me as very surprising that my* learned 
friend has not called upon them to give evidence, though, as I have said, 1 liave no doubt 
whatever that my learned friend has exercised the soundest discretion in not putting these men 
into the witness box. There is, therefore, no testimony to oppose to that whicli has been 
marshallod against the Gaekwar, and unless the Commission should reject altogoLlicr the 
evidence which has been so marshalled os utterly unworthy of credit, J apprelicnd there can lie 
no doubt wliatever but that it will l)c the painful duty of Your Lordsiiips to find these four 
charges against His Highness amply proved. J have no necessity to make any appeal t<j 
your Lordships in regJirtl to the view that you should take in this mutter ; is not my 
province ; it would not become me to do so ; such is not my instruction. J will only say this, 
that if there is anything in the arguments which 1 have ottered for youi' consideration upon tlu3 
evidence which has been re<’!m*(led, and if there is any truth in the evidence so recorded, then 
there is no room for sympathy with His Highness. Tiie “persecuted jn-inoe” to whom my 
learned friend has referred so frequently disappears, and the CommiRRion can only look upon 
him as a criinmol worthy of condign punishment. I do not tliink I can make any further 
observations upon the case than those I iiave offered to you, as calmly, 1 trust and as disjias- 
siouately as it was my duty to do. 'J'hei'e are many small points which 1 liave not introduced 
in my remarks, but 1 have deemed it right to address myself only to more imi»ortant parts oi* 
the evidence, although I am aware that the consideration of tlicso smaller points might help to 
show the stoiy told by the witnesses to he true, and that the theory put forward upon the part 
of the defence js totally unsustainable, 1 thank this Coramission most sincei'ely for the patient 
and courteous attention with wliich they have listened to what I have had to aildress to them, 
iind I pray God that your deliberations may be conducted to a righteous conclusion. 


EXHIBITS.—No. 1 Series. 
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Exhibit No. 1. 

9 

Jfo His Excellency the Iligbt Honourable Thomas Geobok Bakino, Bahon Nobthbuook, 

G.M.S.I., V iqeroy and Oovemoi’-Goneral of India, Calcutta. 

< 

My Honourwl and Vaiuoff Friend,—From the events which occurred prior to Your 
Kx^elleucy’s klmreefca of 25th July 1874, it is plain that the administration of this State 
cannot Iw carried on, and the necessary refonus introduced without the cordial support of 
the Resident. It had occurred to me, among other matters 1 desired to say in reyjly to the 


the present Betadent, Colonel Phayre* bad all along iakoi up towards me, ami to subnut for 
Your Excellency's consideration wbetW, with the want of sympathy wbi^ existed between 
us, 1 could expect an imbiasscd and fhir treatment at his hands in future. . 1, however, 
refrained from troubling Tour Excellency owing to the confidence expressed by Tour 
Excellency in Colonel Phayre, and in the hope that, seeing the course T resolved to adopt on 
receipt of Tour Excellency's advice, he could foigot the paat, and assist me with his active 
sympathy in the difficult work of introducizig a reformed regime. But I deeply regret to say 
the experience of the past three months that this hope has not only been not realised, but 
that, on the contrary, Oolo/iel Fhayre has evinced, if an^hing, a moro determined and active 
op{>OBition towards me and my administration than before. 

Prom the very comroenoemont ho had expressed a strong opposition to the ndootion of the 
minister of my choice. Tho assurance of support subsequently given by him to my minister, 
however, rais^ hopes in me, but they have not been recuised. 

On the receipt of Your Excollenoy's kliureeta 1 at once took the neoossmy steps as far as 
practicable, and have been endeavouring all along to give effect to tho advice contained 
therein. Among other things I have to replace the executive machineiy of Oovomment with 
able and experienced men, to satisfy, on some equitable basis, the demands of the Sirdars and 
others which had received attention from the British Government, and to inquire into and 
revise the existing land revenue settlement throughout the whole territory. No one, however, 
can know better than the Besident what difficulties each of these subjects presents, especially 
when all this is to be effected in a very short time. But when, owing l-o his former attitude, 
even Colonel Phayre's lu’esonce alone would have been enough for a continuance of the un¬ 
settled state of ^e mind of tho people, unless lie gave me open and cordial su])port, tlic 
difficulties of my work l^ecnmo vastly increased by the course of open opposition he hoM been 
lately pursuing. I am, therefore, driven to appeal to Your Excellency, which 1 do most 
reluctantly to deciilo wliether under such circumstances 1 con have a fair trial 

1 may mention here one or two instances in support of my complaint. A charge of 
defamation was some days ago profon*ed by my fathor-in law against a Sillailar by name 
Ohandei*ao Kadoo. My Dewan himself, in tho presence of Chanderoo, read over the pro- 
c(»edings of the preliminary investigation, and in order to give both parties the benefit of. an 
impartial trial, 1 directed tho Chief Magistrate, Mr. H. A. Wadia, to try tho case instead of the 
Henaputtee, who is my relative. The accused suddenly left Baroda, nnd, I was informed, went 
to the camp. What he did thoro I cannot say. But soon after several othui' Silladars and some 
Sirdars, with their rotaiiicrs, some 150 in number, assembled, armed in the house of one of 
tluun, openly defying tho Durbai' authority and threatening ai'iued resistance. They told i-he 
Durbar officials, who wont to serve the summons on C'handeroo that the case in which his 
attendance was requinul was a caste concern, o/id that they would <lcfeiid him witli their lives 
if attimipts wore made to enforce bis attendance. They then escorted him to his housi! and 
rcJTiiained there nnnod to guard him. I sent tho Dewan to represent th(i matter to Colonel 
Pliayre, in the hope that he would use the influence he had over them, and uphold the Durbar 
authority. But, to my astonishment, the Dewan found the Itesideut prepared justify their 
conduct on the viuy same plea, and almost in the very same words tlie Silladars tliemselveft 
had used. Kc refused to persmulo thorn to disperse, saying that they would do so only if the. 
criminal procfiedings were withdrawn. On tlie joylul occasion of the birth of uiy son 1 
resolved to give up further proceedings against Chaiulerao, when 1 sent thi; Chief Justices of 
the High Court to explain to the assembled Silla<larH that further crimiiml proceedings 
would not Ix) taken against Chanderao, and to ask them to return to their houses, they 
refused to do so, and substituted in j)laco of Chandorao’s (?ase a new plea for resistance, that 
unless the grievances of one and all of them wore redressed they would not separate. Tho 
llesident at the same tim<» addressed me a yad with reference to this assemhlage, putting 
me the very same quc.stion, viz., what steps had boon ,^ken by me towards sottluig the 
grievances of the Sirdars, showing a remarkable coincidtuiee of views.^ 

As another instnneo, I heg to enclose copy of a letter i*eeeived from the Itesident dated 
20th October 1874, and translation of a petition to the Govemment of Bombay which aocoia- 
panied it. The petition is from certain Sindee Malioniedan cultivators, complaining that they 
wore prevented from cutting their crops, and were inohsalled, &c. Youi* Excellency will 
observe the threat of an api^Mil to arms which 'is contained m the petition. On in(|uij*y I 
find that these petitioners had not madi< any complaints since the commencement of tlie last 
rainy season either to the tahioka authorities, to the heiwl of* tho Revenue Department, or to 
the Dewan. The petition further on tho very face of it shows that it has been drawn up 
under tho ins]>iratiou of designing persons. Colonel Phayre, however, without making any 
inquiry from me, at once a<ldres.sed me the above letter. Tins letter is enough to show tlie 
spirit in which the Resident acts towards me, such proceedings on the part of the Resident can¬ 
not but have the effect of encouraging the turbulent propensity of such a class of MaLonwKlans 
and disloyally generally. • 

These two instances, which I have taken as repi*escntative ones, can hai'dly give an 
idea of the barasaing an<l vexatious treatment T aw at present receiving at the Resident's 
hands. ■ 

Tliis attitude on the part of tho British representativo has naturally Ijccome a source of 
serious anxiety to me, especially as in such times persons an* not wanting who, for their 
private ends, toko advantage of this state of things to misrepresent mo and to instigate 
ooiitinuouB resistance to my authority among my subjects. The result will be a great loss of 


revenuo this year and a continuance of the unsettled state of the minds of the people. How 
Boviously this state of affairs must embarrass and obstruct me in my intended reforms it is not 
difficult to wnccive. 

Your Excellency knows well the extent and nature of the work before me, and I owe it to 
myself and those whom I have engaged for that work to submit how hopeless any efforts on 
my port Wf)uld be if Colonel Phayre wore to continue here as repi'esentative of the paramount 
power with his uncompromising bias against me and my officials. 

I beg it to bo understood that I do not impute other than conscientious motives to Colonel 
Phaypo. But ho is too for committed to a distinct line of policy and to certain extreme 
views and opinions, and he naturally feels himself bound to support all and cvoiything he 
1)08 hitherto said or done. He makes no allowances. He forgets that till the officialfl I have 
aske<l for come 1 could not make much progress in the mahois, and continues to lend a ready 
ear to complaintn against me, thus defeating the very object he says he has in view of helping 
in the arduous task before me. 

(Colonel Phayre lias been my prosecutor with a determined and strong will and purpose, 
and that bo now should be made to sit in judgment upon mo is, 1 must submit, simply unfair 
to me. From only three months* experience, it is clejir that he has prejudged the case, and 
I rannob oxjxjct an impartial 3’oport from liiiii. I leave myself into Yoiiv Excellency’s hands. 
Your Kxcolloucy hn.s asked me to stake iny all on this trial, and I must therefore request 
Your Excellency to pinco me in a condition in which 1 can really have the fair trial Your 
Excellency has given me. 

I may mention liere that I have made some ))rogr(*HS in the various refoims recommended 
by Your Excellency, which will l»e ctimmunicatcd to Govemnumt in due time. As to what T 
have alrca<ly done, and what I propose to do, in the matter of the cinims contained in the 
(yoinniission report, and upon whicli Oovemrnont have given advice, 1 shall shortly send in a 
complete Btaternent. For the reduction of assessment I liave already fixisl upon my arrange¬ 
ments, and I am only waiting for the Government officials 1 have asked for to caiTy them 
into effiict. 

As I cannot enter in a kharoota like this into all those incidents which make up my 
present troubles and anxieties, I I’equest lhat my minister he permitted to visit Your 
Excellency with the Itesident. I shall feel highly obliged by Your Excellency granting tliis 
{wrmiHsion by t/elegram. 

1 l>eg t<» express tlic high consideration and osteern J entertain for Your Excellency, and 
subscrilHj myself 

Your sincere friend, 

Haro<la Palart!, (Signed) .Ills Hkjunkss Mulhajiau Majjakaja. 

2nd November 


Exhibit No. 2. 


To His Higlmess Maharaja Mataiaiiuao Oakkwah, Sena Khas KliaiPSnniaiici-e Bahadoor, 

Baroda. 


Mv Honoukkd ani> Valuko Fuiiond, Foii William, the 2")tli November .ISTl*. 

1 HAVi? rc<;eiv(fd through the Bombay (lovcmment, youj* Highness’ kliurcota, dated 2nd 
Novoud^er 1871. 

1 deem it unnecessary to discuss with your Highness thereasfms you have given for desiring 
II c.hangt' in tlu^ JW*oda Ibtsidency. But, after a careful consideration of the circumstances that 
liave tiikcn place, and, moreover in puisuance of the determination of the Oovornuient of 
India to affind your Highness every ojqjortunity of inaugurating a new systeni of adrninistra- 
limi with success, I have made aiTaugonients to depute an officer of high J’ank and of wide 
experience in political attaii's to lie the representative of the British Oovcrnuicnt at your 
Highness’ Court. 

Accordingly I have apjiointed Oolonol Sir Lewis Pelly, K.C.S.L, my Agent for Kajpootana, 
to be my agent at Baroda, and he will ]»rosent tins kbureeta to your Higlmess. 

In giving to your Higlmc^ss the great advantage of tlje advice and assistance of an officer 
ol such high distinction, who has llUed important political functions witli great ability and to 
my entire satisfaction, 1 have now clone everything in Juy power to aid your Highness in the 
ellbrts which I am glad to be informed by tlic khureeta under reply are being made to reform 
tlic admiuistratiou of your Highness" ten’itovios in consoquonco tiftho khureeta 1 acldrcBsed to 
your Highness (Ui the 25tb July 1S74. 

( shall await with anxiety thti reports whicli 1 shall receive from Sir Lewis Pelly from time 
to time of the progress of the measuros which your Higlmess is taking with this object. 

11 'Cg to expreas the high consideration 1 entertain for your lliglmess and to subscribe 

mySclf 

Your Highness’ sincere fi-iond, 
Nojithbuook, Viceroy and Qoveruor-GoneuiL 


(True copy,) 

u_li’... 
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Exhibit NaS. 

*No. 601 of 1874. 

Prom the toiDEsr, Baroda, to the Chemical Analyser to Government, Bombay. 

Baroda, 13th Novemhev 1874. 

Keferrino to your demi-official letter to the addresa of the ReHidency Sui-geon, 
Barodi^ dated the 11th instant, relating to a small packet of poisonous matter forwarded to 
you for examination by Dr. Seward, I have the honour to reciuest tliat you will he kind 
enough to ihvour me with a formal official report oa to the contents of tlie poisonous matter 
above referred to. 

2. With reference to the statement made in your letter that the powder forwarded to you 
consisted partly of common white ai* 80 .nic and partly of finely powdered silicious matter '* 
which, under the microscopn, appeared to be either pr>wdered glass or r[uarti!, being most like 
the former, I should feol much obliged by your kindly informing nits wlusther in your opinion 
the silicious matter referred to can possibly be powdered diamond. 

3. Previous to the receipt of your letter under I'eference 1 h»d received secret and ron- 

* ^ ... fidentinl infomiation* that the ixslson ndininistered to 

* Please do not meiitiun thin at DieHunt. j* i • i. e • ± j* /t\ • 

^ me did consist of a mixture of (1) common arsenic, 

(2) finely powdered diamond dust, (3) copper. 

The importance of verifying this infonnatioii is obvious. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) U. PjiA.yHK, Colonel, Kesident, Baroda. 


EXHtBlT No. 4. 

My Dear Sir, 

Will you oblige me by causing Ksliwantrao and Salim to be sent to the Hesideucy 
at your earliest couvenionoe, as Mr. ^uter, tho CommisMioner of Police, is desirous of taking 
their evidence in 1 ‘egard to the case now under inveHtigation before him. 

Yours, &.C. 

Residency, 23rd December 1874. liEWis Pelly. 

To Dodabhoy Nowrojee, Eaq. 


Mr Dear Sir, Palace, Baroda, 23rd Decemlier 1874. 

As asked in your note just received, I send Esliwantrao and Salim for their evidence. 

Y ours, &c. 

Sir Lewis Pelly, Residency. Dadabhoy Nowrojee. 


My Dear Sir, ^ 23rd December 1874. 

1 HAVE already sent away Eshwanirao and Salim to 3 ’ou. 1 hope they are at the 

Residoucy by this time. 1 am waiting for a note from you for doing anything further. 

^ Yours, &c., 

Sir Lewis Polly. Dadabhoy Nowrojee. 


My Dear Sir, 

Kindly ask the Maharaja to cause tho houses of Eshwanirao and of Salim to bo 
searched, as it is alleged they are concerned in the im])ortaut case (attempt to poison the late 
Resident), now before the Commissioner. 

The Commissioner of Police would be very glad if you could arrange for tlie.head of your 
office conducting the search, and this note will he taken to you by two of the Commissioner's 
men, who, he would request, might be present at tlie search. 

Yours, &c., 

23rd December, Lewis Pelly, 

Dadabhoy Nowrojee, Esq. 


Urgent, 

My Dear Sir, Residency, 23rd December 1874. 

The Commissioner of Police informs me that the servants of H.H. the (laekwafr, 
named Eshwantrao and Salim, whom you were so good as to send up liero to-day, have 
returned to the city without giving their evidence or communicating with him. 

The Commissioner considers that there is a prlmd facie case of complicity already.made 
out against these persons in respect to the attempt to poison Colonel Plmyrc, and the Commis- 
Hioner hopes that these persons may lie made over to the Residency for safe custody, pending 
the tenninalnon of tho investigation ol' this important case. 



My advioo to Hia Highneaa ia to afford ovcoy practicable facility for the thoroughly clear¬ 
ing up all tho ciroumslancoa of the case. If His Sighixess pleaee to send a gua^ to the 
Beaidenoy with the accuaed I shall be happy to. receive them. 

Tom^ &C. 

To Dadabhoy l^owrojoe. Esq. ' ' laiiwifl Fsllt. 


Mt Bsak Sib, . ^ Palace Baroda, 28rd peo^ber 1874!. 

Om Tooeiving your note, Hia Qighnesa u once aei^ Eahwahtra^ and asked him 
why he and Salim had returned without giving their evidence. He answered that he gave, 
my letter to you, to one Bala PuttawaUa; and this puttawalla told him that the Sahib said, 
bob.’’ Eshwantrao says he a^ed again of the puttawalla whether the Sahib did 
not want him and Salim, as they had been sent special^ to the Sahib. Tho puttawalla said 
again tlie Sahib only said, Sal^ bob," that Manajee FattawaUa also gave the same reply, 
told them to go. 

From this it is evident that some misundorstandiog has taken place. 

I had not told these men to go to the Oommiasioner of Police, but had only directed them 
to yourself. 

On my explaining your note to His Highness, be was sorry any mistake should have taken 
place, and immediately ordered them to go to you. 1 send them with thia letter to you, 
uocompauied by a karkoon, who will hand tnem over to you. 

His Highness is ready to give every practicable facility for clearing up the matter. 

Yours, Ac. 

To Colonel Sir Lewis Pelly. * DajOAUHOT Nowbojee. 


Dadabhoy Nowrojee, Esq. 

Mt DEAit Sm, 

1 AM obliged by your promptitude in causing Eshwantrao and Salim to be sent to tho 
Residency for the purpose of giving evidence. 1 have requested the Commissioner of Police 
himself to see that they are accommodated in my office witli as little discomfort as i>osaibJe, 
and to take their evidence without unnecessary delay to-morrow. The puttawalla, if ho told 
those persons to go to-day, acted wholly without my knowledge. Pray thank His Highness 
for his assurance of giving cveiy practical facility for clearing up this important matter. 

If you co\dd conveniently meet me to-morrow luonxing at eight o’clock, I should bo glad to 
see you. 

Youib, Ac. 

Residency, 23rd December 1874. Lewis Felly. 


Exhibit No. 6. 

My honoured and valued friend His Excellency the Viceroy, having declared his intention 
of giving ine an opportunity of clearing myself from the grave suspicion which he was induced 
to consider attached to me in consequence of the alleged attempt to poison Colonel Fliayre, 
the Resident at my Court, I now, out of respect for Hia Excellency the Viceroy, and from a 
desire to clear myself before him and l^fore the world at largo of those suspicions, make the 
following statement 

I never had, nor have I now, any porsomd enmity towards Colonel Phayre, It is true that 
I and my ministera were convinced that, owing to the ixtsition taken up by Colonel Phayie 
during his Residency, it would bo impossible satisfactorily to* carry out the reforms 1 had 
instituted and ‘was endeavouring to complete in deference to the authoritative adviea conveyed 
to me in the khufita of the 25th July 1874, consequent upon the report of the Commiasion 
of one thousand eight hundred and seveuty-thrue, and acting on tliis conviction, and after a 
long and ancribus deliberation with my ministers, Messrs. Dodabhai Nowrojee, Bal Mangesh 
Wagle, Hortnusjee Ardeshir Wadia, Kazi Shahabudeen, and offiets, I caused the khariia of 
the 2nd November one thousand hl^t hundred and sovetity-four to be despatched, to Hiw 
Excellency the GQvemor Qcneral through Colonel Phayi'c himself, and notwithstanding his 
remanstrancu» feeling assured that when the true state of affiiirs was placed before His 
Excellency the Viceroy, my appeal would be successful This conviction was shared by all 
my ministers and was strengthened by om* knowbdge of the severe censure which had been 
passed on Colonel Phayre by the Bombay Government. The removal of Colonel Phayre on 
the 25th November 1874 shows that our judgment was not erroneoua Thus, neither personal 
nor political motives existed to induce me to attempt tho crime with which 1 am charged, and 
1 solemnly ^hure that 1 never pewnally, or through any agent, procured or asked we pro¬ 
curement ot any pokon w^tsoeyeir for tne puiq^c of attempting the life of Coloniel Phayre; 
that 1 never personally or tWogh; any agent directed any such attempt to be made; and 1 
declare that tne whole of the evidenoe of the ayah Ajn^nSk, of Howjee, Nursoo and D^niodur 
Trimbuck on this point hr absolutfly untrue. 1 declara that I never personally directed any 
of the Residency servants to act a^ sp^s on Resident, or report to me what was going on 
at the Residency, nor did I ever offer or cause to be paid Any money t6 ti^m for such 


1 Bay nothing as to the presents that may perl^^ liave been made to servants of the Besi- 
dency on festive occasions such as marriage and the like. Information on trifling matters going 
on both at the Keaidency at my PalfMQ: ttuiy have been mntoaUiy communicated, but I did 
not personally hold imy interopurse with those servants for this purpose ; nor am 1 personally 
cognizant of any payments for ^he saiM having been made; nor did I authorise , any measuree 
by which secrets of the Besidenty should be conveyed to me. I present myself before this 
Commission fearlessly. I pikt implicit fisith in l^eynstice pf th<^ appointed by my honoured 
and valued friend file Vic^y. I am willing to'answer any questiOnB they may deem it 
right to put to me, and agaiii solemidy deny the Ibul charge my enemies have instigated 
a^dnst me. 


KoTB.—Tfao ftbovo Exhibit 5 wait aceomMnied ^ « cimilar statcra^t in Harothn. Both the Engiiab aud the Maratba 
•tatementa were praecnted by the Comu»el for His Aighncu tho Oaokww. 

! JoHs Jaboznb, Societaiy to tho Conunissionen. 
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Exhibit A. 

Translation of a Marathi Exhibit marked A, 

To Hazbat (or Mr.) Sheikh Abdoola, Butler, at present residing at Mahableshwur. 

May his wealth always increase. M^th respects and prayers. Further, the cause of writing 
(this lettter) is its followsI have received a letter from yon and iinderstftod its contents. I 
hop(i you will in like manner frotiuently communicate to me tlte news from that place through 
letters and thereby gratify (me). Salim saw mo on his arrival liore, but as that is a “Jlaj 
Darltari ” matter (State matter), it will be done leisurely as opportunities offer. 1 am a little 
Iwjttor. I have sent.a letter there stating that I would attend on tho ilOth (twentieth). It 
is (my) intention to go there accordingly. I have now also commenced (taking) medicine. 
There is also less strength in (ray) hands. Vivo rupees have been paid to Vazir Ma. You 
liad given to me here the letter rcceiv(id by you from homo. On reading it J found its 
contents (as follows) ;—“ The house of your father-in-law is to bo attaclicd. AVhat place, then, 
'* should be fixed for residence?” I can give no reply about this. Formerly I told licr to J*e8ide 
in (our) house, but she did not mind this, and lived there at her father's house. And 5 rupees 
for expenses and a blaek mtrl {a of cloth worn hy have been sent subsequently. 

Even when she has money in her hands, she sends for it from here. 1 am, therefore, thrown 
into difficulties on all sides. Aftei* securing his or her object on all sides, I Jim likely tO be 
disgraced eventually. If a single pot, out of the })ot3, &a, which are in tho house is lost, you 
will be Tesponsible for it. You write (to say) that you will send ten rupees for mo. It will 
be well if you send the same soon, that is bdbre the 18th. If not please yourself; I cannot 
compel (you). From Alisha Jemadar hiive been received 25 rupees on account of himself [and 
25 rupees on account of Baheem 3aheb, and lU on account of Shah 8aheb—in all sixty nmees. 
Forty rupees i^majn (to be recovered), for which it is in contemplation to get a fresh bond 

executed. Meanwhile 20 rupees, duo to a Marwari,*^ 
* i.e., money on or. should be paid off soon. After the ^ymont there<ff, 

I am to proceed thithei'. By (my) taking one montli's leave, 1 have been subjected to a heavy 
loss. But what can be done ? Owing to my illnoss, I could not help (doing so).* 

I had been to Yeshwant Bao’s house. He baa gpno to Fandharpur on fifteen days’ leave. 
He said to me as follows" On my return I shall have arrangements made about you, and 
“ the Maharaja twice or tlirico inquired when the.ayah would come,” Salim was invit^ to 
my place of residence here. He was shown attention so far as my poOT circumstances would 
permit. Let this be known. What more, need bo written. This is my (representation). 
Baheem Saheb Mohideen and Baba Matkor and others send their beet eompliments to you. 

Dated 10th April 1874. ^ Aheena Bi Avah, Kosiding at Bombay. 

; i, ' 

(A true translation.) 

;Nowboz^i FDJR&ooiurEBf Swom Translator and Interpreter to the Commission. 

Baroda^ 27ih Februaiy 1875. Jom. Jabbihe, Secre^, 



Exhibit B. 

Translfttion of a MaratKi Exhibit marked B. 

Love to SoBHAOiAWATi Ameena Bi Ayah, from Sheikh Abdoola, Butler, Karel. 

I am well by the favour of God and by your blessing. You should not entertain any 
anxiety, Colonel Phayro went to Poona on the 18th; ho is to put up at Kirkeo. Let it be 
known to you that the Dewan liae been removed, and that no otlter person has yet been 
appointed (in his room). You should conununicate what news there is, (getting the letter) 
written by a gtjod writer. Make inquiries about the Hazrat, who was in Bombay, and bring 
him without fail at tho time of (your) coming. (You) should write about him without fail. 
You should comiuunicate (to me) news frequently^ You have forgotten mo since your 
departure to Poona. Whiit can you do ? It is my fhte. It is the will of God. It is my 
predestination. What can you do ? You should not do so. Yesra Naik has gone to Bombay. 
Let this be known to you. Abdoola Khan has accompanied the Saheh. Pe<lro sends his 
compliments to you. Give my, as also Pedrf)’s, compliments to your butler; thomestri(co(»k) 
and other people also send their compliments to you. Bated 18th, 3874. Signature of Sheikli 
AbdooL (He) sends his compliments in cose they have been omitted through oversight. Sond 
a reply to this letter without Ikil. I anxiously await it. 

What more need be written ? 

This is (my) request. 

{Adilrens on thv. iMir). Tliis letter should be delivered to Ainopua Bi, the ayuh of the 
Resident Mr. Boovey, in the bungalow of the Revenue Collector, Mr. Oliphant, near the Post 
Office, Poona. 

Not paid. 

Poona. 

To be delivered to Ameemi Bi, the ayah of the Resident, Mr. Boevey. Desjmtchcd from 
Baroda. Shaba. 


A true translation. 

Nowrozji Furdoonjee, 

Sworn Translator and Interpreter to the Commission, 
Baroda, 27th Fcbioiary 1875. John Jaudine, Secretary. 


* Exhimit C. 

M’rauslatioii of a Marathi Exhibit marked (J. 

Love from SoitiiAoiAWATi Amkena Bi, Ayah. 

(Addrossod to) Sheikh Audoola Wallud Sheikh Adam, Butler, residing at Baroda. 

I am well by the favour of God and by your blessings. The cause of writing (tins) letl<er 
(is as follows).—(I) have had no tidings of you since your departure from Baroda. This has 
made me very uneasy. You should therefore not act in this way. But as it is the will of 
God, you are not to blame. It is n»y fate. What can you do ? The Maharaja is luucli j>er- 
plcixed. He has received an order to the effect that the j>etitions j)re8ented by tho ryots 
should bo disposed of within fifteen months. Sucli an order has been issued and the Dewan 
Saheb has been removed and prohibited from visiting the bungalow (/.e., the Residency), 
lict this be known to you. 1 receive no news wliatever from you. You should send me nows 
frequently. I am doing well here. Do not enteiiain any axiety. The people in tho bungalow 
send tlieir compliments to you and convey the same to the Butler. 

Yeshwuiit Rao Naik has gone to Bombay, Let this be known to you. Shabuddiu is also 
to go, (but) 1 have no correct infomiation. As soon as you see (this) letter, sond a reply 
without fail. What more need l»e written ? This is what I had to write. 

My compliments to the reader, in case they have been omitted through oversight. 

The signature of Sheikh AHDOonA, Butler, 

Dated 16th August 1874. His gwn' handwriting. 

, {A true tiunslatiim.) 

Noweozji Fuedoonjee, 

Sworn TranalatGr and Interpreter to the Commission. 

Baroda. 27(li Febniarv 1875. John .TAumwii; SAnWa*.* 


Exhibit D. 

Translation of a Xaratbi Exhibit marked D. 

To Hassbat (or Hr.) Sheikh AbpoolAj Butler, residing at Baroda. 

I, Ameena Bi Ayah, now lesiding at BombOT, respectfully represent (as follows):—I sent 
to you a letter affixing a postage strap on it I do not know whether it has reached (you) 
or not; I am therefore under anxiety day and night I trust you will, therefore, not act iu 
this way, but will frequently communicate the news by letter and thereby gratify mo. If you 
wish that I should not go there, I am ready to undertake a voyage to England. If you wish 
it, I shall endeavour to obtain a situation of that kind. 1 am in doubt os to why no lettor 
is received from you here; I await a reply from you. If you call (me), I shall go there; it 
will not matter (in the least). I wrote to you for (money for my) expenses, but nothing lias 
been received from you. Convey ray best compliments to the Kozi Saheb, my compliments 
to Salim and my best compliments also to bo given to Yeshwunt Kao. 

Chotoo’a mother owes me rupee one. You should deduct it from hor son’s pay, because slio 
has not visited me since her arrival at Bombay. You should go to luid make proper inquiries 
at the place there, where 1 am coming to take up service. T hear that he has obtained an ap¬ 
pointment in Kowa Kanta. If such a i^ing has happened, it is very bad. Write to say whether 
you have borrowed Ks. 5 from Vingorlekur Mahominad. Ho comes here and duns me for 
at the (payment of the) same. Let me know in writing whether this is true. I do not know 
whether or not you hiivo deliverod the note (chitti) enclosed by mo in my last letter to the 
person for whom it was intended. I lalxmr under anxiety on this account only. Give my 
best compliments to Nafhiaba. Write to say whothor or not you have received the two 
“firkocs." What more need bo written ? This is my voquest. Dated 29th March 1874. 

I reside in Shetwudi in the same house as before. 

Amegna Bi Atah, Bombay. 

A reply to bo sent without fail. 

(A true translation.) 

Nowbozji Furboonjee, 

Swoni Translator and Interpreter to the Commission. 

Baioda, 27th February 1876. John Jabdine, Secretary. 


Exhibit E. 


Pedro dft Sou»i, Native Ohristiau, states 1 am about thirty-seven years of age, and have 
for more than twenty-live years past boon in the service of Colonel II. niayre, tlie late 
Resident at Baroda. 1 have been serving that gentleman as his butler for tlie Inst lifteeu 
or sixteen years, and bcfoie tliat 1 tilled sevei'aJ situations of ditferent kinds in liis househoid. 
When Colonel Phayre was appointed bo tlio oliice of Resident at Baroda, which was, 1 tliinK, 
iu the month of March 187^1,1 accomimnied him to tliat place, lived in the Residency, and 
served him there from tliat time until the month of September lust, when 1 obtained leave of 
absence .from him and proceeded to Goa, my native country. I left Baroda on the 3rd 


October last, went to Qoa, remained there about a fortnight, and returned to Baroda on tlie 
3rd Novemlier, one month after my departure. I know one Salim, a Mahoraedan, who rtssides 
at Baroda and is a “.;asood ” iu the service of H. H. the Gaekwar. I liave known this man 


Salim from the time I first went to Baroda with Colonel Phayre, as aliove 8 tate<I. He used 
^to come to the Residency twice a week regularly during all the time I stayed there. The 
Gaekwar always came twice a week, on Mondays and Thursdays, to pay a sort of official visit 
to the Resident; and on tliesc days Salim always ]»reccded Hia Kighness to give notice of his 
coming. Salim always brought with him on these ocjcasions, a tray of fruit os a .sort of 
” nuzzerana ” or tribute of respect. In the month of August last, when 1 first thought of 
obtaining leave from my master to go to Oor, I was short of money; and on sooing Salim 
at the Residency one day I said :—I am thinking of going to m 3 ' native counti-y for a 
“ monti), but am badly oii’ for money, my wife is pregnant, and tlio expenses on her account 
“ and for travelling will be heavy ; will you entreat the Maharaja to give me some money for 
“ this purpose ? ” Salim replied that he would speak to the Maharaja and bring me the money. 
No particular sum was named by either of us. I made this request to Salim, because 1 had 
heard that the servants of previous Residents had obtained similar favoura from the hands of 
the Gaekwar. Salim liimself had told me this many times before I made my said request to 
him. About a fortnight after 1 had so spoken to Salim, he came to me in my room at the 
Residency, and said:—“The Maharaja has sent you these rupees. I told him what you said.” 
I thanked him very much, took the rupees he offered me, and he went away. I counted the 
rupees as he gave them to me and said ;—“ Here are sixty rupees of Baroda currency, which 
“ are equal to fifty Bombay rupees,” Two or three days after this, or on his next visit to the 
Residency, Salim met me in the compound of the Residency, and said:—"You como and sec 
“ the M^araja. If you will agree to come, I will bring a carriage to take you.” On hearing 
this 1 ^id:—“I will never come to the Havelee” Palace). He replied:—“If you 
*' (^nnot come now, 1 will bring a carriage for you whenever you wish to come,*' To this 1 


again said:—** I will never come ? ” After my to Baroda from Goa I never saw SaJim, 
oJEoept in passing, and I had no si>eeoh with him other thap to spy ** salaam.** I positively 
declare that I never received any other gift from'the Gaefcwor than this one of sixty rupees 
Bent to me throughd^litn, an4 that I»p4^er,had aay convierflation about my own 

affairs or in connection with the Oaekwr ex<^ting on the occasion mentioned, ^ I never went 
to the Havelee Or fmokO to'thO GHeWwhr;‘aPd'vhOVOr had any corirespoAdencO with him, either 
directly or indireouy/'Oth^ than that abOvO detailed* Further I wy not 

■ '.'V’ IhemarfcXof ' 

PsDBO De Souza. 


Taken on oath, and duly acknowledged and signed by Pedro de Souza in my presence, this 
fifth day of Januaiy 1875. 

A, EoamroN. J.P,, 

;• Deputy Commissioner of Police, Bombay. 


The foregoing statement was duly read and interpreted by me to tho said Pedro de Souza 
on the day and date above written and acknowledged by him to bo correct 

(Signed) Dtnanath SooNUEnTEEP, 

Head Clerk, Commissioner of Police. 


Baroda, 26th February 1875, 


John Jakdine, Socretaiy. 


Exhibit F, 

Confidentia]. 

Mt dear Seward, Baroda, 9th November 1874,11 am. 

• Wirri reference to the circumstances which I mentione<l to you this morning, together 
with tho symptoms which 1 described to you, and tho contents of tho tumbler which you 
took homo with you, I should feel much obliged if yon would kindly give me a professional 
opinion os to the nature of the contents of that tumbler, whether poisonous or not. 

Although ];,Qn]y,.t4Pk two or three sips of the puramalo juice which the tumbles contained, 
l.i^t 'W’itbii) about half an hourj as I described to you, a ujost unusual Kickness of stomach, 
accpm.paj^ed by di^ipesw in tbe hen<l and of sight, ]m»dncing confusion of thought, also a 
mostunpleawht metallic taste in the ra(»uth, with slight snlivation such ixh T have never 
cxpericncwl until within tho last few days, and which 1 attributed partly to a sliglit attack of 
fever, which had, however, quite gone off) and partly idea that the puinmnlos from 

which the juice daily placed on iny table Imd been extracted were not fr^sli ones. I now, 
however, attribute all of these symjiioms, especially that of tips morning, to entirely different 
causes. I I now believe that for the last few days small doses of poison have been 
introduced into this juice, and that hod I drunk the whole tumbler off to-day I should have 
been very ill indeed. 

The oonfused state of my head has often surprised me of late, because for the last six weeks 
I have abstained m toto from wine and beer, &:c., c^xoept once or twice when friends dined at 
the Residency, and have foimd mysolf all tho better for it. 

My general health, is, as you know, most excellent, and therefore tho symptoms which I 
have described to you are, I feel sure, the result of unnatural causes. I never dreamt of 
poison, otherwise I should not liave thrown away so much of tho contents of the tumbler 
which I gave you this morning. It was only after doing so, and when I was replacing the 
tumbler on the table, and saw the sediment at the bottom, that I for the first time suspected 
foul play. 

Believe me, &c. ■ 

• (Signed) R. Phaybe, Colonel 


(Endorsement.) For the information of the chemical analyser, who will kindly return the 
original. 

9th November 1874. (Signed) G. Edwin Seward. 

Baroda, 27th February 1876. John Jardine, Secretary. 




Exhibit G. 
Telegram. 


From Colonel PHJJrtafc, C.B., dEUmdeikt» Baro*^ to the Private Secretary Gunnesh Khind, 

■ . '1 Poona. 

'^ Baroda, 9 th Noyember 1874 . 

Bold attempt to poikm me this day bas be^ providentiaJly frustrate, iffore by next post. 

1 Rp1.CoI'' 

Baroda, 27 ih ^ebiuAry 1876 . > John Jardine, Steretary: 



* it 


\ -• ’-j-:', ,•* j - V 

TraDfllation df Durbar Yad Np. 205?, jofooiv^ Noyen^ber 1^74» |a. tbe at 

l^45|k|«Dirr 


' •h ' ' ' 

At a personal internear with you the day before yestenW, I learnt from you the particulars 
about the attempt isiade by some bad man to' ^lison yoii, &r which I am very sorry. But it 
was the favour of Qod that his cru^ design did not mtet with success. 

If it becomes necessary to obtain my assistance ih proving this criminars guilt> the same will 
bejpvon. This is Yrritten for your infonnotion, 

Dated 14th November 1874. 


(A true translation.) 

C. Rustomjek, 

Translator and Interpreter to the Commission. 
Baroda, 16th March 1875. Joim Jaudine, Secretaiy. 


Exhibit I. 

Endorsement received 19th November. 

No. 502 A. 

To Db. Ghat, M.D., Chemical Analyser to Government. 

Snt, Baroda^ 16th November 1874. 

Ik consequence of the opinion expressed in your demi-official of the 13th instant to Dr. 
Seward’s address (fccoived ou the evening of the 14th idem), I yesterday morning scraped 
together from the cimnam floor of the verandah as much of the deposit found on 

the spot wliere the contents of the poisoned tumbler fell; and I enclose ^le said scrapings here¬ 
with, in tlie liope that they may be useful in leading you to a decision as to the other 
iugi-^ients whiem were oontoined in the poisoned tumbler besides arsenic. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed.) R. PitAYUK, Colonel, Resident. 
Baroda, 27tli February 1875. John Jardine, Secretary. 


Exhibit J. 

No. 461 of 1874-75. 

From the Acting Chemical Analyser, to the Resident, Baroda. 

Siltj Grant College Laboratory, 1,9th November 1874. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th instant, and 
also of the small piveket enclosed. The lettoi* was sealed, tJie seals wore unbroken, the crest a 

bird. ^ ^ 

The packet contained a small quantity of moist caiiliy matter of a brown Colour mixed 
with glittering particles. A chemical exfimination of this earthy matter- revealed the jireseuce 
of arsenic* I failed, however, to detect in it the slightest trace of any mineral poison other 
than arsenia Many of the glittering particles appear to be of the Siime natures as those seen 
in the powder sent me by llr. Sewanl, namely, diamonlT dust: other glittering dark-coloured 
particles in the earthy matter proved to be oxide of iron, being in fact the same' substance that 
is commonly used as sand for drying ink 

I have, &a 

(Signed.) W. Qra T, Surgeon,.. 

■, Acting Chemical Analyser to Government. 

Baroda, 27th February 1876. J OHN JABDIKE, Secretary, • 


EXHrafa K. 

' Appendix C. 

Statement by Ck)iX)MSL Fhatile^ C:B<, Ree^nj^, Baroda.-* 

Baroda, ICtli November 1874. 

The attempt to poisionmo was made on the morning of Monday, the 9tii November 1874.^ 
The small quantity' of poisoned sherbet taken b^ me was swallowed at about 7 a.m. At about 
twenty minutes or half-j^t 9 a-m. the Maharaja paid mo his usual visit. After some common¬ 
place remarks H. H, observed that the weather was not healthy, that there was n. good deal 
S^ver in the city, and that he himself had been suffering from purging and hea&oho and 


fever from eating the usual Dewalee sweetmeats, but that he had recovered. I made no 
remarks, but it occurred to me tJiat H. H. had led the conversation to ihe subject in order to 
elicit some remarks firom me. JL have since leamt from the evidence, that His Highness' 
confidential Arab sowar Salim was at the Eesidoncy earlier than usual on that morning, that 
when T sent a note to summon Dr. Seward between 7 and 8 o'clock, the Arab sowar stopped 
• tlui peon Mahomed who was qirrying it and asked him to buy him some biscuits in the bazaar, 
which extraordinary occuiTence I con only account for by a desire on the part of Salim to 
divert the i)eon's attention from his proper erran^ to summon the Residency Surgeon. 

By about tioon on Monday, the attempt to poison me began to spread in the camp and city. 
Next day, Tuesday, lOth, severat people from the city came to call, or sent to enquire after 
niy health, but no one came from the Maharaja. Wednesday, the 11th, passed iii a similar 
manner without any inquiry on H. H's. part. 

On Thursday, the 12th, H. 11. came to pay hia usual visit, and on tlii.s occasion, for the first 
time, he was acoonipaiiiod by Mr, Dadabhai. Usually H. H. comes alone. H. H. opened the 
conversation liy saying that he liad heard on the previous day (11th) that someone had 
])oisoned me and asked how 1 was, lemarking at the same time that 1 showed no signs of 
having been p(»isoDed when he called on Monday -the 0th instant Previous to this remark 
by H. H. I had not mentioned the hour at which I was poisoned, but I aftemards told him. 
liow the Maliaraja knew that 1 had been poisoned when I came to receive him on the Monday 
morning is not apparent 

Mr. Dadabhai said that he heard tlie rumour first on Tuesday, 10th, but did not believe it, 
tiiat the rumour was repeated so strongly,on the 11th that lie believed it, and that Im 
iiitontcd to speak about :t next day (J2th). He asked me if I was making inquiry into the 
matter, and 1 replied that 1 was, and he expi'essed a hope that 1 should succeed in discovering 
the perpetrator of the crime. 

On Saturday, the 14tli instant, after dark in the evening, 5.45, J received the following yad 
from the Durbar 

"Durbar yad to the Resident No. 2057, dated 14th November 1874. 

“ At a personal interview with you the day before yesterday I learnt from you the [laHicu- 
“ lara about the attempt made by some bad man to poison you, for which 1 am very sorry. 

But it'was the favour of Qod that bis cruel design did not meet with suce'ess. 

" If it becomes necessary for you to obtain my assistance in proving the crimiiiars guilt, the 
“ same will bo given. This is written for yoiu* information.” 

(A tj‘\ie translation.) 

(Signed) R. Phayhe, Colonel, Resident. 


Tt will be observed that in this yad li. II. alludes only to having heard of the matter from 
me personally on tlic 12th instant, wherefw the report had spread everywhere hy the evening 
of the 0th November, and it is not reasonable to suppose that H. H. has not heard of it 
immediately, as everything is reported to him at once by his spies. 

Moreover, he himself told me on Thursday, the 12th, that he had heard of it the previous 
day, and had resolved to speak rogtirding it on his next visit that morning. Tlio delay of 
His Highness in not taking notice of the occurrence till Thuraday the 12th and afterwards in 
writing the yad, offering assistance on the evening of the 14th, the sixth day after the event, 
are remarkable. 

(Signed R. Phayre, Colonel, Resident 
Baroda, 27th February 1875. John Jabdine, Secretaiy. 


Exhibit L. 

No. 1612. 

Youn ITtOHNEss, 

Havino been consulted by His Excellency the Governor in Council regarding the 
. present situation of affairs at Baroda, His Excellency has desired me to acknowledge the 
T)rompines8 with which Your Hif^mess has attended to the advice of the Government of India 
in the matter of removing certain officialiB from office, and with reference to Your Higlmess’ 
y<td, No. 1425, dated the 14th instant, I am instructed to wiy that the Government, while 
icfraining from pronoumpng any opinion on the qualifications of Mr. Dadabhai Nowrojee, 
desire to oftbr no objection whatever to that gentleman's appointment os Dewau, should Your 
Higlmess in the exercise of your independent discretion think proper to appoint him. 

It will be my duty to afford Mr,'Dadabhai every assistance he may need, and accord to him 
the usual military honours. 

Baroda, 27th August 1874. • (Signed) R. Phayee, Colonel, Resident. 

Jattw .T AtlTlTW 




1 u*rK 


KuiYSStM. 


A Test-tube produced by Dr. Sewaxd. * 

Baroda, 1st March 1875. John Jakohob, Seoretuy. 


. EXHtBIT N. 

From the Besiden(y Surgeon to the Resident. 

Sju, Bai'odH, !)th November 187A 

1 N’reply to your letter just received, I p.m., 1 have the honour to report that so far «« 
my uhenilcal appliances allow me to pi’onounco an opinion upon the quality of the sediment 
which you this morning entrusted to me for examination, that sediment is ax-Honic. 

The quantity was sufficient to allow of its being tested by reduction with charcoal, and 
the result I have shown you. 

The metallic ring deposited upon the tube in rich profusion, and the octohedral crystals also 
deposited, point almost certainly to the presence of arsenic. 

I pur]x>so despatching the remainder of the sediment by to-morrow h mail train to the 
Government Analyser. 

The quantity of the sediment would almost assuredly have proved fatal hod It been 
swallowed. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) G. Edwin Seward, R^idency Surgeon. 
Baroda^ Ist March 1875. John Jaudine, Secretary. 


Exhibit 0. 

A small envelope with an endorsement signed by Dr. Seward, forwarding sediment for 
examination, and dated 9th November 1874. It contains a piece of blue blotting paper 
folded. 

Bai'oda, 1st March 1875. JoHN JARDiNE, Secretary. 


ExiTtiUT P. 

A larger euveloiM) addressed to the Ohemicjd Analyser to Government, Bombay ; and iranked 
l)y Dr. Seward, stamped with a registered letter stamp. 

Baroda, Ist March 1875. John Jardink, Secretary. 


Exhihit Q. 

Grant College Labomtory, Bombay, 

My Dear Seward, 11th November 1874. 

I ILAVE duly received your letter and its enclosures, viz., a demi-official from Colonel 
Phayre and a small packet, wiiich contained a tew grains of greyish-coloured powder, mixed 
with numerous glistening gritty particles. 

I have examined this powder, and tin«l it to consist partly of common white arsenic and 
partly of finely-powdered silicious matter. This siUcTous matter under the microscopo 
appeared to bc either powdered glass or quartz, being most like the former.^ Some of the 
particles had a purplish or rose-coloured tinge, which fact may perhaps furnish you with a 
clue as to its source. If you wish an official reply in addition to the present, 1 shall send it. 

Herewith is returned Colonel Pliayre's letter. I shall keep the remains of the powder in 
my possession till I hear further from you. 

Believe me, 

(Signed) W, Gray, 

Acting Chemical Analyser to Government. 

Endorsement on the above. Received November 13th, 1874. 

(Signed) G. E. S. 

Baroda, let March 1875. JAbdine, Secretary. 

Exhibit R. 

Three glass slides, on each of which is some sediment. 

Baroda, Ist March 1875. John Jahdine, Secretary. 



ilXBiBnr S. • 

One glaw slide, with some Homtches on it. ■ 

Baroda* Ist March 1875. John Ja^htx, {Jecretaiy. 


Exhibit T. 

Tost-tube produced by Dr. Gray, showing a metallic ring. 

^oda^ 1st March 187 4. ' John Jahdinb, Secretary. 


Exhibit XT. 


Grant College Laboratory, Bombay, 

My Drar Seward, 13th November 1874. 

In continuation of iny letter' of the 11 th I write to tell you that a still closer 
examination of the giitty powder has led me to think that part of it at least is diamond 
dust. The lustre of some of the particles seems to mo too great for anything else, and they 
}i,!o besides exceedingly hard and quite insoluble in any acid. I’his opinion, however, is based 
only on ocular inspection. I am not In possession of any means here to test the substance 
cheinicaJly, sliould it iKi jw-seiied that it is diamond dxist; mid, besides the (juantity sent is 
exceedingly minute. 

How do you account for the metallic taste described by Colonel Phayi^e < Can it be 
copi)er? Arsenic is tasteless or nearly so. I failed to find any compound of copper in the 
powder you sent me, but as all its salts are veiy soluble, it is possihle that il* put into the 
pumnielo juice it may have been all thi’own away when the tumbler was emptied. The early 
appearance of the symptomB may be due to the fact that he took the aisenic in solution, or 
nithcr suspended in thc^ pummolo juice, on an empty stomach. H(* may also liave taken a 
comparatively large proportion of what was in the tumbler, as arsenic, unless well mixed, has 
a habit of floating on tlie top of a liquid. Natives have a firm Itelief in the deadly properties 
t)f diamond dust or powdered glass, hut the fact is that neither of them fjossesses any 
deleterious qualities. 

1 shall Ik! happy to examine anything clwi you may requiiti done. Is it po.ssihlc Ut obtiiin 
suiy of the puiiimelo juice or any ])art of the ground or other place upon which it wa.^ thrown ? 
If Ho> we might l»e able to detect copper if present. , 

Believe mo, siiiceiely yours, 

(Signed) W. Gray, 

Acting Chemioal Analyser to Goveinment. 

To the Be»dou(^ Surgeon, Baroda. 


Baroda, Ist March 1875. 


John Jardink, Secretary, 


Exhibit V. 

Test-tube produced by Dr. Gray, sliowing a metallic ring. 

Baroda. Ist March 1875. John Jabdine, Secroiary. 


Exhibit 'W. 

Envelope hearing the following endorsoinent by Mr. Souter, “ Powder found in the pocket 
“ of Kowjpc Uavildars cross-Wt on 25th December 1874/’ This envelope contains n. 
piece of white threail and a small paper packet endorsed, “ From F. H.’ S., December 30 
“ 1874 .’^ 

Baroda, Ist March 1875. John Jardine, Secretary. 


Exhibit X. 

This day the Poonekar said to the Saheh that the Maharaja had made a new mtudo*, 
*■ iTim word ttignifies a houKc, and is iistsi here that her name was Oangal>ai, that her father was a 
to Hipnify >1 wifo. • washerman, that the Maharaja had caused a nuzzarana 

of Rupees 7,000 to be paid to her froiiA the Paiaa Mahal, and that those people had come to 
prefer complaints, but that no one listened to the some. Secondly, Bapu Soheb Qaekwar 
had come. Ho (the Saheb?) i(ii|turod,/* Wdl, how are you?” He answered that he was well 
by the Saheb’s blessing Tlie Saheb then inquired, Do you go to Dadabhai and Shabuddiu 
■' for your business ? ” Then Bapu Saheb answered as follows:—There is no necessity for 
’ niy going (to them). As long us you arc here, it is not necessary for me to go to any one. 



“ people a^k ea<^ otbet*B advioe, sit doing nothing, and oi^^y tbemselves.** Il^hirdly, tho 
Poonekar said, “Soheb, all the people glad on hearing the reports of a cannon, 

" assembled together, and began to say that some great Saheb had come icom ^mbay to 
*' inquire into the cases of aU. On aicooant of this happy news all the people had collected.’^ 
Then the Saheb said, " The gentleman is the Qeneral ^heb who has come from A 
“ to review the regiment.” Fourthly, JEUkhmabai^B brother has presented a petition. He 
says that bis sister shoruld be made over to him. The Saheb became very angry witlj him. 
Fifthly, 1 shall come to-morrow bringing with me Gawa^jee. You should therefore send 
Salim.” 

• (A true translation.) 

(Signed) C. HasTOMJiiE, 

Interpreter and Tranalatur to the Commission. 

Baroda, 9th March 1875. John JAiU>IKE, Secretary., 

Exhibit Y. 

Shri (Wealth). 

The account oi* Duxni Kaoji Wagha for Samvat year 1930, month of Kartik, through Patel 
Dajeebhai Narotum. 


GattorT Side. 

Gush imiii hiinwir 


as. A. p. 
220 5 9 


T>rbit Side. 

One golden string, weight 5 ndiw six 
wniM, at Its. 22 ■ 

C/hHrgi<iH for making a gold string 
Ou«j anklet of silver, weight Kh. 75^, 
t'XchuDge at annas 4^ 

Cliai*gi.us for making ouu anklet 


Shri (Prosperity), 


March), through Patel Dajeebhai Narotum. 

CaKiMT Side. 


HtMuly (7ish (recoivetl) through llgjeeb- 
hai - . - - 

(■ash, 3ril of Jnith VjuI (3rd June 
1H71) - - . - 

Ashad Snth 7th, Sunday (2lMt .Tiuu* 
IS74) . - - - 


Keady cash thi'ough hiinsrif - 


as. 

A. 

p. 

84 

0 

0 

22 

o 

o 

121 

0 

0 

207 

0 

0 

8 

0 

0 

213 

0 

0 


Debit Side. 

One gold bracolet culled ktutr/ui, in 
weight gudluna wals .3, nt lib. 22 

thi*ougli I )ujo<'l)ha{ 

Churgea for making - 
Cioldoii rings, w<nght 1 tola, at Us. 22 
cjwih .... 

enlarges lor uiuking - - - 


.KS. 

A. 

p. 

U4 

2 

0 

d 

0 

0 

96 

11 

9 

4 

8 

0 

220 

5 

9 

ebruary 

— 

us. 

A. 

p. 

(id 

d 

0 

3 

0 

() 

22 

0 

0 

0 

8 

0 

19 

7 

(i 

1 

0 

0 

fWi 

1] 

9 

6 

0 

0 

213 

0 

3 

98 

12 

0 

16 

0 

0 


11th (Soth dune 1H74) 

One silver aukioi, in weight Us. 75^, 
at the premium of aunas 4^ 

Chai’gCH - - - - 

Total - - ‘ . 

' (/oins called pUtlics of gold, iu, weight 
4^ tolas and 2 wals, including 
charges .... 

I*utluts of gold, weight tola one, in¬ 
cluding charges, wals 4^ - 

Tliis paper is produced by me to-day, dated December 29th, 1874. 

Signature of Daji Narotum. 

(Signed) J. H Richey. 

The 29th December 1874. 

(A true translation.) 

(Signed) Nowuozji Fukdoonjee, 

Translator to the Commission. 

John Jahdine, Seci-etary. 


V / 


Exhibit Z » 
Shri. 


To the Officer of Hoozoor Fouzdari. 

Further, for medicine for n horse,^ arsenic in weight tolas 2 is required j therefore send 
here a pass for it. 


Dated Bhadropad Vodya, 
9th Sam vat 1931, 

4th October 1874. 



(Signed) Dakodab Trimbak, 

KhangiwaHa. 

*/ 


Fouzdori Inward File No. 404. 

To Mr. Dattatraya Bamchardra. 

The Shrimant Sircar Maharaj has ordered to give arsenic tolas (2) as above on receiving 
the price; therefore giving to the said person tiraeuic as above, take th^ price. 

(Signed) Ganpathao Balwant, 

City Fouzdar. 


Dated Bhiulropad Vadya, 
10th Hamvnt 19:n,t 
Rih October 1874. 


(A true translation.) 

(Signed) 0. Rustomjke, 

Translator to the Commission. 


* 11i<‘ ori|;iimI not'd Kn‘in<) to Imvo txH'U written ovor nnothi'r winch in R., Trntmlntor. 

t On inquiry 1 Ifurii thiit in the rt‘Conli of H. 11. tlie GnekwHr tlio new Suiuvat year be^ug fimr monthg earlier, via., in 
J(‘th (May-—June). un<l that it Ik eulkd Mar^Tue'. Thiii date will therefore corretipoud to 4th Ocudier 1S74. 

Nowhokji F(ati>oosJiSK, IVanHlutor. 

John Jahdine, Secretary. 


EXHIBITS.-Al Series. 


The iransltitiov of 71 'in authentirated by Mr. N'otvrozji Furdoorfee, Sworn Tmnshttor and 
IntrrprHcr to the CommiUnlon. 

All fJte other trandatumn of veimacidar doov/in-cntn im thin series are autJtcniioaied by 
Mr. Ourselji Jtnstontjee, Sworn Tratbnlator and Interpreter to the Coiti/mission. 

John Jarpine, 

Secretaiy to the ConiiiUHsioners. 


(TranNiation from Maratha.) 
F 4 XHIBTT A1. 


Shri (i.c., Prosperity, &c.). 


Brought to account in the 3rd lunar day, the month of Slmwal, that is, in the montli of 
Margshirsh, the Sam vat ^year) 1930 (24th November 1873). 

Memorandum. —From Bombay goods were catised to l>e brought to the Khasay through 
Vesliwunta, the son of Mahiptati Yeolay, the Sirkar’s courier. For the payment of the money 
for the same, the SIrkar's permission was granted. In accordance therewith what was paid in 
ready cash (was os follows:—The Soor Sun (year) one thousand two hundred and seventy- 
four (the Mahommedon) lunar day the 3id, that is, tiie (Hindoo) lunar date the 4th (conjoined) 
with the 5th of Maigshirsh Shoodhyii^ the Samvat (year) 1930 [24th November 1873] 
Monday. 

Machine-made (rupees) wei'e purchased in the bazar at the place of business of Porakh 
Qovardhan Dalpat and were delivered, For the same the Babashi (rupees), together with 
(the amount of) exchange that were paid to Parakh were os below mentioned: 

Principal Surat [rupees] - , - - - - 1,000 

For exchange at the rate of Es. 18} per cent, - - 187^ 


In all 

Babaahai (rupees) paid out of the Treasury - 


- l,187i 1.187i 

2,000 



In aocordanoe with the above memorandnin, the ^rkar's permission was ^nted ibr the 
payment of rupees three thousand one hundred and ^ghty-seven and a half. The lunar date^ 
the 5ih of Margsfairsh Shoodhya, the Samvat (year) 1930 (24th November 1873). 

(The text of what follows is in Gooserati:—) 

Patmcnt.—N ayak Asantrao Aviia Rs. 1,000 of the Bombay ourrency, Babashiw Ks. 2,000 
in all three thousand, have been received in full by the liands uf Parakh Jn.ver Lakhinidas, 
who received (the same and) went away. 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit Bl. 

Shri {Le.f Prosperity, &c.). 

Brought to account on the 8th lunar day of the month of Shawal, that is, in the month of 
Margshireli, the Samvat (year) 1930 (November-JDeoeniber 1873). 

Memorandum. —In order tliat goods might bo purchased and brought from Altmedabad, tJic 
Sirkar’s permission was granted for the payment of money for (his) ex}>enses, to Yeshwanta, 
son of Mahipati Yeolay, the Sirkar’s courier. In accordance therewith what was fwiid in 
ready cash (was as follows):—Tlio Soor Sun (year) one thousand two hundred an<l seventy- 
five, the (Mahommedau) lunar day the 8th, that is the (Hindoo) lunar date the lOtli of Marg- 
nhirsb Shoodh, the Samvat (year) 1930 (29th November 1873) Saturday. 

Machine-made (rupees) wore purchased at the place of business of Parakii Govardhan 
Dalpat in the bazar, and delivered for the same. Babashai (rupees) were paid to Parakh (as 
below):— 

Principal Surat (rupees) by the hands of Gunpatrao, ooiTeoted 
to Norayanrao, son of Bhikoba Selkey, attached to the 
small K has Paga - - - - - - 10 0« 0 

For exchange at the rate of Rs. 18-14 per cent. - - 1 14 0 


11 14 0 11 14 0 

Babasbai (rupees) paid in ready cash - 7 0 0 

18-14 0 


In accordance with the above memorandum, the Sirkar’s pemiissiou was granted for tho 
payment of rupees eighteen and fourteen annas, to Narayanrat» Shilkay Burgir of tho small 
Khas Pnga The lunar chite, the lOth of Margsliirsh Shoodh, for the Samvat (year) 1930 
(29th NoveuilKjr 1873). 

Ill respect of the above memorandum, inaciliine-made rupees 10 ten, and Bal>asliai rupees 
7 seven, were received in reigly cash in full out of the treasury. By the hands of Narayanrao 
Shilkay the said (rupees) wercj received in full from Ycahwantrao Yeolay. The handwrituig 
of Krishnajee Ramchandra Kelkar, 

(The letter attached to document marked B, translated, is os below):— 

(Shri, i.c.. Prosperity, &c.). 

To Rajeshri BaJwantrao Raoji, in the private service of the Sirkai’. 

Further, Narayanro Shilkay is now sent. Do you therefore pay him machine-made rupees 10 
and (give him) a piece of jagannath (jaconet cloth) imm^abjly out of the treasury ; or pay 
him rupees seven for the purchasQ (of the cloth) in the bazar, or cause it to Ije delivereil by 
Choonilal. The lunar date, the lOtli of MargHliii-sh Shoodhya, the Samvat (year) 1930 (SOtii 
Noveral)er 1873). 

DahoDHUR Trimbuck, Khangiwalay. 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit C 1. 

Shri (i.e.f Pi’osperity, &c.). 

Brought to account on the l6tU lunar day, the month of Shawal, that is, in the month of 
Morgshirsh of the Samvat (year) 1930 (Cth December 1873). 

Memorandum. —Goods were caused to be brought from Ahmodabad by means of Yeshwanta, 
son of Mahipati Yeolay, a courier in the service of the ^haaay. The Hirwu’s permission was 
granted for the payment to him of machine-made money for the same. In accordaime Uiere- 
with Suxat money was to be paid. The some was purchased in the bazaar at the place of 
business of Parakh Govardhan Dalpat, and was delivered. In respect thereof tho Baboshm 
(rt^>ees)* were to be paid in ready cash. The 16th lunar day, the month of Sawal, in the 


Soor (year) one thottsand two fettiidred and »evei»fey-four; that is, the htfittr date/ths 
2nd of the month of Maxgshirsh Vadya, of E^amvat 1930^ (6th Deeembef 1873), Satnrday. 
Prinoipa} Surat (rupees) by tlie hands of Salim, son of Ali Arob, a Sepahi, 
in the service of the large Khas Paga, employed in the mesa«ge>bearmg 
busineas of the camp. Through Yesliwanta Yeohiy, a courier - - 200 

For exchange at the rate of Rs. 19 per cent. - - - - 38 

238 

tn accordance with the above memorandum, the Sirkar's permission was granted for the 
payment of rupees two hundred and thu'ty-eight Tho lunar date, the 2nd of Margsliirsh 
Vadya, of tlio Samvat (year) 1930 (6th December 1873). 

The said macliinc'made rupees two hundred, agreeably to the memorandum, were received 
in cash in full out of the Khangee (piivate) treasuiy. By the liands of Salim, the son of Ali 
Arab. The liaudwritiug of Bulkrishna Hari Kodilkiu:. At the said Salim’s request (this) is 
given in writing. 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhiuit D 1. 

Shri (i.c., Prosperity, &c.). 

Brought to account on the 22nd lunar day, the month of Shawai, that is, in the month of 
Margshirsh, of the Sozavat (year) 1930 (13th December 1873). 

Memorandum. —Goods were caused to be brought from Ahmedabad by means of Yeshwanta, 
son of Maliipati Yeolay, a courier in tho .service of the Khasay. The Sirkar’s permission was 
gnuited for the payment of money for the same. In accordance therewith what was paid in 
ready cash (wjis tus follows):—^The 22nd lunar day of* the numtli of Sawal the Soor Sun (year) 
one thousand t>^ Iiundrcd and seveuty-foui', tliat is, the (Hiiidcx)) lunar date tlje 9tli of the 
month of Margshirsh Vadya, of the Samvat (year) 1930 (9th December 1873), Saturday 
Ra. 300. 

In accordance with the above memorandum tbo Sirkar’s permission was granted for .Llic 
jmyment of rupees three hundred. Tho lunar date tlio 10th Margsliii-sli Vadya, the Samvat 
(year) 1930 (10th December 1873). 

Babashai rupees three hundred (in respect) of the above memorandum were received in full 
(»ut of the Khasgi IVeasury. By the hands of Salim, the son of Ali Arab, in the service of 
the large Khas Paga, The handwriting of Balkrishna Hari Kodilkar. At the request of the 
owner of the goods (tliis) is given in writing. 


(Translation from Marathtu) 

ExinwT El. ♦ 

Sliri { ie,. Prosperity, 

Bnmglit to account on the 30th lunar day, the month of Zilkad, that is, in tho nioiitli of 
^ Poush, tin: Samvat (year) 1930 (19th January 1874). 

MemoiunoUM. —To the Khasay goods were caused to be brought from Bombay through 
Yesbwanta, son of Mahipati Yeolay, the SirkarV courier. The Sirkar’s jjcniiission was 
granted for the payment to him of Bal)ars)iai money fur the same. In accordance therewith 
what was jtaid in cosh (was tis follows) :--The 2()th lunar day, the mouth of Zilkad, tho 
Soor Sun (year) one thousand two hundred and sevouty-four. The (Hindoo) lunoi- date the 
13th, the month of Poush Vadya, the Samvat (year) 1930 (16th J'anuaiy 1874). Friday. 
Rupees 600. 

In accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkar’s permission was granted, while 
(tho Sirkar) was in the Palace before, for the payment of Rupees six hundred. Tli^ lunar 
date, the 13th of Poush Vadya, the Samvat (year) 1930 (16th January 1874). 

Rupees 600 (six hundred) (in respect) of tho above meinorimdum 1 have received in ready 
caali in full out the Khangi (private) trtosury. By tho hands of Salim Ali. The liandwriting 
of Bhikaji Wishwanath Abetkur. At SalimV request (this) is given in writing. 


^ (Translation from Maratha.) 

(ExHiBn FI. 

Froaperitjr, 

Brought to account oii the 21st lunar day, month of Zilhez, that is, the 'month of Magh, 

the Samvat (yefc*) 1930 (9th February 1874). 

Mxmoranx^um. —For pui'chaaing and'bringing goods fi;oin Bombay the ^rkar’s nerinission 

VliH r. A ^ J... . »' klhw >4 >• .it ' sm 


Mahipati Yeolay, a copier in the 4«mea ofT .the.KhaMy 4 In accordance therewith Surat 
(rupees) were to be paid The same were purchased in the bazaar at the place of buHinees 
of Farakh Govardhan Balpat and wore ddivered. For the same Babaabai (rupees), together 
with exchange, were paid to Farakh in ready cash. The 2l8t day of the month of Kilhez, the 
Soor Sun (year) one thousand two hundred and seventy-four, that is, the (Hindoo) lunar 
date the 8th of the month of Magh Vadya, the Snmvat (year) 1980 (9th February 1874) 
Monday. 

Principal machine-made (rupees ) . - . . 200 0 0 

For exchange at the rate of Rs. I8f per cent. - - 37 8 0 

S 7 8 0 

The above machine-made rupees two hundred were paid to both theso persoim (namely) 
Salim, the son <of All, a trooper, and Mahadoo Kalay, a trooper in the service of the largo 
Khas Paga. By the hands of the |)erson8 above named themselves. 

In accordance with the .^i-bove inomorandum th(5 Sirkar’s permission was granted for tJie 
payment of machinc-mftde rupees two hundred. The lunar date, the 8th of Magh Vadva, 
Saravat (year) 1930 (9lji February 1874). 

In respect of the above uiOTnorandum, machme-made rupees 200 I have received in ready 
cash in full out of the Khaugi (private) treasury. By the hands of Madhavrao and Salihi. 
The handwriting ol* Madl)avrao Kaky. 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

ExuiBiT Q 1. 

8hri ?ro8i>eriiy, &:c.). 

Brought tt) ac(!ount on the 24th lunar day, the month of Sawal, that is, in the niontli of 
Margshirah, theSauivat (year) 1930 (Noveml»er~i)erember 1873). 

Micmobandiim.— For bringing go(»ds from Ahmedabad in accor<laiice wifR the permissiou 
granted hy the Sirlcar, what Wfis to bo paid ibr expenses to Salim, the son of Ali, a troo])er 
receiving monthly wages, attached to the K.lms Puga in the service of the Khusay (wohj as 
follows); I’ho Soor Sun (year) one thousand two hundred and seventy-four. The lunar date 
tho lull of Kartik Vadya, the Sainvat (yt'ar) 1!)3<) (llth Noveiubor 1873), Ru))ee8 100. 

Tn accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkar’s permission was granted for the 
payment of ru{jocs 100. Tho Juiitar date, th(i llth of Margshirsh Vadya, the Sainvat (year) 
1!)30 (llth December 1873). 

(Tho text of what follows is in Oruzerathi);— 

Rupees 100, namely, one hundred in respect of the said note were received hy SaJambhai, 
son of All, a trooper of the Kh«s Pagji, attached to the largo Khas Paga. Tho handwriting 
of Mathoor Raghoonath.-r-Thc mark (has been made) by the hand of the troojier hirasell^ 
The lunar date, tlie llth of Magsar Vadi (15th December 1873). 


(Trsuialation from Maratha.) 

Exumrr H 1. 

Sliri (ic., Prosperity, &(!.). 

Brought to account on the 3rd lunar day of Zilkad, that is the month of Poush, tlie Sainvat 

(year) 1930 (24th December 1873). 

Memouandum. —Fireworks and other things wore sent for (to be brought) from Bombay 
tlirouMi Salim, the son of Ali Arab, a trooper attached to tho large Khas Pagft, employed in 
tho message-bearing buisness of the camp. The Sirkar’a* penoission was granted for the pay¬ 
ment of Surat machiue-ma<le) money for the cliaigos thereof In aocordknce thaiewith, 
Surat (rupees) wore to be paid, Tho same wore pui'cliased at the place of businesa of Paralch 
Qovardhan Dal].>at in the bazaar, and woie delivered. In resi>ect thereof Babaj^hai (rupees), 
together with exchange, were paid to Parakh. The 3rd lunar day the month of Zilkad in the 
Soor Sun (year) one tliousand two hundred and seventy-four. The (Hindoo) huiai* date 
the 5th of the month of Poush Shoodbya the Samvat (yeai) 1930 (24tli December 1873) 
Wednesday. 

Principal Siuut (rupees). By the hands of the said Salim himself - 300 0 0 
For exchange at,the rate of Rs. 18^ per c^nt. - - - - 56 4 0 

3 se 4 0 


In Mmdmce with the dme memorandum the Sirkar’s permission was gnmted far the 

DkYineni of Rupees throe hniulTed and fifty-six and four annas. 

limar date the 5th of Polish Shnodhya Uie bamvat (year) 1930 (24tU December 1873). 
L^’tSin^wUh aW m.«idoe-madc K-n-ees 300 1 have received in 

^rtie hands of Salim. I'l.e bandwritilig of Ma.»iavvno Kalay. 


(Tranalation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit II. 

Shri (i.e., ProBperity, &c.). 

Brought to account ou the Gth lunar day the inoiith of Zilh^, that ia, the mouth of Magh, the 

Sanivat (year) 1930 (26tb January 1874). 

Memorandum. —For the purpone of bringing goods from Bombay the Sirkar granted \\Gr~ 
iniHsion to pay inacliine>made money to Salim All. In accoi'dance therewith (the money) was 
be paid. The 6th lunar day the month of Zilhej in the Boor Sun (year) one thousand two 
humlred and seventy-four. The (Hindoo) lunar date the 8th of the. mouth of Mngli Shoodhya 
of Sainvat (year) 1930 (25th Janmuy 1874), Sunday. 

Principal inachinc-iuade ru^iees - - - - 400 0 0 

For exchange at the rate of rupees 185 I>®*' cent - 75 (f 0 


475 0 0 

Jn accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkar's ])ermis8lon was granted for tlie 
payment of machine-made rupees four hundred. The lunar date tho 8th of Magh Shoodliya 
the Sanivat (year) lil30 (25th January 1874). 

Jn respect of tlie nliovc memorandum machim^-inade rupees 400 have been received in ready 
cash in full out of tho Khangi (private treasury). By the hand of Salim, the son of Ali Arab, 
attached to the large Khas Paga. Tlie handwriting of Kcshavbhat, son of Trimbakbhat 
Madavgiuiay, at Salim’s request (this) is given in writing. 


(Translation from Marathn.) 

^ Exhibit J 1. 

Sliri Prosperity, &c.). 

Brought to account on the 25th lunar date tho mouth of Mohurrum, that is, in the month of 

Falgoon of (the year) S. (Samvat) 1930 (15th March 1874). 

Memoicandum. —Salim, the son of Ali Arab a Sipahi, is going to Ahmedabad to bring goods; 
consequently the Sirkar’s permission was granted for tlie payment to liim of money for 
expenses. In accordance therewith ready cash was* paid. The 25th lumu; day of the month 
of Mohurrum in the Boor Sun (year) one thousand two hundred and scventy-fruir, that is tlie 
12tb of the month of Falgoou Vadya of the Samvat (year),1030 (15th Maich 1874), Sunday. 
Rupees 50. 

Tn accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkai^’H permission was granted for the 
payment of nipees fifty. The lunar date the 12th of‘Falgoon Vadya (the year) S. (Samvat) 
1930 (]5th March 1874). 

Rupees 50 (in respect) of the above memorandum I have received in ready cash, in full, out 
of the Khangi (private) treasury. By tijo hands of Salim, the son of Ali, a trooper attached 
to tlie largo Khns Paga. Tlie liandwriting of Govindrao Kasinath Patvardban. At the 
reijuest of the said Salim this is given in writing. The lunar date the 12th of Falgoon Vadya 
(tho year) B. (Samvat) 1930 (15th March 1874). 


(Translation from Marathn.) 

KxnnuT K1. 

Shisi (i.c., Prosperity, &io.). 

Memorandum. —^The Sirkar’s permission was granted for the payment of machine-made 
money to Salim, son of Ali, a trooper attadied to tho large Khas Paga, for the purchase of 
fniit. In accordance therewith what was to be paid (was as follows) The 7th lunar date, 
the month of Kabioolaval, the Soor Sun (year) onjs thousand two hundred and seventy-four, 
that is, the 8tli of the month ofWuisliakh Shoodhya (tho year) S. (Samvat) 1930 (24th 
April 1874). 

Machine-nmle (rupees) for the purchnee of fruit - _ . . goo 

Balmhai (rupees) for the wages off a sipahi * for tlie montii of CJmitra 

(March-April) 

■ 

207 

In accordance with tlie abov'e kneidinraiidum, the Sirkar’s permission was granted for tlie 
payment of inacffiine^made rupees two hundred and Babashai (nqieeH) seven, making together 


two hundred and seven. The loner dote the ath of Waishakh Shoodhya (the year) 8. 
(Samvat) 1930 (24th April 1874) at Nowaaree. 

In respect of the ahovo memorandum machihe-niade rupees 200 and Baheebai rupees 7, 
making together rupees 207, two hundred and Severn I have received in full By the han^ of 
Siilim, the son of Ah, attached to the large Khas Pago. The handwriting of Wanioniao Jangli. 
The lunar date ihs 8th of Waishakh Sho^hya of (the year) S. (Samvat) 1980 (24th Atjril 1874) 
the day of the Week, Friday. 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit L 1. 

Shri {i.e., Prosperity, &c.). 

Memorandum. —Tiie Sirkai's pennission was granted for the {)aymont of machine-made 
money to Salim, the son of Ali, a trooper attached to the large Rhas Paga, for the purchase of 
fruit. In accordance therewith money was to be paid. The 8th lunar day, the month of 
Habioolaval, the Soor Suii (year) one thousand two hundred and seventy-four, that is, the 9th 
of the month of Waishakh Shoodhya (the year) S. (Samvat) 1930 (25th April 1874), Saturday, 
inaohino-made Rupees 1,000. 

In accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkar's [x^nnission was given face to face 
for the payment of machine-made rupees one thousand. The lunar date the 9th of Waishakh 
Slioodhya (the year) S. (Samvat) 1930 (25tli April 1874) at Nowsnree. 

lu respect of tlio said memorandum machine-made Rupees 1,000 (one thousand) I have 
received in full. By t!ie l:ands of Salim, son of Ali himself. The handwriting of Anaji Nnrayen 
Pondsay. The lunar date the 9th of Waishakh Shoodhya (the year) S. (Samvat) ioSO (26th 
April 1874). 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit Ml. 

Shri (Ic., Prosperity, &c.). 


Mbmohandum. —The Sirkar's permission was granted for the payment of Babashi money to 

• rr, . * » • 1 .t. I Salim,* a trooper attached to the large Rhas Page* for 

* The tost of Ah iH Kcorcil throttgb. _ j^/. -o i t ”... r . . 

® bringing goods from Bouibay. lu respect thereof what 
was to be paid (was as below). The month of Rabioolaval, the Soor Sun (year) one thousand 
two liundred and seventy-four, that is, the 30tli. of the mouth of Waishakh Vadya of (the 
year) (Samvat) 1930 (15th May 1874) Friday. Babashai Rupees 200. 

In accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkar's permission was granted for the 

payment of Babashai rupees two hundretl. The lunar 
datet the 14th of Waishakh Vadya of the year (Samvat) 
1930 (14th May 1874) at Nowsaree. 

In reajwct of the above memorandum Babashai Rujiees 200 I liavo received in full. By the 
hands of (and) the handwriting of Madhavrao Relay attached to the large Rhas Paga. The 
date aforesaid. 


So in tlio orifrioal, the 14th bviu^ the some 
as the 3Utli of WuUliakh Vatlya. 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit Nl. 

Shri (ie.. Prosperity, &e:). 

Brought to account on the 22nd (Mahomedan) lunar day, the (Hindoo) lunar date the 9th 

of Jesht Vadya, tlie Samvat (year) 1931 (8th June 1874). 

Memorandum.— Kruit wa)» caused to be purchased and brought from Bombay through 
Salim, son of Ali Amb. The Sirkar’s pennission was granted for the payment of money in 
respect thereof. In accordance therewith ready cash wjis paid (as below). The month of 
Uabioolakhir, the Soor Sun (year) oiie tliousand two hundretl and seventy-five, that is the 
0th of Jesht Vadya (the year) S. (Samvat) 1931* (8th June 1874), Monday. Riipees 
1 , 000 . 

In accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkars permission was granted for the 
payment of rupees one thousand. The lunar date, the 9th of Jesht Vadya the Samvat tvearl 
1931 (8th June 1874). ^ '' 

In respect of the above menioranduni Rupees 1,000 (one thousand) have been received in 
full out of the Rhangee (private) treasury by Salim Arab. By the hands of the said Salim 
himself. The handwriting of Pnorshotain Hari. At Salim’s request (this) is given in writing. 
The lunar date, the 9th of Jesht Vadya, the Samvat (year) 1931 (8th June 1874). 


• Note.—O n inquiry I Icaro that in tho records of U. II. iljc Qarkwar, the now fluniwt yeur begini four months 
earlier, vis,, in Jetb, and that it is called Mragsar. Tliis date will, therefore, correspond to 8th June 1874. 

(Signed) Nowaozji Fubdookjek, 

Translator. 


avi !■? 


r» 



(TranfllaAdw from. Alaiai^ 

Exhibit 01. 

Bhri (i.6,, Prosparity, &c.). 

Brought to aoqouiit the l7th (Mahomedaii) lunar day, the month of Jamadilawal, that iu the 
intercalairy month Asliadh (the year) S. (Samvat) 1931 (2nd July 1874).* 

Mbmobanditm. —Fruit wae caused to ho brought from Poona througli Salim, son of AH 
Amb, a trooper atta^ed to the Khosay. The Sirkar’s permission was CTantod for the payment 
of money for the same. In accordance therewith ready money was to be paid. The (Mahom- 
cdan) 17th lunar day the month of Jamadi-oolawal the Soor Sun (year) one thousand two 
hundred and seventy-five, that is, the lunar date the 3rd of the intercalary Ashadh Vadya 
(the year) S. (Samvat) 1931 (2nU July 1874), Thursday. Rui>ees 250. 

In accordance with the above memorandum the Sirkar’s permission was giauted for tlie 
payment of Rupees two hundred and fifty. The lunar date the 4th of the intercalary Ashatlh 
Vadva (the year) S. (Samvat) 1931 (3rd July 1874), 

(The bext of what follows is in Quzerati):— 

Written by Salim All agreeably to what is written above, Rupees 250 (namely, two hundred 
aiul fifty) have l)een received in full. By his own hands. One httndwriting of Dalpatram 
Ba{>oojJ. At the desire of the party this has been given in writing. 

(The text of what follows is in Mahrathi) :— 

Nett maclLine-made ..... 250 

For exchange at the rate of lOi - - - - - „ 48} 

Rs. 298} 

The above machine-made Rupees having been received from tbe Nowsari Swari ac'count 
liave been paid, including the exchange (in respect) then^of, BahaMhai money was ].»aid in n^mly 
wish to the Nowsu^i Swiiri account. By the houdH of Bhivba, son of Hanavant Rao Boeharay, 
Treasurer. The liuioi* date the intercalary Ashadh Vadya, 3rd, I’liiu’sday tlie (Mahomedan) 
lunar day the 17th (2nd Jtdy 1874). 


(Translation from Maratha.) 

Exhibit P 1. 

Shri (i.e., Prosperity, &c.). 

Brought to account the 24th lunar day, the mouth Rajab, tliat is, the montli Shrawan. the 

Samvat (year) 1931 (8th September 1874).t 

MKMOEA.NDirM.—Through Salim, son of Ali, a tiwi^r receiving monthly wages, attached to 
the large Khas Paga, serving under the TChasay. Articles (consisting of) fruit wei-c purchased 
and brought from Abmedabad to the Khasay. In accordance with the Sirkar*« penniasion 
granted for the payment in ready cash of machine-made money as the price thereof, what was 

_. . : . . , to be paid to the said Salim (was as follows) :—^Tbe 

an lu t e onjftn luujii* day '* the month Ka}al> the Soor Sun 

(year) one thousand two hundred and seventy-five, that is, the lunar date the 7th of the month 
of Shrawan Vadya, Wednesday (2nd Se]»teinber J 874). Ku{>ees (as follows):— 

Nett machine-made - - - - - - -100 

For exchange at per cent ----- 

ndj 

In accordance with the above memorandum the Sircar’s permission was granted for the 
payment of machine-made rupees a hundred. The lunar date the 7th of Shrawan Vadya 
Samvat 1931 (2nd September 1874). 

(The text of what follows is in Guzeratbi):— 

Bar(^ Salim, son of Ali, agreeably to what is written above, machine-made Rupees 100, 
namely a hundred, have been received in frilL By (his) own hands. Tlie handwriting of Shah 
Atmaram Ramdos (writtei^ at the desire of tho jiarty. 


* Notr.— On iiujniry I leant that in the recordi of H. H. the Gaekiw, the new Samvat jeat boffins four uumtlu 
t'urUer, via., in Jeth (May^Jone), and that it ia ooUe^Mragsar. This date will, fiiercfort^ oorrespond to iid July 1874. 

(Siffned) NowrOzji Vokdoonjkr, 

TruaBlator. 

t N(iTid.~On inquiiv 1 learn that in the reoorda of H. II. tbo Qaekwar, the new Samvat year fom months 

earlier, vis., in Jeth (May-dane), and that it w called Mragiar. This date will oorrospond to 8th ^ptembw 1874. 

(Signed) Nowbozji PuuDuuNJKii:, 



Exhibit Ql. 

Shri (^.e., ProBperity, &«.). 

Brought to account the lunar day the let of the month of Ashwin (the year) S. (Samvat *) 

1D31 (13th October 1874). 

MEUOtUHDUM.—Through Salim, son of Ali Arab, a Sipahi attached to tlie Khasay, fruit 
was caused to bo brought from Abmedabad. The Sirki^'s pormiasion was grautud for the 
(payment of the money for the same. 

In accordance therewith ready money was paid (as follows):—^The lunar day the 1st, the 
month Kamzan, tlie Soor Sun (year) ono thousand two hundred and sevonty-five, tliat is, 
the lunar date the 3rd of Ashwin Shoodli (the year) S. (Samvat) 1931, Tuesday (13th October 
1874). Rupees 200. 

In accordance with the al>ove memorandum the Sirkar’s permLnsiou was gi-anted for the 
l>aynient of rupees two hundred. The lunar date the 3rd of A Oiwin Shoodh (the year) S. 
(the Samvat) 1931 (13th October 1874). « ^ 

Rupees two hundred (in reHi)ect) of the above meiuoraa lum. Given in writing at the 
desire of Salim. The handwriting of Keshao Balkrishnn Boochkay now at Baroda. 

Tile signature of Salim. 


Exhibit R 1. 

Shri (Glory). 

MKMOnA.NnuM.—From the Officer of the Lighting Department to Rajmaiiya Rajshri, the 
Ollicer of tlu* Sirkar’s Khangi (private treasury). That the discount for the Uodra oil sup- 
plieri tlinaigik tin? Kotlii by LaJln Narotum Wani h.as been n5ceived at Rupees J1-4. The 
paynuiul. of the same for six immthK for Samvat (year) 1930 from Magshirsh up to Vaishakh 
(December 1873 to May 1874). '.riirough. On account of (batta) discount on payment of 

Ks. A- P. 

Lalln Narotum as per noto from Phadnis (for) Rupees 8,(i!)7-l2-9 - 978 8 0 

For Kasar (saving) ------- 878 4 3 

1,856 12 3 

Altogether one ilionHan<l eiglxt Imndi-ed and ftfty-six, twelve annas, and pies throe, deiluciing 
from this lliijiees 25 per iiioiitli for the lantern on the M.indvi T»)Wcr—totJi! Rupees 150 for 
six iiumths. 'Diere i*(*jiiain Rupees 1,706-12-3 (one thousand seven hundred au<l six. twelve 
annas, ji,ml throe pies) paid. Ifated Mogsliirsli Vivlh 9th, Samvat (y^ir) 1931 (Ist January 
1875). 

(Signed.) NilNA.TKE VlTilUJ. Reoekau. 

(Kndorsomciit.)—Tlie Sirkar hns OT'dered ;that the sum of Uupoas 1,706-12-3 recoivtwl from 
the Lighting Department be credited as per said yodee. Dated MagshirRli Viwlli lOth, Samvat 
1931 (2nd .January 1875)- 


Exhibit S 1. 

Memouanoum.—T o tlie Jamdar (Treasurer) of Piircliasi^ and (^isli Department from the 
Jewel J)e]Mi,rtment. Alohurs and putims (gohl coins) given on account the nuzzeraua are 
received through. The cash roceivctl on that account lu the Soor Sun (year) Kh/imas S.ibayin 
Mayatain and Alif Sauiwat (_y'ear) 1931 (1874-75). 

Twenty Molnu's (given to) DiwlabUai Nowroji, the par.seo Dow.in, for uuxze- Jis. A. P. 
rana on account his installation as Dewan at Rupees 15. Dated Bluidrapu- 
duiu Shud 3rd (13th September 1874) _ - - _ . :)oo o 0. 

To Javei-lal Ranchod Bhatia Choksi, Putlics (coins) seven hundred andsovon- 
teen, weighing tolas 125-1 at Rupees 13 i>ev putli. Dated Mjirgshirah Shud Gth 
(December 14th, 1874) 1,G2G 1 0 

. . Total - 1,926 1 0 

Altogether Rupees 1,926-1-0, to be paid. 

Dated Magshirsh Viidh 7fch (Decembej SOtli, 1874). 

(Signed) Nanafbe ViTHTHi Bedekae. 


• NoTK._On in<iiiiry 1 l«am that in the rtMionls of H. H. the Qaekwar the new Samvat year begins four months earlier, 

viz., in Jeth (MayJnno), and that it is called Mraguir. This date will correspond to 13th Ootobuc 1474. 

(Signed) Nowbosji Furixiomjgb, 

* Tnwalator. 


(Eufloifienient.)—^The Sirkar has give^ permission j^hat Bnpees 1,926-1-0 be credited in the 
account of the Kliaugi Jamdar (Private TreaHurer). €)atod Magshirsh Vadh 8th Samvat year 
1931 (Slst Beceinber 1874). 


Exhibit T 1. 

Shri (Glory). 

Memobakduh.— The Sirkar made an order to pay to Kameshwar in cash the exponses of 
dinner, together -with the dakshina (distribution of money in'charity), the dinner to be given 
tlirough I^meshwar Morar to two thousand and five hundred Bralimins at the S wami Narayan's 
Temple on account of His Highness^ vows. Paid accordingly in cash in the Sur Sun yeai* 
Khamas Sabavin Hayatain and Alif Samvat (year) 1931 month Jilkad, corresponding to 
Magshirsh, Chandra 21 Vadh 8th (Slst December 1874), Thursday, Rs. 3,632-13-3. 

(Endorsement.)—TJie Sirkar ordertwi pajnnent in accordance with the above memorandum 
of Rs, 3,632-13-3. Accordingly His Highness, wetting the coins at the place of bathing, gave 
this day, dated Magshirsli, Vadh 8th Samvat (year) 1931 (31st December 1874). . 


Exhibit TJ 1. 

Entry under date Shrawan Wadya ilth Samvat 1031 (Gtli September 1874). 

Ru|)ees 119-8-0.—(In the original the words which follow here are blottetl with ink and 
are illegible) tlirough Khasi goods (articles) purchased an<l brought from Aliinedabad. Kor 
the price for the same, maehino-jnade rujXKJS were jwvid out of tlie Nowsaree Swari awiount, 
together with its exchange (paid) in cash in Babashai currency to the Swari ucciount by tlie 
hands of Bhivba Jamdar as per yod. 


Exhibit V1. 

Entry under date Jesht Wad 9th Samvat 1931, Monday (8th June 1874). 

Rupees 1,000.—(^edited after being debited. Fruit was purchased and caused to be 
brought from Bombay through (the words which follow here in the original are blotted with 
ink and are illegible). Tlie price payable for the same was caused t<) bo . paid by the said 
Parakh, is on the said date debited as expended and is credited here. 


Exhibit W 1. 

Entity under date Ashwin Sood 3rd Samvat 1931, Tuesday (13th Octolier 1874). 

Rupees 200.—Expenses on account of purchases for the Sillikhan for fruit for His Highness 
purcliased and caused to be brought from Alimodabad through (the words which follow here 
in the original are blotted with ink and are illegible). The Sirkar’s jierinission was given for 
paying the money for its price, accordingly paid in cash in the hands of himself the said Salim 
as jier yad. 


Exhibit X1. 

Entry under <late Adhik (intercalary) Ashad Wurlya, 3rd Thurwlay Samvat 1931 (2nd July 

1874). 

Rupees 298-12-0.—Fruit caused to be brought fi-om Poona through (the words which follow 
hero in the original arc blotted with ink and are illegible). In regard to which the Sirkar’s 
permission was given for paying machine-made money'. Accordingly money in Surati coins 
• was to bo paid. This money was cause<l to be paid oat of the balance of machine-made 
money on account of the Nowsaree Swari. lu regard to the same Babashai money was paid 
together with exchange to the Swari account in cash by the hands of Bliiva Wuliud 
llanmuntrao Bochre Jamdar as per yad. 


Exhibit Y 1 . 

Memobahdum sliowing the el^ienses'(necessary) for feeding 1,500 Ouzerathi Brahmins 
through liameshwurbhae^ at the temple of Swaini Narayeii on account of finishing the 
Brahmin feeding and Dumpataya (feeding the piirs) and giving of charities connected with the 

intercalary mouth. The money to be given in cash 
**®®**“** to Ramoshwurbhaee (Sur Sun year) Samvat 1931^ 

_I 01_ t _Jl_n/.J.!. 1^1.^ ■%0>7A.\ • 


Rupees 1,125 for net articles at 12 azmas per head, total. 

„ 375 for distributing charity nfonoy at the time of dinner per each 4 annas. 


1,500 The Sircar lias ordered payment of Rupees 1,500 for Bralnm feast 

^ „ according to the said yodee. Dated Ashad Shud, 3rd Samvat 1931* 

Moorgiar. (I6th July 1874). 


(In Quzerathi.) ' 

Written. Payment by Rameshwur Morarjee to wit. 

The money of this memoi’andum has been received in full, iu the liandwiiting of Bbolanath 
Foonjaram through lum. 


Translation of Exhibit Z 1. 

Damodhur Trimbuck Neke, Brahmin, age—Khnngi Kamdar oi Private Secretaiy to 
Mulhamio Maharaj, states :— 

Yeflhwuntrao Yeole, Salim, and Rowjee were concerned in poisoning Colonel PJiayre. In the 
montii of Ashwin last, about the time of the Dusserah fSOth October 1874), the Mahaiwa 
naked me to procure some arsenic from the Foujdaree, on tbc ground that he wanted it for itch, 
and he desired me to say at the Foujdaree that it was wanted for giving medicine to a horse. 
1 could not get any arsenic at tlio Foujdaree, and on luy telling the Maharaja, he desired me to 
get it from the Camp. T told him it wanteil a pass. He said never mind about it. 1 there¬ 
upon got two loins of arsenic from Nooroodin Borah, the Maiiarajii Iiaving told mo to pi‘umiK<‘ 
liim a monopoly of the supply of medicine to the SilUkhann. He did not say whenetj lie pro¬ 
cured the arsenic. 1 took the arsenic to the Maharaja, and asked him to whom it should be 
given. He desired me to give it to Salim, and that he (Salim) would, oe instructed, pre])are 
tlie medicine to be made from it. I accordingly gave it to Salim. 1 don’t know when he 
brought it here. Afterward.s the Maharaja desired me to get one tola of diamonds to be 
burnt and reduced to ashes. 1 order^ Manajeo Yithul to get one tola of diamonds 
and deliver them to the Maliaraja. He brought me the diamonds, and T showed them to the 
•Mahamja, wiio desired me to take and deliver them to Yeshwunt. Up to this time 1 did not 
know they were required for this puqioso. The Maharaja said they have Ijeen ordered for tlic 
purpose of making a crown for the Swami of Akulcotc. After a few days the Maharaja again 
asked for another tola of very small diamonds. 1 thereuj»on desired Nanajee to get them. 
He brought .some dhunonds and some very Small diamonds. I'hat evening either he or Vina- 
yeknio gave them to mo. 1 asked the Maharaja what was to be done with them. Thereupon 
In; desired that they should bu given to Yeshwunt. When 1 gave the small diamonds to 
Yeshwunt I Jisked him what he was going to do with them. He said 1 am going to take 
them for the purpose of pounding them fine and giving (the same) to Colonel Phayre. Tltis 
bwk phice about five or six days before the attempt to poison Colonel Phayi'e Iwcame known. 
On that day 1 accompanied the Maharaja as far os the Shevak’s Dharamsala, where the Maha« 
raja tooke me up in his carriage. And on his return he told me at once that the poisoning of 
Colonel Phayre by arsenic bad become publicly known. He said that the attempt to admi¬ 
nister poison through Salim juid Yeshwunt had been divulged. Salim used always to be coming 
and going to and from the Residency day and night constantly) from the time that Rowjee 
wiia corrupted by bribery. That day he was there early in the morning, and the Maharaja 
told me that when this matter transpired Salim went to Rowjee’s house to got any of the 
packets of arsenic that might have been left and to throw them into the fire-place where tJie 
old woman was cooking. But aa Rowjee did not trust Sulim, he hihiself ran to throw those 
packets away. But whetlicr he did so or not I did nut learg. I asked the Maharaja how this 
matter came to light? He said it came to light beauise Nursoo Jemadar was not there on the 
watch. Because lie used to keep watch and whistle to give the alarm ; and as ho was not 
there that day early iu the morning, the matter became known. The Maharaja had come 
earlier than usual. I went home, and Nana Sahib and the Maharaja were discussing together 
that day at noon at Luxmeebaoe’s Ijouso. At noon Nana, the Mahanija, and 1 went out in a 
carriage, and the Maharaja said they should be on the look out about t!to matter they Jiad been 
discussing. The next day the Maharaja desired Salim and Yoshwuutin the Palace to keep hiih 
well informed of what was going on. He afterwards told me >md Nana Sahib in the carriage 
to keep him well informed, and so saying stated that Rowjee had been i-eleasod, and that he 
was a very clever man and a Uar. As lie luis been released he (the Maharaja) is now under uo 
apprehension, because the proof of the evidence has disappeared. After Colonel Phayre’s 
removal and after Colonel Felly’s arrival, the Maharaja told ino one day that Rowjee was 
standing on the road and was making signs to Salim to the effect that ho (Rowjee) wanted 
some present from the Maharaja, but that he had told him that nothing could be done in tliat 
matter until the termination of the inquiry; but that he would hereafter try to do something 
about it. After Mr. Souter’s arrival lie went back without seizing Rowjee. Thereupon the 
Maharaja used to say that it was well Rowjee had not been seized, and that now there was 
no cause for fear. Then when Rowjee was seized he told me ho had heard of it, and that it 
was a bad occurrence. Afterwards (he heard) of Rowjee having been pardoned and of his 
having confessed everything. He then said if any other persons be .aiTested they should not 


I 




confetis; and he enjoined me not to confess even if I died, and as to other peraonB who thight 
l>e acquainted with this matter, they had also been slmilivrly enjoined. He further told me 
tliat he had enjoined Nana, Harribn Bada, Salim, ajid Yoshwunt. When the order came from 
the B^idency for the transmisBlon of Salim and Yeshwunt at noon, I met Nana Sahib -who 
told me that the order had been received, and that it is neuessory to Send them, and that similar 
ordcjrs would be received for sen<ling you and me (ic., Nana and Damodhur). In the evening the 
Maharaja told me that the two men had been sent to the Bcsidency, and that ho had enjoined 
upon them not to coni'ess even though they were killed and cut to pieces. When Yoshwunt 
and Salim were released, and a note was reoeived &gam to send them back, the kfaharaja sent 
for Yeshwunt and told, him not to say anything, and desired him to take Salim with him and 
go to the Kesideticy. The next day the Maliaraja told (me) to act as Govindrap Kale, who was 
cut to pieces but would not confess; and he had given the same injunctions to Nana ami 
Harriba Dada. I hoard from Nanajee Vitliul that the diamonds were procured from Hem- 
chuud. Nanajee Vitliul had money, being balance of the kosai’ or sowing account. I asked 
the Maharaja to sanction jiaymeut of the value of the diamonds. By las order Riipees 
were credited to the khangi or private book, and were debited to the Swami Narayan ns 
spent for feeding Brahmins. Thti value of the diamouds wjis •Rupees 7,000, in part payment 
whereof Niimijee j>aid a moiety, and the same amount, Rupees .*>,500, was not entered in the 
]\ccouut in the name of the jeweller, but was entered as paid for a feast to the Brahmins. At 
first when the diamonds were purchased, they were entered in the account as bought for the 
Sillikhana for medicinal purposes, and when the attempt to poison was discovered, 1 asked 
the Mahamja whether it should be in tfie account (The words interlined hero are 

erased in the original by drawing a lino throiigh them.) That the diamonds were to bo burnt 
and converted into medicine m he had stated. Thereupon the Maharaja said, no, and said that 
the account should be torn up. I told Nanajee Vithul to do so; ami be having infomied me 
that he had <lone so, 1 informed the Maharajn. The account was not (entered) in a book, but, 
w.a8 entered, as is our custom, on separate sheets (of j)aperj. When I first ordered the arsenic 
from tlie Foujdaree, Horinusjcc Wadia, wlio was in charge, said he would give it after liaving 
consulted the Maharaja. 1. tljorefore did jiot .'isk him again for it. Tlie note regarding tlx* 
arsenic, bearing my signature, remained in the records of the Foujdaree. Gunputrao Hul Wuni. 
sahl there was no objection to its remaining there, liccause it is stated in tlu^ account that 


the arsenic luwl nut been givcjn. When Dailabhoy wanted to get a return of the quantity 
of arsenic sold, the matter was mentioned by me to the Maharaja, who thereupon wanted* 
to know why the return was lequired, and oivlered that it should be given. T thon askeil 
Guu])Utrao Bulwunt to return my note, wbeji he told me there was no reason to enter¬ 
tain any apprehimsion about it. Knmity agaipst Pbayre Saliib wjis the (hief origin 
of this design in the Maharajahs mind; and that enmity increased since LuxmeebaecV 


marriage came under discussion. At Nowsaree, one night, T saw Kowjee bringing sucreUy 
some Govinnment papers, whicb lie had stolen, into the Malmrajas room. Tlie Maliaraja 
thereupon sent fiir me and desired me to make a copy <ff the said papers in the pre¬ 
sence of Rowjca Salim was with Jlcwjee and the Maharaja. The pajiers relatwl to the case' 
of Jumiiabai. They consisted of tlie memorial of Jumiiabai to Goveriimcnt, wliich had come 
to Phayro Sahib for report, and Rowjee liad stolen them and had brunglit them to tla? 
Maharaja at tO o’clock at night. Having f^opied them till late, I returned them to Rowjee at 
2 o’clock I tore up the copy, because T was afraid of being ai rostcd at Surat In connc'irtion 
with the charge brought by Luxmecbaee’s husband. Afterwards at Baroda Colonel Phayre 
had fever and a boil on his forehead. At that time I hi^ard the Maharaja talking to Salim in 
the picture-room, and Salim was telling him that a plaster had been ajiplied by Colonel Phayre, 
but that he having felt it burning, iiad taken it off. Salim informed the Maharaja that Etiwjce 
had jiropired that medicine. At th<‘ same time, viz., when tlie Resident ba(] tlie ojien wound, 
the gi*eat pliysician’s younger brotliov brought a bottle of poison; but ns we were present 
there, he did not give it at that time ; and It appeanid he might liave wanted some money for 
it. In the evening the Maharaja desired me to procure some blister flies and to send them to 
the younger brother of the great jihysiolan. lie desiied me to send .some Waghries (biiyl- 
catchers) through the Foujdaree to catch some I)k 5S and take them to the physician, 1 
accordingly communicated it to Narayan Kaf» V'akasknr, who is in tlie Foujdaree. The next 
day early in the morning the Maharaja said to Ilariba in my presence that the jihysician’s 
y(iunger brothoi’ wanted some snakes foi* making medicine. The srmkcmau came and brought 
tlio snakes two or three days afterwards, and I desired him to take them to Hariba before 
taking them to the physician. Naiayan Rao showed me the flies that had been brought by 
the Waghries; and the next (lay Ooojaba, a servant'of Nana Sahib, came and showed ino 
some flies of the same kind. I desired, him to take tliom to tlie physician’s brother. At the 


smoc time the Maliamja told me that tlic physician’s younger brother wanted the urine of a 
black Jiorse. Thoieupon'T gave orders to Bajiajee, ICamgar of the Khas Paga, to take some 
urine of a black horse to th(? physician’s brotlier. At tlie same time some ai'senic was given 
from the Foujdaree, but not tbrougli tne. I <lo not know how' much was given. Had I 
known of its being given, I would not Jiave procured it from the Borah. Some days after the 
deli\cj y of these aHicles to the brothel* of the physician, the physician’s brother brought the 
bottle of mediedne, but lie got nothing for it. The Maharaja wanted the medicine, but he did 
not wish to pay what the man demanded for it. He therefore suggested to Nana Kbanvelkar 
to take out som(.* of the me<Ucino contwned in the bottle, and a day or two after, pbout nine 


taken it to the Maharaja^ and tliatbe bad orderedkdiu tobr^ii iotoetaaxd tkatl^aaio 
take some medicine out of it and to keep it till the next day and then to give U to Salim. I 
poured the medicine out of the physieian's bottle into aenmil bottle whioU bad cmitaiuied 
attar, and gave the bottle to Goojaba. The next day Salim came to my house at U o'clock, 
when 1 gave him the bf>ttle to take to Kowjee to poison the SahDx I und^topd this }>er^botly 
at the time, but 1 did not tell Salim to give it to Rowjoe. 

'Inhere were throe separate attempts to poison Colonel Plmyro:— 

The first attempt was to poison by means of the physician’s medicine. 

The second attempt was to poison the plaster for Colonel Phayre’s lioil. 

The third attempt, to put in arsenic, was that which has been discovored. 

The arsenic which was given to Salim first was to poison the plaster. 

Twice T brought arsenic from Nooroodeen Borah by order of the M ahjiraja, two tolas on each 
occasion. When the report of the poison transpired, 1 asketl Nooi-oodceii lT he had eiiteiod the 
arsenic in uiy name. Nooroodeen told mo that, the Borah in the cam)> irom whom ho hmi 
lK)ugl]t it had not at first entered it in anytme’s name; but the second time he had entered it 
as given to NoorwKleen for the KhangiwalLa, and ho wanted Rupees 200 for it. I told 
Nooroodeen to pay the 200 rupees. I knew that wlien Nooroodeen gcit the Sillikhana busi¬ 
ness, it would 1)0 adjusted in the account. J thhik lie did not give him the money. I <Ion'i 
know the Borali in the camji, but T know he lives in the city. After the repoii of the 
poisomng had spread wlien i first mentioned the matter to Naniijoc Vithul, 1 found tliat he 
had suspected that the diamond had been purcliased for the puriioso of poisoning Mlialsaljai'^e, 
ngiiinst whom Luxmeebaec had enmity, and I told Nanajee at the time to conceal anyhow 
this transaction in the accouutH. 

Before me 29tb January 1875, 

(Signed) J. B. Kichbt. 

Tnkeii Uifore Siu Lewis Pelly, Agent to the Governor General and Sjiecial Commissioner, 
(^Ai’TAiN Segkave, and CAP'rAiN Jackson. 

1 have read tho alwivo deposition. This is the deposition which I gave liefore Mr. Rjclicy. 
The aliovo particulars are true, and the above is a true translation tlioreof. 

(Signed) Dawodhuu Tjumbuck Nene. 

His own handwriting. 

(A true tranalatiou.) 

(Signed) NowiiaiKE Furixinjee, 

Translator to the Commission. 

(Tn English.) 

The above statement lias l^een mid tbrdiigh aloud, hy Dauiodliuj’ Triinbuck, Brahmin, and 
has been doclavoil by him in niy presence to be a (^<>rrect account of what he staked hefaxi 
Mr. Richey on tlio 21)th January 1875. Tlie said Dainodhur 'JVimbuck, Brahmin, has with his 
own hand signed tho statemejit, as above, in my presence, this 4th February, 1875. 

Lewis Pelly, 

Agent, Governor General and Special 

ReBidcucy, Baroda, 4th February 1875. Commissioner. 

The said Damodhur IVimbuck, in course of remling the above statomeut, made some verbal 
corrections in his own handwriting. 

Lewis Pkelt, 

Agent, Governor .General and Special 

Baroda, 4th February 1875. Commissioner. 


4tli February 1875. 
Baroda 18th March 1875. 


EXH1BITS,-A 2 Series. 


John Jahdine, Seerotary to the Commissiouers. 


Exhibit A 2. 

(Translation of Qujratlii entries in a Jagad Nond Book, marked A 2.) 

Debited to tho account of Shrinuint Sirkar Mulhar Bm Gaekwar, the 14th of .iUo Vad 
(7th and 8th November 1874). 

• Thin niunc ih iiicorreotly w>oit in Gujrfttin, Naranji or Nanoji* himself has delivered (them) to 
and may therefow be read efther Naranji or 
Nanaji. 


300 Valandi (Rose'' diamonds (weighing) OOJ ratia at Rupees 
40 - - - -- -Rb.2770 

250 Valandi (Rose) diamonds (weighing) 70 ratis at Rupees 
50 . - - - - - - „ 3,600 

Returned Parab coloured diamonds (weighing) 44^ ratis at 
Rupees 35 - - - - - - „ — 

. Total - Rs. 6,270 


Pemanand Naronji, 14th of Aso Vad (7th and 8th November 1874). 

One Ruby finger ring enamelled. Token away for the purpose of wearing, 

21 . 


(A true translation.) 


price Rupees 


(Signed) Nowrozjee Fuudoonjise, 

Baroda, 15th March 1875. Translator and Interpreter to the Ck^mmission. 


(Translation of Gujrathi entricH in a hook called Jangad Vahee for Sainvat year 1930 

(1873-74), mjfrked A 2.) 

• 

(i^-turneii.) Debited to the ticcount of Sliriiiiant Sirkar Mulhar Ruo Gaekwar, the 30th of 
the first Asad Vad (13th July 1874). For approval. 

(Ueturricti.) j Diamond ear-ring. The amount of its price (is) RujHics 18,000. 

1 Diamond, ratis 5^, anna 1. 

1 Diamond, 1 ratis 5^. 

1 Ruby, ratis 1J. 

(Eetiirnad.) 1 Pair of enr-rings of pearls. For approval, Rupees 2,500. 

2 Pearls, Chavas. 

2 Flat Peoria. 

2 Pearls. 

For gold setting and for making, Rujiees 

(lioiurned.) 1 Pearl Necklace or string called Kanthi for a head ornament. Delivered to ^ 

Rowjee through Rajiwhri. The amount of its ]>rice is Rujmos 2,100. 

(Uoturued.) 1 Emerald neck ornament, called CfOsaUi, ratis 15j, for repairing. 

(A true Tninslation.) 

(Signed; Nowrozjee Furdoonjee, 

Boinl)ay, 20th March 1875. Translator to Baroda Uommisaioii. 


Exhibit B. 2. 

(Before J. B. Richey, J.P.) 

Residency, Baroda, 29th January 1875. 

Damoduur Tuimbuck, Brahmin, late Secretary to llis Highness MuUiar Rao Gaekwar, 
states:— 

Yeshwuntrao Yeole, Salam, and llowjee were (ioncerne<l in the jioisoning of Colonel Phayre. 
In the month of Ashwin about the Dusaora tlie Maharaja asked me to procure some lirsonic 
from the Foujdaree, where it is kept, giving as cause that he wanted it lor itch, and told me to 
say at the Foujdaree that it was wanted for a horse. 1 could not get any at the Foujdaree, 
an<l told the Maharaja, who told mo to get it from Camp. 1 told him it wanted a jiass \ he 
said no matter about the pass. 

I got two tolas of arsenic through Nooruddin Borah, the Maharaja having told me to yiro- 
miae him a monopoly of tlie supply of medioinc to the Sillekhana. He did not at first say 
whence he procured it. I took the powder to tlie Maharaja, and asked him whom it was to be 
given to. He told me to give it to Salam, w1k» would prepoi-e the medicine to be made from 
it. T gave it to Salam, I don't know why he brought it here. Afterwards the Mahanija told 
me to get one tola of diamond to calcine and make ash of. I ordered Nanajee Vithul to get a 
tola of diamoTids and bring it to tlie Maharaja. He brouglit me the tola of diamonds, 
and I showed it to the Maharaja, and he told me to take it to Yesliwant. Up to this point 
I did not know that it was wanted for this purpose. The Mnharaja said at first it 
would be to make a head drnament for a Swamee at Akulkote. Afterwards again the Maha¬ 
raja aaked for another tola—this time diamond dust. I told Nanajee to get it, and he brought 
some diamonds and some diamond dust, and either he or Venayekrao came and gave it me in 
the evening. I asked the Mahftraja whiit was to be done with it, and he told me to give it to 
Yesliwunt. When I gave it to Yeshwaht I asked him what he did with these diamonds that 
were being given him, he said they were pounded and rubbed fine ajul given to Colonel Phayre. 
This took plaee about five or six days before the atteinpi to poison Colonel Phayre became 
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when the Maharaja picked me up in his carriage on his return. He told me out n.t ojiw that 
the poisoning by arsenic of Colonel Phayrehad tfecome known. He saitl that tiiO attempt U> 
administer poison through 8aKm and Yeshwant had become known. Salam used alwaye to 
Im* c^omijigand going to and from the Residency da>y and nights fn«u t^e time that Kowjee 
was oomipted for tho purpose of sending infonnathm. He was here on that morning, and the 
Mahamja told me that wlion the matter oame out Salam bad run off to Bowjee s house to got 
any of the powder that was left and throw it in the fire where tlie old woman was baking, and 
that as Salam was not fully trusted- by Rowjee, Rowjee himself had gone to tlirow it away; 
wliether he did or n*)t, I did not further hear. T asked the Maliaraja how this haj)pened 
be found out, he said that it was because Nursoo Jemadar waa not there to bo on the watch. 
He used to keep watch and whistle to give the alarm, and as he was not there that morning, 
the thing was fouud out. The Maharaja had come earlier than usual. 1 went home, and tliat 
aitenioon, in Luxnleebaee^s house, Nana Sahib and the Maharaja discussed together. In tlie 
afbon)f)on Nana and the Maharaja and T dro^’^e together, and the Mahai'aja said they must b*'! 
on the look-out about the matter that they hod been, discussing. The next day the JVIaliaiuJa 
told Salam and Yeshwunt in the Palace to keep wdl-informed of what was being done, and 
af'terwardfl in the car^iag(^ drive told Nana and me to keep ourselves weD-infomi^, and saiil 
that Rowjee had beem let go, that he was a clever scougdrol, and that now then^ was no 
fear as ** our principal evidence t was let g<». Aft(;r Colonel Phayre had gone and Colonel 
Pclly came, one day the Maharaja told mo that Rowjee h»ul stood oi» the road, and made signs 
b Salam that ho wanted some present fiom hinf (the Maharaja), hut that he? had told him he 
would do nothing now, }>ut that when the case was entirely disposed of, he would do soniethiiig 
for him. 

At first after Mr. Souter came, and Rowjee was not seized, and Mr. Soutor said to liave 
gone, th<‘ Maharaja used to aiy that as Rowje<' was not seized, it was all right, aiul there was 
n<» (tausc for fiyir. 1'heii, when Rowjtn^ was wdzed, he told me he had lieard of it, and that it 
was a bad business; then he heard of Rowjee liaving taken a pardon and confeased, and tt>ki 
jiie make arrangements that any others who might he arrested should not confess, and en- 
JoiTied upon me not to cimfess even if T died for it. and tohl the others who knew, informing 
me *>fit. Tltj told me that he bad warned Nana, Harihah Dada, 8atani, and Yeshwunt. W’lien 
th<‘ order ca.m(< from the Residency asking for the surrender of Salam and Ye.sliwunt on that 
afternoon. T met Nana Sahib, nnd he told me that the note had come, and that they wouhl 
havf to he .sent, and that soon note.s wouJrl com(‘ to send us, viz., Nana and Daincalhur. Jii the 
et^ening th(’ Maharaja t(*ld me that the two men had been sent to the Re.sidtmcy, and that be 
liad enjoined upon them not to conless, tlirnigh they were tom in pieces. 

When Yeshwunt and Salam were lot go back, and another note came again asking for them 
(he Maharaja sent for Yeshwunt and enjoined silence upon him again, and toj<l hini take 
Salam and go to the‘Residerjcy. The next* day the Maharaja told mo to act jis Oovimlrno 
K.ali, who was tom in pieces, but would not confess, and he gave tlu; same injunction to Nana 


and Ibiriba as ho infomiod me. 

1’lio diamonds. I heard from Nanajoo VithuJ, were l)rought from liomchiiTHl, .^Jamijei* 
VitJiul had tho-balance of tlu* “ saving*’ acfcount, and when 1 ?iskod the Maliarajah to 

.sjinctioii the jiayinent for the diamonds, the following arrangement was made l»y Ins order. 

Rupees .‘bfiOO or so of tlie “s.-iving ' iic<!ount were credited in the khangee, and a 
(•nrreapoiJ<ling debit was made in the. account of Swainee Narayen's Ilrabmiiis’ I'ceiling. 

'riie diamonds wcjrc worth alamt Ru)k*(.‘S 7,000, so half payment was iniule l>y Nanajce 
Viuhul, giving the jeweller the Rupees ,S.500 which was entered in the accounts as j)aid for 
the Bnihmins’ dinner. 

At first when tho diamonds were l)otight they were (‘nl-ered in tlie accounts afi bought for 
the Sillekhana for medicinal piirposes, and when the poisoning was <liHeovered, J asked l,ln‘ 
Maharajah whetlier diamonds could be use<i for medicine, as he said, by burning them. JJc 
said they could not, and directed the entries m the accjounts to be torn out. 1 told NM-najcc 
Vithul, and he informed me 1 m^ hsd done it. 1 told the Mnhstfaja, The areomit was not in 
a book, but, as is the custom, on a loose ]>apor. When I first asked for arseni<.^ i’ruin the 
Koujdaree, Honnusjee Wadia was in charge, and he sai<l he would refer to th(? Maharaja bejbre 
giving it, so I did U()t ask him again, Tlie n{)te asking for it under my signature was left in 
tinirft<M:>rd of the Koujd;n eo as J was informed by (lunputrao Rulwunt, who also told jne that 
ijiojo wae no reason to mind its being thm*, as there was an entry in the nscorrl that the, 
arsenic had not been given. 

When Dodabliai wanted to get a return of the sale of arsenic the uui-ttoj- was ])rought belorc 
the Maharaju, who wanted to know wiiy the i-eturn should 1 hi sent, but decirhid that it must 
be mven, I then n«ked Chmjmtrao JBulwunt aliout our note, as above, and askiid him to give 
it Imck, when he told rae, as abtwc. th;i,t theiv. was notlung to fear. 

The enmity Jigaiust (lolonel Phayre was the origin of this design in the Mjiharaja’s inijid : 
it increased much when liuxmeebjiee's marriage was under discussion. At Nowsaree <*in‘ 
night 1 saw Rowjee bringing some (lovermnent pa^xsrs which he had stolen intct the Maharaja’s 
private mom: the Maliai-aja sent for me and told me to copy the pajiers Rowjee had brought 
at onCG in Rowjeo’s preaeu'ee. Saiain was with Rowjee and the Maharaja. The papers were 
about Jumuahaees business; it waa tlie memorial of Jumoaboee, which had come to Colonel 




rdiomftfcic—constRutly.” 
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Pfjjiyro for report, and Kowjeci stole and brouglit to the Maliarujo. HtJ brought it about 
10 o'clock, and T was copying it till late, I gave, it back to Rowjee about 2 o’clock. I 
destroyed tlio copy l)Ocanse 1 was afraid of being stopped and an*ested at Surat in connexion 
with the. charge brought by Ijuxmeebtiee’s husband. Afterwards, at Bal'dda, Colonel Phay re 
bad fever, and a soro on his forelicad from the fever. At tliat time I beard the JMahanna 

ft«» . m .. .... ..V 


talking to Salani in the picture-room, aii<l Salaiu (explaining that the plaster b*ul been applied 
by Colonel Phayre, but tJiat Im liod felt it burn and bad torn it off. Salam told the Maharaja 
that llowjoe lawl told nim as above, and that it was Kowjeo who had doctored the plaster. 

At the same time, namely, when the fieHident bad the open wound, tho big physicians 
younger brothci’ brought a bottle of poison made u(> l>y the physician, but as there were 
many of us prcjsent, Ikj did not give it that time, and he may-also have wanted something 
for it. 

In tho evening one day, when Colonel Phayro had the boil on Jiis forehead, the Maharaja 
told me to get some blister flies to send t'o the younger brother of the big physician. He 
told me to Kciid through the Poujdaree, and have the Wfigries sent to catch some flicjs mid 
taken to tlic pbysi{iia,u. T told Narayimrao Wakusker, who is in the Fbujdaree, accordingly. 

Tljc next morning the Mabanija told llai iba. In luy presence, that the physician’s youngei’ 
brother wanttMl some snakes to .m^ke nu'diciuo. The snakt^man came to me two or three 
days after, saying he liiwl the snakes that had been ordered, and I told him to take them to 
ITariba, and takcj Ids order before going with them to tho ])hy8ician. 

Narayenrao brought the blister flies taken by the Waghi'ies and showed them to me, and tho 
next day Goojaba, a servant of Nana Khanvelkur, came imd showed me some blistei flies of the 
same kind, and I told liim to take them to tlie physician’s brother and submit them for his 
.'i]>]»r'oval. About tbo same time tho Maharaja told me that the physician’s younger brother 
wanted the urine of a black hoj*so, and I gave orders to Bapnjee, tlio kamdar of the Khas Paga, 
to tuke some nriiie accordingly to tin* physician’s bi otber. 

At the snme time some arsmiie was given from the Foujdarce, hut not through me. I don’t 
know how mucli was given. Had I known of its being given, I would not have got some 
iiiorii Irom the lloriih. iSoine days after the supply of those articles the physician's broLlicr 
brought th(i bottles; as abovcf stated, not getting what he wanted for it. 

The Mahai'ajn wanted the stull, hut did not want to give what tluj man demJUidcd, so 
siiggissted tti Nana Klianvclker to get some of the contents of the bottle, and a day oi‘ two 
aftci, about {) o'clock at night, (loojalia cami^ to me with the bottle which the phy.sician had 
made up, and toM me that lie had taken it to the Maharaja, and that he hud been onlered if) 
bring it to nm, and that 1 was to take some out of the bottle, aud keep it till tiie next day, 
and then give it to Sahim. I poured some out of the physicians bottle into u smallboUle 
of mine, wliicli hiid hekl attai-, and gave the othei- bottle back to Goojaba, aud tlie iu?xt day 
Salain uinie to luy bouse about U o'clo(;k, aud d gave him the bottle, to take to Kowjee 
to poistui the saldb. This 1 understood poifectly, though I did not tell Salam to give it to 
Kowjee. 

Tliere were three distinct plots t(» pois<ui C()lonoI Phayre:— 

Ist—r»y the i)hysi«*.ian’H stuff. 

2nd.—Ky jioisoning th(! plaster for Colonel Plmyre's boil. 

3rd.—By the ai'scnic wdiicli was disrswerod. 

'riie arsenic that w'us first given to Salam was to poison the pliistei's. 

Twice I got ai’.senic from Nooruddin Borah by order of the Maharaja, on each occasion two 
tolas. Aft' x-tlic jtoison business came out I asked Nooruddin whether he had entered the 
arsenic in my name ; he told me that the Canii) Borah, from whom he had bought it, had not 
entered it at all in any one’s name, but the. seeoml time had entered it as given to Nournddin 
Ibr the “ Khangeewalla,” and now Avanted ltu])ees 200. I told Nooniddin to give Rupees 200 
t(» him. knowing that when Nooruddin got the Sillekhaim busines-s it could be adju.sted in 
tlie accounts. lie did not give I he money I believe. T don’t know the Camp Borah, but be 
lives in the (jity. 

After the ])oison business had come out, when T first talked on the subject to Nanajee 
Vithul, I found tliat he liad suspected that the diamond dust was inteiidetl to be used to 
poi.sou Malsabaee, against whom Luxmecbaee h:i8 a liatred. 1 told him at that time about 
tlie account buHim^ss by which tho transaction was to be concealed. 

Before me, 2fHh January 1875. 

(Signed) J, B. lllCUEY. 

Tiiken in the presence of the following officers ;— 

Sir Licwis Pelly, Agent, Governor-General. 

Cafitaiu Segrave. 

Captain Jackson.. 

Interpreted by me to Damodhur Triinbuck Nen(^ who acknowledges it to be what he 
stated. 

(Signed) K. G. Dkshmukii, 

Baroda, 2iid F(d)rnary IS75. Sub-Judge. 

Int-orjiroted by K. C. Dcsbmnkh in my presence. 




(Signed) Liswis Pbi.ly, 
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Exhibit C 2. 


Examination on>AMODHUtt Tkimbuck resumed BOtli Jannai'y 187*> ; — 

Yesliwiiutrao used to take luonry to give in hril^os to <lu' sevvants, ))nt lattoily Salam took 
the money from the private acjcount, and it used to be debited to fruit from A}imedaba<l, 
lireworka, &c., always soiniefictitiouH entry. I shonld think bo must have tnken 2,000 or 8,000. 
Ibilwantrao Kowjeti used to write the private aecouTits under iny instruetions, as 1 had diarge 
of the money, and made ]>nyiru*utM by the Maharaja’s orders. When irioncy was to be ]>aid 
to Salam for the above pTp'poses, the Mahanija gave mo gimeral orders t() make such fictitiouM 
entries. 

Tlio Maharaja told me after the poison business came out, and Yeshwantmo and Sahnri 
had been caught, that if tliore were an}" suR]>icious entries left in the neeounts they should 
be altered, or erased, or concealed. On this order I told Biflwanti’ao to dispose of suspicious 
items aecoi*dingly. Ho assented, but. in a day or two came and said that the Jiccounts were 
not such as could be .so bunpercsl with. I con.sult<^ Mndhooraj>, anotlier Karkoon; ajjd 
finally ink was to ho ]«)ure(l on the items ii} tjucstion ; and I told liini to blot in the saun5 
way other items also, S(j as to av{jrt .suspicif>n from the paiiicular entries. 1 .saw one such 
blotted item, which IbilM'antrao showed me :\s a specimen. I understood this mucl» about 
the fictitious items, that the fruit, &e. was not ever really brought, but the nmney was given 
to Salam to use in bribery at tim Kesidency. Tins ]>vacticc of bribing tbrough Ycslnvunt and 
Sahnn .bad bi'en iii force for abont a yivir and a l>alf 

About four inmitbs ago oue lac and twi'iity thonwind llabasayc nip<s‘S was paid to IVem- 
chuml Roychutid flirough Oote.mcluind Jewei-cc. An anklet was bought from Ootcmchuud, 
aud the above .sum was paid to bim in exee-ss of its value. Moro Punt, Nana Klmnvelker’s 
.servant, was (‘ugagejl in the business, which was to get recognition of Luxmeebaee’s child 
hy (Jovernment; it was said to bo for a bribe to Mr. Gibbs. 1 tbougUt that Premclmnd kept 
th(j money, as J lieard that hr ha<] redeemed llnpees (50,(HM) worth of propi3rtv out of mort¬ 
gage, and 1 su.spected it was witli this money. 

Ootenu^luiiMl. Preme.huiid, Moro Punt, and the Maharaja w(*re up.stairs together. When 
tlie iilaharaja came down he told me that tl] lacs to be jmid for the anklet,—one lac 

a.ml twenty thmisand to lit* |iaid <tl one/*, ami the rtist afterwards. Tin* anklt^t harl been given 
brfon* this passed. Thv anklet was in tlie jewel-rttnm, and Naiiajee. Vithul, jewebkeejier, 
was instriiclod by both tlie Mabaraj.a ami me to send in bis note for tlie payment of the sum 
s(‘ttlcil, viz., lacs from the Khangee. His notti would lie eashetl in the Khaiigce by the 
Maliavaja’s verbal, order, the casli heing drawn fntm a. S(at(f shop as a general rule. In tlie 
Ivliangre day-liouk it will be set*n where the cash came from. 

In connexion with the same intrigue for the reengnition of Loxmee.liace's marriagt*. aTid her 
sou's legitimacy, a Jlahoo, who wa.s brought by MtttihJl J>ul]jntram a!id Mtuo Punt, who 
was paid two sums of about Puipees 20,000 ami 20,000 in Government note.s, wJiieh wore 
brought frtuu lloml^ay by Goteinehuml in lluiutes 1,000 notes. 

'file Baboo came twice and received the* money as above on tin* two ocaisions. I’hese itcTiis 
may perhaps appear in the day-book witl) Ijuxmeebnei*’s signature, as .she used to sign some¬ 
times for the Maharaja. 

The R-iIhw came from (‘alciitta aud talked in English with MotiJall, who would interjircl 
to t)m Maharaj.’i. 

When tlie llaboo came tirst there was a m(u?iij»g at Mukhuiipoora, and there wore present— 


The Maharaja, 

Nana. Khanvtdker, 
M(»tilaU DuljMitram. 
'fhe Kaboo, 

Moro Punt, 
and niyst^lf. 


Kiipecs 25,000 were given liiiti there, and a })roiniHe of a large reward if tin* matter 
sarried throindi .sina^essfully. tin the s<»emnl visit- of the Baboo, wlnm be was pahl 11 


wore 

carneft tUrongli .sinressiuny. v.»n tiie secoini visii- oi me i>aiimu, wucu lie wns pahl Rupees 
20,000, the money was given b.y me at tin* Maharaja’s or<ler to Moro Punt, and I know 
nothing of wlnit liecame of it, but it was to be given to the Baboo. 

All the criminal proceedings in which the Maluiraja was engaged originated with himself; 
he did not act under any one’s a<lviee tlia,t 1 know of. I spi'ak now of tin* matters of which 
1 was ])er.sojially cognizant. 1 kimw that Bhow 8eiD<iia, Govindrao Naik, and liowjee Master 
juid others were killed hy the Maharaja’s onior, hut .1 wni< not personally eon(X‘vn(‘d in tliese 
matters, which were (xmdueb'd through tin* Eoujdaree l>e|artnient Ofliecrs, during the nymiv. 
of Bulwautrao Kalioreker, at which time 1 was not allowed aceeas to the Maharaja. J was 
taken i«t(» favour for luy services in connection with Buxineebaee’s maniagt*. Btd'ove that 
time r had be<‘n in the IChnngee l)epartnicnt for about tuo years, and knew about the 
ncoouuts. 

The order on the Uoozoor Koujdaree Kamdar to send a pas.s for aj.senie, now shown ir»c, 

is in iiiv handwriting, and is the order wdiich I sent 

Datoi Iihaclurpud Wml, 9tl. ,Sumv.,t vm. jirgotioi., as stated in 7 ny deposi- 

tion yes^-erday, aud the words “ required for medicine fur a hor.se ” were used also hy the 




Miiliaraja’s order, i\B before stated. The pass for arsenic; which 1 sent for by this order I did 
not receive, but, as above stated, got the arsenic from tijo Borab. 

Before lue, 

(Signed) J. B. Richey. 

In jiresence of Captains Scagrave and Jackson. 

(Signed) J. B. Richey. 

3()th January. 

Tnterj)reted by me to Damodhur Punt Trimbuck Nene, wlio acknowledges it to be what 
he stated. 

(Signed) R. G. Deshmuktt. 

Baroda, 2nd Febniary TH75. Sub-Judge. 

Translated by K. G. Deslunukh In my presence. 

(Signed) Lewis Pbi,ly, 

Baroda, 2Tid February 1875. Agent, Govenior-Genoi*al. 


Exhibit D 2. 

Ameena, wife of Sheikh Abdonlla Kiral, age about 40, and ayali to Mrs. Boevoy, states :—At 
tbe iiine of tbe lueoting of the Baroda (\>minis»iori, I wus persuaded, niucli Jigainst my will, 
by Fai/.oo Rauizan, Kesidoncy Ohobdar, to visit the Maluoaja Gaekwar. I went fr) see biui 
throe times altogetljor. Oji tlie first occasion I was taken to the Maharaja by Faizoo, ainl tliat 
was whcTi tl»e Inquiry Conimi.sKiori was sittiiig. Salim sowar met us ut the Haveli, and wo 
all three proiteeded hefore the Maharaja togetlier. We went up bhtoo fiigl)tH of stairs to w hei*c 
th(5 Maliaraja Avas sitting, lie spoke to me jKU’sonally, and begged me to inten^de with luy 
madam, Mrs. Pliayre, iii or<ler that she might use her infiuouue Avith tlm Resident in his (the 
Maharaja’s) behalf. I made no promises. After being about half an hour with the Maharaja 1 
iolt. Faizoo w^eut to liis house in the city, Salim remained at the pahtec, and 1 came home 
by myself in a hullork shigram. 

1 visited the Maharaja twice again ; the second time was after my return from Bombay and 
Ntiwsaree, wbcr(', on Mrs. Pbayre's dqnirtun' for England, I acctiptcd service with her daughter 
Mrs. Boevey, wife of the Aasistani Resitlent. Tt must have been about a month Jii'tcr my 
return l.f) Baroda that T vi.sited tin; Maharaja on the .second oeeiwion. 1 Ava.s then jxirsuadtid 
by the Maharaja's Arab .soiwaiit, Salim, to go to tlu; Qat-kwar, and J was bvkeu by the Resi¬ 
dency Naik named Kuroem. The Maliaraja and Salim talked to mo tihoni fttdoo (sorcery), 
but 1 remarked that Euro]»(^aTis couhl nut be afloot(xl or jnihioueed by such means. Aly intcr- 
viow with the (laekwar lasted about lialf an liotir, and I then retunied liomi* in the shigram 
whh Kurreem. On this day I reiM-ivcd no money, but two or three days after Kuneem Naik 
ealleil at my house and gave me Rupees 100, stating that Tesliwuntnio Yeola. laid given 
Rupees 200, of which Ku]»ee,s 100 was for him, AAdiicli he had kept, and the other Riipech^lOO 
for me. 

The third time T visited the Maharaja Avaa during the Ramzan. I was then pressed to g(» 
by Salim, who fixed the day ainl time ; and J went in company wifcli my servant boy nuincd 
Cliootoo. Aly husband, Abdoola, prucined a slngram, and Salim met me at the llaveli and 
took me before tlie Raja. On this occasion the Maiainija sjiuke to me witii rcfiaemn; to the 
birth of Luxmeebaee’s chil<l, and jmjuired whether the Sahib and Madam Imd l»oen talking 
about him (the child), and if any objection was likely to be raisixl with r(;gard to his Icgitimaey, 
The Maharaja asked me to do what T could iu the matter; but I told him that F could not 
Ijclp him. 1 was with the Maharaja fur about half an hour on this occasion, and returned l.o 
lUA'home at the Ib^sideniy with my servant boy about 10 o’clock at night. Ab»«ut two or 
tluee days after this visit Salim came to my house at the Residency, and gave me Rujiccs 50. 
1 am (juiti! familiar with the Alaharaja Gaekwars ap|x*Araiiee, as T have often seen lum during 
bis visits to the Resident; and on one ocea.sion, Avhen the Gaekwar’s family «vme to visit 
M)‘s. PhiijTti, the Alaharaja Avas in the room when I happened to be called in and made my 
salaam. Ho was then sitting quite close, and I saw him distinctly, and it was the same 
• ]K!rson before wliom J was taken and conversed with during .e;icli of iny throe visits to the 
Havel i. 

The ICazi of Chandore, wliowas in the habit of frequenting the Residency, particularly when 
the Reverend Mr. Taylor used to be on a visit, informed me about a month before the atterrqit 
to poison Colonel Phayre that the Resident’s butler, Pedro, mid Rowjee, Uavildar of Peons, 
were iu great favour with the Maharaja-, and that they had agreed to administer poison, but 
they did not say to whom. 

Kurreem Naik also told me, about a month bcfoi-e the attempt to poison the Resident, that 
he had heard fr om a person in high poiition that Pedro, butler, and Rowjee, Havildar, had 
consented to jidminister poison. 

Taken before, 

(Signed) F. H. Soptek, 

1-. 1 T\_ 


Ameena, wife of Slieik Abdoola, and ayah to Mnj. Boevey, Is recaJloil at l)i'r own request, 
»ind fuHher states:—When 1 /jave my statement ou tlie 18th, I w»ih suffering from fever aud 
was not leoling well, and omitted to mention certain facta which T have now remembei'ed, and 
wish to have recorded along with iiiy tii^t dojjositiou. 

On the occasion of my being taken before the Maharaja the tlur<l time during t)io Kamzan, 
the Maharaja disked me, after other (]U(jstioiiK, wljether it would not be ))ossible to adiidivistcv 
Hoiuething by which the Resident could be Inought round to his (tJie Maharaja's) will. 'J’he 
(iftt'kwar st>oke in eautions and hidden language, but J understood hiut to l>e throvviug out a 
feeler to nscortiiin whether .1 wt»uld eojjsent to administer 'poison to my uiastei*, C'oloiiel Phayi'e. 
1 indignantly refused, ajid objected, and Udd the. Mahaiaja that if he attempted anything of 
the sort he would get into serious trouble and be ruinexl. I exclaimed, “ it would^ be bettej* 

‘‘ that lakhs <.»f people should die tluin that the sup- 
porter of lakhs slmuld corue by his death." 8a)uin, 
wh<i was utaiiding close to the Maharaja at this time, 
endeavoured to persuade mo by kind words, and by 
saying that if 1 would only do as the Maharaja wished 
1 would have, provision made for* me for the rest oi‘iuy life, .imi ihat luy husband should also 
be bdveu into service umhu* the Kaja. 

' Taken hof».)re, 

(Signed) F. H. Soutku, 

Bnroda, 21st December 1874-. Oojnmissioner of Police, Bombay. 


* J^dhh murnu, hihiu fakh ka jiitOutv'ala nai 
iimrim. 

'Phis ih a vvry cotiiniua Orieauil iilimnBtic 
l>hnw(‘. 


Exhuut E 2. 

Uowjci' bin Ihiina, Mahratta, age 24, HaviJdar of i)Cons on t»m establishmmit of the 
)l«‘si(h*!icy at liaiHsla, states :—About two uioutbs lad'ore the (Commission sat at llaroda, Salim, 
Arab S*)\var, \sh(> was in the constant habit ol’ visiting the Heshlemjy^witli Jl. 11. (,he (hiek- 
war, spoke to me and .^aitl that the Maliaraja wished to see me. I agreed, and it was (bunded 
tliat I sbould go ou the f(»llo\ving Sunday and meet liini, Salim, at the house of Ve^liwuntrao 
a.liout eigiit o’clock at night. I was taken bidbn^ the Maharaja by Salirn and yeshwuntrao 
by a private entrance on the ,->ide of the Nuzzer ilagli. On lioing ijitroduced to the. .Maharaja, 
In; jusked me if 1 would agree to keep him iijfunued (>1’ ail that went on at the Residency. I 
eonse-iiLcd, aaid he promised to rewsi.rd me haudsomciy fuid to confer f>tlicr favours uj>on nie. 
'riic Maharaja asked me if 1 could get tjio jemadar of peons, Mursoo, to help in this matter 
also and to visitdiim, 1 promised that J would arrange this, as the jemadar was a great 
IVieiid of mint!. 1 thini left the Maharaja, lunl the following d;fy I spoke to the jemadar 
and told him of the Maharaja’s wishes. The jemadar said that his lamily was iiJ, aud that 
h»; had his duties to attend to, and could not go to the Maharnja at tliat time. 1 visited the 
Maharaja S(;vei*ai tijnes again previous trO the sitting of the (/oiiiinission, and on each oeimioit 
r went lirst to 7eshwuutr;u)'8 liuusu, aud wjxs invariably accom|.MUiied by him and by Salim 
wlieu tak(;n helort‘ the Oaekwar. 1 visited the Mabaraja thi*ee times wdiiie the (^>iiiini.ssiou 
was sitting, and furnisluMl liim with all tlie information 1 was al)!o to gatimr as to tiu' action 
ol the (.lonnuission, and of all that was going ou%t the Ke.sidency. 

At one of tliesc latte.!' visits i informed the Malnivuja that I was alumt to he married, and 
that 1 was without the neeetsary ineans. He ordered YeshwuiitJ'ao to remind liim of this, 
and on Uie lollowing xMonday, whe.n biie Maliaraja came ou Ids usual visit to the Uesideney, 
Yeshwuntrai», who accompanied him, iufurmed mo that he had got Its. .*>00 for me, and told 
inc to (;ume for it. i went soon alter in oumpany witli one dngga (,a uian employed at the 
Residmicy to pnli tin; pnukal>) to Vesiiwuutrjio's house, when; its. 500 were paid to me by a 
earkooii in Yosliwnnti'ao’s presonu; and before dugga. *(Jf this money I lent Rs. 100 to 
Juggar, and iiiadc up a silver anklet of tin; value of about Rs. 100, and the rest was o.xpemled 
ou my marriage. One Dnjeel>hal Ivurya gut the anklet made up for me. 

After my marriage, aiul a lew dnys after the Oujumissiou hail left Raroda, Salim Suwar met 
mti, and .said tliat he had got the jemadar all right aud willing, aud wished to kiiow when I 
could eomt; in company with him to see the JVhibaiaja. 1 settled with him to go two days 
hater, which was ou a Sunday : the jemadar and 1 met that night at Yesh wuntrav/s liouse' 
about 8 o’clock. Jugga accompanied me, as 1 ^id not like to go by the rear road to tiie city 
at uiglit by myself. 

From Yeshwuutrao's hou.sn we all went to the liavcli, where Jugga remained below, and 
Salim, Yesliwuutrao, the jemadar, auu I went up aud interviewed the Maharaja. This was 
the jemadai’s lirst visit, aud he consented, at tlie Maharaja s ruiiuost to keep liim infornu^d of 
all that tiunspireil at the lio.sidoriey, lor which promise of fa>our and liberal reward was held 
out to the jeiiiadai- by the Maharaja, it was then arranged tluit Salim should from time to 
time receive and convey information tiom the jemadar to the Maharaja. I accompanied the 
jemadar two ot' threti tiimj ou his visits to the Maharaja previous to the Re.sideut’s leaving 
for Novvwucc. At Nowsaree nothing particular transpired. Salim and Yeshwuntrao aceoni- 
panted the Maharaja, but lived in the compound oJ‘ tlie house occupied by the Uesident. 
'i’hore they struck up a friendship with the RcsiUeut’s butler, FtMro, and about two or tlin e 
days afjer the niturn of Colonel i'hayi'e to iiai oda, the butler, .Pedro, aaked me if 1 would 
accompany him to the Maharaja. I agreed, and ou an appointed day Sulim came to the 


KtisiMency, and wo tliree M'ont oft' tf>getlK)i about 10 o’clock at niglit in a bullock shigram 
which Iiad been jducftd on the road by Snliin and belonging to tho Durbar. We went direct 
to the haveli, wliere we met Yeshwuntrao, who took iis up to tlie Maharfya. The O/u^kwar 
H])oke to Pedro and asked him if he undei’stood Kiiglish. lie said lie did a little, so the 
Maliaraja rejpiested him to oomnninicate t*> him any ei'nversntion that might take place at 
the table, reiatlrig to him, to which Pedro consented.. I acttojn])anied the butl(ir, Pedro, (m two 
otlicr t»eciisionH to the Maharaj, previous to his going to (loa, after the rains. We went to 
the Jjaveli in the saino manner as Isd'ore and with Salim and Yesljwnntmo ; nothing particular 
traiiBpired. On the butlers return from Goa, I acconi})ani(}d him again to see the Maharaja. 
Salim came as before and brought a Nlxigiitjn,. which we met on tlje road. Yesh- 
wimtrao met ns as usual at the haveli, and we wore takeJi before the Malnu’/ija, who first 
inquired of Pedro how he Wiis and wdioii ho returned, and then said heduid sojnething of 
importance for him to do, and asked if lie would do it. Podro saiil if it was a niatt<!r witliin 
his province that h(i M'oiihl do it. yeshwuntrn,o then hamled a small ])apur jMieket to the 
Mahtiraja, who passed it on to Pedro, and told him to adnmuster it in his master’s foo<l. 
Pedro remarkisd that if anything should linppen suddenly, lie would get into trouble. The 
Mabnraja snid tliat ho was not tn fear, jw nothing would take place for two or lliree montlis. 
wlicii liis master would eitliei* die or get mad. Podr<j consented to do what was wiinted, 
and he returned to thi^ Residency about midnight. 

in addition to tlie vi.sits I paid the Maharaja at niglit in company with JVdro, 1 also went 
to see liiiii sevej’al times in company with the jemadar after our return fi'oin N(>\vsare(\ The 
jemadar wtis not aware of my having gimo to the Maharaja with J’edro. AIkmiI l/i or Si I 
(lays after oui* return from Nowsare(‘, the jemadar gave me at his house in the city Us. JU)(» 
which h(* said was half the sum he had rt'ceiviid from tin; Durbar to be divided between us. 
About three weeks or a month before the atteijii)t to poi.son tins Resident was discovi;red, the 
jemadar aiul 1 were taken before tluj Maliaraja by ap})oiiitment at night. Yesliwuntrao and 
Salim introduced us, tlie Ma.liaraja sat in his private room as before, and after a short conviu*- 
sation lie remarked tliat tlie Resident wa-sveiy liard u[Mjn him and doing great “zoolum,” and 
asked us if wa would consent to administer somclhing wliicli he would give. Salim and 
Yesliwuntrao immediately began to persuade us by saying that if we would only carry out 
the Maharaja’s wishes we sliould not be reqiiiiwl Itt servo any longer, as he wouhl make a 
handsome life provision for us ami our families ; that we sbould have *’assaiiiie.s " be.stowed 
upon us, and should in addition receive a Jakh of 7‘Upee.s each as soon as tlie work was done, 
ineanmg as soon as tlie Resident's dcatli to(»k place. \Yc e(m.sent(Ml to do tlic job, and the 
Maharaja then said that the article to be adiniiiisterod would ]h) given to us by Yesliwuntrao 
and Salim. A few days after this the jemadar gave me two powd(‘rs, and told me tliat equal 
parts of each siiould be administered for two or three days, and in sucli (juaritity as to con- 
Rume the whole in tliat time. This had also been cai*eiiilly oxjihuned to me by Yesliwuntraii 
ami Salim in the pros<aiee of the Maharaja. 1 did not coininence to administer the powder for 
two or thiw days, as no favouralde opportunity presented itself for so doing. It was decided 
at onr consultation witii the Maliaraja that the jioisou siiould Iju administered in “ slicrlKd,’' 
whichfolone) Phayre was in tlie habit ol’ taking e\ery morning on return Ironi his walk. 
Aciiordingly 1 put the jiowilcrs into the *‘sh(wl»et” two or thi'ce time.s whciever i IbumI no 
jKjrson in the W'ay or about to see nui. 

As a few days elapsed without anytlnng liappening, tlie Maliaraja evidently l»eeanieiinpaiieut. 
and sent for me ami thi^ jemadar again. We wont in tlie n.sual nianm.-r witii Yeshwuntj-ao and 
Salim. The Maharaja remonstrated with u.s for not having done the work we promised. I 
assured him that 1 bad jiut tln^ powder into the slierbet two or three times, ami f expriissed 
my doubts ius to the [loison being eliicacious. Thereupon the Maharaja said lie would give 
another i>owder, which JSalim prodmied and banded to tlie j(Uiiadar. Maharaja said that 

tliis would not take immediate effect, but that it would work slowly and surely. \\b‘tiic.n 
hd't, and the following morning the jemadar gave me tb(? jiaeket of ]ioisoTi at the Residency 
while 1 was sitting on tlie form close to tin* screen and near to Avbere Colonel Phayre ii-sed 
to sleoj». A day ur two after this I udniiuistorcd the ]>oi,son in tlic glass of .sherbet wliioh liad 
just been luadi' and placed on tlie washhnud tahli'. close to the Re.sident’s wriling-dosk in Ids 
ju’ivate office room, (lohmcl JMuiyre was out walking at tlie tiim*, and returned about Iwmity 
minutes after. 1 informed the jeinaiiar wlieu he came about balf-jmst 7 o’clock of what .1 
' had done. When 1 visited the MahiU'aja, tiici punkahwalla, Jugga, accoiiipanied me from the 
i^anip Jifizaar sometimes, but a man named Karbliai inoro frequently came witli me as far a.s 
the Haveli. They never appeared liefore the' Maharaja, and I only took them as Ciiinpany, as 
I was .afmid to go so far at night by myself. 

The packet of poison wliich the jemadar first gave me J made into small doses, as directed, 
and kept the jiowder in the‘Secret pocket of my crassbell. I’lie powder taken from the seerc^t 
pocket of my cross-belt this morning (25th December is one .if the powders made up 

from the packet given to me by the jemadar, and J used aJw'ays to keep the powders in the 
same place. While at Nowsarce 1 spoke to Yesliwuntrao and Salim, at tin* jemadar’s r(>(jucst, 
to get some money for liim, and they interceded with tin*. Maharaja, who ordered Rs. 2.')0 to 
be given to tlie jemadar tlirougb Salim, who, at tbe jeinadnv’s request, paid the money to one 
of Ins brothois at Bamda. 

Whenever there was any information to send to tin; Maharaja from the Residency, and I 
was unable to gd to tlie Haveli myself, I used to write or get Jugga to wiite at my (lictation, 


mi 





he used to send it on to the Maharaja through Salim. The gold and silver ornaments whicli 
I have produced, and valued at about Ks. 420, have iKien made up from the money which 1 
have from time to time received frewn the Maharaja. 

I'akeu on the 24tli and 2j5th Ueoeinber 1874, before 

(SigJied) F. H. Soutkii, 

Baroda, 25th December 1874. . f/omuiissioner of Police. 

Rowjee bin Rama is ro-caTlod, and furtlier states :— 

bn the ocfiasiou when the jemadar-and I were taken before the Maharaja in eom|)ariy with 
Ye-shwiintrao and Salim, and it was decided and arranged that jmison slmuld Xm adminisUired 
to Colonel Phnyre, it was carefully exphiinod to jne, and 1 was instrueUHl eacli time to mix 
llio j)owder in water first, otherwise f \Viis b)ld that the poison would float <m the snrfju^o of 
the sherbet. Accordingly 1 used to sliake the powder xtp with water in a small jdiial and 
])Our it into the glass of shevhet. The jema<lar knew Uiia, and was uwai’e that I kept the 
]>hia.l for this purpose? concealeJ under a large empty box which stoo<l close to tlm form on 
wliich th(' peons sat while on duty. 

Taken this 2Ct)i day of Deccmiber 1874, before 

■ (Signed) F. Jl. SoUTKR, 

The Residency, Baroda. Oommissioner of Police, Bomljny. 


Exhibit F2. 

Niirsoobin Rajanna, Kamatee, agi? 5(1, jemadar of peons on the eKf.abIiHhmont of tlie Resi¬ 
dent of Baroda, sbites:—About the time of tin* sitting of the (Vmnnission at Baroda, Rowjee 
llavildar told me one <la.y that ho Iwnl been speaking favourahly of me to the Maliaraja, wlm 
had exjnessed a wisli io s(?e me. 1 replied that tliero wa.s sickness in my Iioiis»‘, .and that I 
hjwl iny <lntics to attend to, and therefore could not arrange to go to the Maltaraja at that 
time. 

After the (Commission left Baroda, Yeshwnntrao, Salim, and Rowjc^e all urged me to go ami 
sec the Maharaja; and I at last consented, and on a lixt^d day I went to the house of Yesh- 
wuntrao, where Howjee und Salim also met me; and wc went together by way of the Nu/.jcer 
Bagli }UmI }i ]irivatc cutraiujc to an upstair private room, into which Yc.shwuntrao brought lh(? 
Mahar.aja. ami introduced me. 'Die Maliaraja first rem.arke.d that '1 was a scamp and a bad 
m.m, and bad never be(;n favourable to or assisted him; but tlm three men, Veshvvuntrao, 
Salon, and Rowjee, .assured tlie Maharaja that they had all s]>okerj to me, mul that I was now 
fully pre|)are(i to carry out his ordei-s and net np to his wishes, Tho*Maharaja then reijiiesti'd 
im* to keep him regularly iufoi’Jije<l through Salim of all that transj>ire<l at tlic Residency, to 
which 1 consented. On this occasion, a man n.amed Karbhai accompanied Rowjms Irmu the 
camp to th(? Palace, but he did not appear before tfic Mali.araja. Ab(mt twenty or tw^enty-five. 
days later, I again visited tljc Maharaja in com])any with tin; same })eoj)le, ami in th<5 same 
manner. I^othing particular transpired at this visit beyond furnishing the Maiiuraja with ail 
the iiiforniatiou we liad regarding matters at the Resiliency. 

Til the month of April, 1 aecoinpanied the Resiileut to JSTowsaree ; tiie Maliara ja also came 
there and lived in liis llaveii, wliile Colonel Pliayre was located in a bungalow close to the 
Railway sUtion, and about a mile from the Maharaja’s Haveli. Salim ami Yeshwuntra(» lived 
in the Resident's coiiipoiiud. 

T believe Rowjee used to visit tlie Maliariijja at Nowsarec, and througli Salim lui obtained 
for me a ]»resent ol' lluiiees 250, which, at my rcijuest, was paid to mie of my bruthm’s at 

Baroda. , 

About a numth or more after tlie Residents and the Maharajas return from Nowsarec, I 

visited the Gaekwar again in coinpau}'^ with Rowjee, Salim, and Yesliwuntrao. Wv. wmi as 
usual at tlie liouse of the latter, who took us before the Maliaraja. We iirst gave him all the 
information of what had been going on at the Rt^siilency, and then Salim and yeshwnntrao 
remarked to the Maharaja that we (Rowjee and Ij laid not received anything on account of 
Ilia recent mariiage with Luxmeebai. He said very well, that he would sec about it. We 
then left, and a few days alter Salim brought me Rujiees 800, of wliicli I gave him Kujiees iOO, 
and J believe 1 paid Rupees 400 to Rowjee, from which sum he was to pay Jugga Rupees 100. 

About two months later 1 again visited the Maharaja in coiupany with Rowjee. We met 
as before at Urn house of Yeshwnntrao, and he and Salim took us before the Malmiuj. We 
first inlbnned the Maharaja of all that had been going on at the Residency, after which lie 
remarked that Colonel Plmyro was very hard and doing great "zoolum ” to him, and aske<l us 
if wo c.oul<l and would consent to jnit something in lii.s food. J. replied that in my position 
1 had no opportunity to do this, upon which Yesliwuntrao and Salim began to i>f!rsuad(* iis by 
f^a.ying, that if we’d" only consent to do this job, the Maharaja would reward us in such a 
iiiantio’r that wo should not be rc([nired to serve any long*-!-, and that onr families should also 
be handsomely provided for, ami that the remainder of our livt;s would be spent in case 
and comfort. Rowjee then said that Colonel Phayre was in the liabit of drinking sherbet 
early in the iiioming on Ins return from walking, ami tliat Im would iulminister ilie dose in 
that. The Maharaja and Yeshwuntrao then said that they would send a [lowder by Salim 
to me at my house in the city, which 1 was to give to Rowjee at the Hesideuey. Yeah- 


XOO ) 


wuiitrao cju-efully explaiiid to itowjee at the time the manner in whicli the powder was 
Ui be jwlmlnisterod. We left, and the following day Salim brought rae a paqket whicli I 
stncK safely witliin the upper folds of my tuiban, and the next morning I gave tlie jiacket 
to Jtuwjee while he was sitting on the fonn close to the screen near where (Jolouel i^hayre 
used 10 sleep. 1 did not ojieu the jiackot, and tJienifoi'e was unaware of the number of powdei's 
it contained. 

A few days after this, when Yeshwunirau and Salim came to tlie Hesidency with the Maharaja 
they hegjin to inquire of Jtowjee how it wiis that nothing had happened, and asked whether 
he had administered the powder or not. Rowjec then sf>oko to me, and said ho did not know 
how to account f(»r there bciiAg no result, as ho had certainly put the poison in the “ sherbet.” 
The Maliaraja being dissatisfied about tliis .sent for us again. About tifteou days after tho 
great Uusserah sawaree, we went as usual to Yeshwuutrao's house. It was alxmt 8 o’clock at 
night wh(;ii lluwjee au<l 1 met there, and we accompanied Yeshwuiitrao -and Salim as before, 
and they lu<uight the Mahaiaja and introduced us in tiic same room. He immediately 
■ upbraided ns J'or not having carried out his wishes ju* i>romise(l, u}>ou which Rowjee declared 
that Ua<i pul the ]»owders in the “ sherbet,” but stated th4.t be did not think they could 
ptissibly have (»oHsessed the required pi’operty. ’Tim Maharaja tlnai saiil “ Very well,’* that )»e 
wouhl give soinebiiing else which would be brought to me by Salim. At tliis time, and wlieii 
we were alxnii t.o leave, Yeshwuntrao gave sometliiug (I am imt sure wbat it was. a small 
buttle, or wliat it wao) to Salim, wim paased it on to llowjee. J'lie former jimmises of high 
rowaril and favour were re])eated, and we came away. Tlie Ibllowing morning Salim gave me 
.1 jiackot, which I handed to llowjee the same day on coming to the Residency, lie was 
sitting as betine ou the fojin near tlio screen. A few <iays aftAir tliis the conversation took 
jilace of the attempt to poison (Joloiiel Thayrt!. llowjee told me that, as instruotisl, lie on 
cacli occasion mixed the powder with watei*, whicli he shook up in a little bottle before 
pouiing it into llie slierbct. He used to ketip the bottle foj* tiiis purjiose hid under a large 
empty wooden box close to tho form above nderced to. Rowjee used often to give me notes, 
written sometimes by himself and sometimes by dugga, at his dictition, to .seiid on to tlio 
Maliaraja. 'Tiiesc uulos contained jiH tile iiilbrmatioii of what was going on at the Uesideiicyq 
ami Sahiu or lii.s man used to call at my house for them. I live in the city and ItaNc always 
been in the liabit <»t' returning to my house at night, and on Sundays 1 liavc not Ijccii required 
to come to tlin Residency. 

On the several occasions when we visited the Maharaja, dugga came once with Rowjeti from 
camp, and on ail other occasions he was accompanied hy Karbhai. 

Taken this day of l>«ceinber JiS7 t, before 

•(Sig)ied) b’. H. So.uTi:u, 

The Residency, Baroda. Oommiasioner ol* i’olice, Bombay. 


KxuiiJiT G 2. 


Dawoiuhiu Tint’s c.xammation resumed ihd TVbruary iS/o :— 

1 In-ld tlio position of .’riva.tc .Sccretai') tu His Highness tiie Maliaraja Muiiiar Rao, ami had 
charge of ail ids j»nvate husnin.-is, Uiniwn as the Kliangee Dcjiartimnit, 

Ali'Mit a week before tlie Maliaraja was made {irUoner he brought nii' to tin* Residency, and 
inlrovluei’d me to Sir Ijewis Belly at tiie ilotir as ids iVivato Secretary. 

It Wiis tlic liabit of tlic Maharaja to g<i for a drive three times during the day, and lie ahvayH 
t >ok me once m- twice with him. 

Whenever the Maharaja visited tiie ilesidcuey I used to actjonipany him as far us the Sewak’s 
Dhurum-iala, wlunc I generally got out ot tlic c.irnage and waited till the Maharaja’s return, 
wiieu he took me in again and ilrove mi^ to my house on ids way to the Palace. The Maliaraja 
was usually <irivtai by a coacluuan named Rutansing, 

i do not know why it w.is that the MaUaraja put in lorce jricasures to poison Colonel Phayre 
witlioufc first waiting to a^icei'balji the result oi’his kliarit.i addres.sed to the Viceroy urging his 
removal. 

I never knew tliat Mrs. Pnayre’s ayah Inul ever visited the Mahar.aja till 1 heard from Idm 
that sii(^ liad also bceu taken up and made a prisoner of. It was characteristic of the M-almraja 
not io divulge to anybody tlio plots which iie u.scil bi put in force, and tej coniine such sitcreUs 
to those actually engageii. 

Taken before. 


lird b'ebriiary IS7*'‘. 


(Signed) K H. SoUTKJt, 
Oji 8]>ecjal duty. 


HAMDDiiun Punt’s examination resumed 5th February 1875 :— 

1 liave sUt^sl in my deposition of the 2{)th danuary that 1 procured diomond chiixs on two 
occasions by order oi* the Maharaja. L do not remember tlie exact dates on which they were 
otii.dueJ, hut iqi well as J recollect about a week inteiweucd between tlie two oceasiqris wbcu J 
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The sums or money which have becm enlored in the accounts of my department wk having 
l)een paid to Yeshwnntrao and Salim under the head of fndtf fireworks, &c., represent the. 
amounts which were paid by me in obedience tn standing oii'dcr of the Maharaja for the 
purpose of bribing Bowjee, Nunn>o Jemadar, and other servants at the Reeidoney. 

It was no part of the duti(?s of Yeshwnntrao or Salim to purchase fruit pr fireworks for tiie 
Maharaja. 

The Maharaja and Salim both told me that tlie details of the plot to poison Colonel Pliayrc 
Wad been personally planned by the M^iavaja himself, and the eixocution of them arranged in 
his prest}Uf»> by Yeshwnntrao, Rowjee, Salim, and others. 

The written information which the Maharaja had arranged to obtain through Rowjee of all 
that transpired at the Residency used to he delivered to the Maliarajn by Salim, and either 
Wasantrnm Bhau or T used to read them to him, and the papers were iramodiat(dy destroyed. 

The two sums of Rji]:)€es 25,000 and 20,000 j»aid to the Calcutta Baboo have been onten^d 
in my books as having been paid to Bliikoo (a kept woman of the Maharaja’s) ;ui<l tt> the 
relations of Luxineehac,e. 

1 am aware that while Bulwimtrao Rahoorkur held the office of Deputy Dewan he was tin; 
Maharaja’s principal counsellor in all his wicked designs, and it was ho who took the principal 
j>art in bringing about the poisoning and' muivlor b)' other means of Qovind Naik, Rowjee 
Master, and Bhow Scindia. 

1 liavo stated above that it formed no part of Yeshwiintmo’s or Salim’s duties to purchnse 
fruits, fireworks, &c., but I now remember that on one occasion Yeshwnntrao did bring some 
tireworks, either from Bombay or Abiuodabad, and this was about the time of the Dowalei',” 

isrn.. 

IMic orders and vouchers in Mahrattee, lettered from A to F, and each bearing my endorse¬ 
ment, arc tli(^ original documents and authority under which the sums shown in cac^h were 
paid to Yesliwuntrao under the Maharaja’s instructions for the puipose of bribing the se»*vanis 
at tl )0 licsidency and others. Those papers lettered from G to Q allow snm.s of money siinilai ly 
paid {:!>allm fijr the same purpose. . 

1 liavii to the best of luy knowledge and belief stated all I know, but shall willingly furnish 
lu^rcafter any further information tliat 1 may remember. 

Taken before 

(Signed) F. ll. SoTTTRU. 

Haroda, 5th February 1875. On sjiecnal duty^ 

Rproda, 8th February 1875. 

The.deposition of DamodhTtii Thimuttck, Bralimin, resumed ;— 

’l’h(* two memoranda in Mahrattoe now shown to me (lettered R and S) wen* jiddres^fM! to 
me by Nanajce Vithnl, at my request, with the object of concealing the purchnse of (lie 
jlianiomi (dips (»btaiTied from llemchund Kutteyclinnd. The two documents pin’]»ort jointly to 
acknowledge the !Coei])t of about Rupees 3.500 fnmi tlie “ Paving Fund,’’and the .\bdiratt(^(j 
ordm- bearing my ondoi-scnnent now shown 'me (lettered T) is my antbovity <,o debit i.lu' above 
sum under tlur hesnling of expense.^ incniTcd in feeding Swamee. Caravan's Hrahinins. In 
reality this money was paid to Honicliund Futteyohuud on account of diamond ediips piireluised 
from him for tin* piirp(»se of poisoning t^doiieJ Phnyre, and represents tlie sum ofKiqK’es 3,o0() 
referred to in iny d(^p«»sition of the 29tli January. On that ilay I skited the atnount to l>e 
Rupees 3,500 or fto, as 1 was giving my (h^posltion from memory. 'Phe doeiiments above 
referred to (l(d.t(’r<‘d II, S, and 'f) have new licen found amongst my ri’wu’ds winch show tliat 
tlui actual amount was Rupees 3,(i32-!3-3 of Baroda currency. 

Taken before 

(Signed) ¥. U. SotJTf:H, 

* 

On special duty. 


Kxhmut it 2. 

HEMcinJNO FTTTTKvrHUNT), Jcwcllor of Baroda, states :— 

Some few days after the. last .Dusscrah festival I^lauajee Vithul. in charge of tin* Oackwar s 
jewel-room, directed me and otln!r Jewellers to bring some diamoml ehijis, wbieh we did the 
same day and handed tliem to Nj«naj(*(% who retained tliem. The tollowing da^' our diamouds 
\v(u’e all retuviiefl, and wc were told that the price djd not suit. Two days after Namijee 
Vithul directed me to bring my diamonds back again ; they were weighed, the prit« settled, 
and purchase eonchidcd. Four or five day.s later T was again sent for^ by Nan.ijee Vitfiul, 
aiul dirc(!ted to bring other diamond chi])s, which I took to tlie Palace awiordingly. NjiTiaj<‘e 
Vithul was not present in the jewel-room. The diamonds were therefore handed to Veuaye.- 
krao, Nanajce’s brother-in -law, who weighed and priced them, and tlien took them along with 
me to Damodhur Punt, wlio remarked that the price was high,, but kept them, saying that he 
would purchase them if ro(j aired. On this occasion the diamouds were in two packets, both 
of which were kept; but about four days after one packet was returned to me. 

I4ot£ by thf Sttcretary—- 

* Id Exhibit I 3 the woniB an^ ** Kanigee Vithul Kent me a dircetirm. 




A few dayN after it became ksowa that sa attofnpi had' been made to poison the 
Ooloxiel Phayre, Nanfljee VitHul aaked ine whe^er 1 had'O&tei^ fOit {imtehase'of the dta4|iftd 
cliips in my books, and If ho, that 1 waB to semove the' entxieB in some 'way or other, so he 
was afraid that the dianiondH in (question had been made use of to poison Colonel Phayre., On 
hofti'ing this ] became afraid, and at once cyiuned the jiages of iny'a<ic6nnt boots on which the 
Hales of the diamonds were entered to be leirioved and fresh pages substituted. The three 
boioks now before me (iettorod A, 'll, and (/) are those that were th'us tampered with.* 

■^^ic price that I was to receive for tho diamond chi])s was Euj>ee6 0,270 of Baroda currency!^ 
and on account of this auin I wuh jmid Kiijmes 0,000 by Nanajoe Vithul, which has been 
credited at jiuges 10 and 24 of the tliy book mu having , Iwen received from' one Sldvchund 
Khushal. A jiortion of the above sum of liui)ees 3,000 was counted out and paid to me by 
Nauehund, Hhroff of the .Dooiiiala villsgeB. 

Taken l*efore 

(Signed) F. II. Souter, 

Baroda, (1th February 1875. Ou special duty. 


b}' t)ii3 Secretary— 

* In Exhibit 1 3 thu words are X iirudaoc tUo booka now b^uriiig tbe niarks A, O, and C/’ * 


Exhibit 1 2 is the above deposition in Gujeratbi. 
On Exhilut T 2 the following endorsements occur: 


he Vernacular. 

Hcmchaixd FatecTiand. His signature in his own handwriting. 0th bVbruary 1875. 

Kead tlie above statement whicli ii^^orrect jis given in writing tlxe day before yesterday in 
the presence of Mr. Souter. 8th February 1875. 

Hoiiichand FaU^chaud. This signature in his own handwriting. 


In Ewjl mh. 

Tlie above siHtioiiienb has l»een read over, acknowlc;dge<| n.s true and sigrnid by tin; dcpoiterifc 
Heniehand KabOiarol in iny jfivseuce tliis 8th Fehrujiry 1875. 

(Sigtied) liKwis J^Ki.LV, 

Baroda, 8th Febnuuy 1875. Agent, Governor-Genuiid, and Special Coniniissitmer. 


T. OMHXN; 

rrhitcd by CroaoK E. Kyhk and \Vii.uam SroTTiawooDjs, 
IViutcrs tbo ^Qui'cn’e nxist ICxcallcnt kf. 








